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Mr. H. B. Tucker, Vice President 
Nuclear Production Department 

Duke Power Company 
P. 0. Box 33189 
422 South Church Street 
Charlotte, North Carolina 28242 

Dear Mr. Tucker: 

The purpose of this letter is to address several items pertaining to the Oconee 
Nuclear Station Inservice Inspection (ISI) Program, to include the Inservice 
Testing (IST) program.  

First, the staff acknowledges receipt of your October 10, 1983 submittal 
transmitting your IST program (and related piping drawings) for the interval 
that began July 1982. The staff notes that Duke Power Company administratively 
assigned a common start date of July 1982 for all three Oconee units for the 
120-month interval now in progress, in lieu of having staggered interval 
starting dates based on the commercial operation dates of the three units.  
Although the staff's tentative opinion of this action is that it does not 
present a technical problem, the action does require an exemption from the 
requirements of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR). You are, therefore, 
required to submit an exemption request (to include a $4,800 fee: 1 each-Class 
III; 2 each-Class I) in support of this action for staff review. Your request 
should include the reasons why you feel the common start date is justified as 
well as the details of the effect the change to a common start date has for each 
unit (i.e. which Code edition is in effect, differences in the intervals, etc.).  

Your October 10 submittal was requested in order that the review of your 
November 19, 1982 request (as supplemented on December 23, 1982) for relief 
could be completed. In processing the review of your November 19 request, the 
NRC project manager discovered that Duke Power Company had not submitted their 
IST program (covering pump and valve testing) for the new interval that began 
in 1982 for staff review. This error was due to wording contained in the 
staff's letter of March 25, 1982 (P. C. Wagner, NRC, to W. 0. Parker, Jr., DPC) 
which led Duke to conclude that the revised IST program for a new interval need 
not be submitted for staff review unless requested. This conclusion is incorrect 
and we regret any misunderstanding the March 25, 1982 letter may have caused.  
Submission of licensee IST programs prior to the start of each new testing 
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interval has always been required by the staff since the initial incorporation 
of inservice testing requirements in the CFR. Once your program for a given 
interval is submitted for staff review and subsequently approved, the program 
in its entirety need not be resubmitted each time you request additional 
relief for the same interval, unless requested by the staff.  

Per conversation with your staff, we consider your October 10, 1983 submittal 
as submission of your IST program for NRC review and that it applies to the 
interval that began in July 1982. As such, the review of your November 19, 
1982 relief request will be incorporated into the review of the program and 
will not be responded to as a separate request. The staff anticipates a 12 
month duration in completing the required review of your program. Although 
discussion on October 6 with your staff indicates that Duke Power Company 
does not require an interim NRC evaluation at this time (and the NRC staff 
concurs) pending your receipt of the NRC's overall program evaluation, you are 
permitted to request an interim evaluation at a later date should you require 
it. Also, per discussion with your staff on October 6 and 21, you are 
required to submit a licensing fee in the amount of $4,800 in conjunction with 
the program review.  

Second, in response to a question raised by your staff on October 6, we wish 
to correct Duke's apparent misconception with regard to the expiration of a 
granted relief request (both ISI/IST). Duke's perception that a relief 
request, once granted, is valid for the life of the plant is incorrect.  
Reliefs that are granted under the ISI/IST programs expire at the end of the 
120-month interval in which they were granted. The regulations state at 
least as far back as 1976 (see Federal Register publication of February 27, 
1976, transmitted by NRC letter, R. A. Purple to W. 0. Parker, Jr., dated 
April 26, 1976, Re: 10 CFR 50.55a) that relief requests be submitted for 
each subsequent 120-month interval. Any previously granted reliefs (if 
applicable to the new interval), as well as newly identifed relief requests, 
are required to be submitted along with the basic program for staff review.  
The staff notes that your October 10 IST program submittal included a list of 
previously granted (and still required for the already begun interval) and 
pending relief requests.  

Third, the staff understands that as a result of the above clarification on 
relief expiration Duke is assembling a submittal addressing the ISI program 
(piping and components) for the ISI interval begining in 1984. This proposed 
submittal will include the previously granted (and still required) and 
pending ISI relief requests. As discussed with your staff on October 21, as 
a result of this submittal addressing a separate interval and separate 
aspects of the overall ISI program (as compared to the October 10 submittal) 
you are required to remit a $4,800 fee to accompany your submittal.  

In response to a question raised by your staff on October 27, 1983, if you 
wish to assign a common interval start date for the ISI program, as was done
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for the IST program, you must request an exemption similar to that discussed 
above for the IST program. We recommend for your consideration that you 
combine the exemption request for the ISI program (if you elect to do so) and 
the request for the IST program into a single letter that consists of a separate 
section addressing each exemption request individually. This course of action 
will have the least impact on our required review time, thus resulting in a more 
timely response back to you, and can be accomplished under a single $4,800 fee 
required of you. If circumstances do not permit your submitting a single letter, 
the required administrative and technical review time for a duplicate review 
necessitate your submitting a separate fee at such time as your follow-up letter 
may be submitted. We further recommend, and emphasize the necessity of, your 
submitting your exemption request at your earliest convenience regardless of 
whether you elect to request an exemption for the ISI program because you are 
already well into the new IST interval. Furthermore, it would be to your 
advantage to have the exemption request for the ISI program submitted in advance 
of the ISI program review package being submitted in its final form so that you 
know as early as possible whether the common start date will be approved.  

If you have any questions on this letter, please contact your NRC project 
manager.  

Sincerely, 

John F. Stolz, Chief 
Operating Reactors Branch #4 
Division of Licensing 

cc: 
See next page 
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Duke Power Company 

cc w/enclosure(s): 

Mr. William L. Porter 
Duke Power Company 
P. 0. Box 33189 
422 South Church Street Office of Intergovernmental Relations 
Charlotte, North Carolina 28242 116 West Jones Street 

Raleigh, North Carolina 27603 

Honorable James M. Phinney 
County Supervisor of Oconee County 
Walhalla, South Carolina 29621 

Mr. James P. O'Reilly, Regional Administrator 
U. S. NucTear Regulatory Commission, Region II 
101 Marietta Street, N1W, Suite 2900 
Atlanta, Georgia 30303 

Heyward G. Shealy, Chief 
Bureau of Radiological Health 
South Carolina Department of Health 

and Environmental Control 
Reiona Radiation Reresentative 2600 Bull Street EoA Reg iaion ersnttv Columbia, South Carolina 29201 EPA Region IV 
345 Courtland Street, N.E.  
Atlanta, Georgia 30308 

Mr. J. C. Bryant 
Senior Resident Inspector 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Route 2, Box 610 
Seneca, South Carolina 29678 

Mr. Robert B. Borsum 
Babcock & Wilcox 
Nuclear Power Generation Division 
Suite 220, 7910 Woodmont Avenue 
Bethesda, Maryland 20814 

Manager, LIS 
NUS Corporation 
2536 Countryside Boulevard 
Clearwater, Florida 33515 

J. Michael McGarry, III, Esq.  
DeBevoise & Liberman 
1200 17th Street, N.W.  
Washington, DS. C. 20036


