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April 5, 1994 j

Docket No. 50-219

Mr. John J. Barton
Vice President and Director
GPU Nuclear Corporation
Oyster Creek Nuclear Generating Station
Post Office Box 388
Forked River, New Jersey 08731

Dear Mr. Barton:

SUBJECT: EVALUATION OF THE THIRD TEN-YEAR INTERVAL INSPECTION REQUESTS FOR
RELIEF FOR OYSTER CREEK NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION (TAC NOS. M85752
AND M85753)

By letters dated February 4, February 8, and February 11, 1993, GPU Nuclear
Corporation (GPUN) submitted requests for relief from certain requirements of
the Inservice Inspection program as it applies to the Oyster Creek Nuclear
Generating Station. The requests were made in accordance with 10 CFR
50.55a(a)(3) on the basis that the alternatives to the requirements proposed
by GPUN will provide an acceptable level of quality and safety. Specifically,
your letters requested schedular relief to hydrostatically test a portion of
the condensate transfer system, relief from corrective measures for Class 1
Bolted Connections on pumps and valves (Relief No. R12, (Part A), Paragraph
IWA-5250(a)(2), relief from corrective measures fer Control Rod Drive Housing
Connections (Relief No. Rlt, (Part B), IWA-5250(a)(2), and relief from
Corrective Measures, for t, lass I Bolted Connections (Relief No. R12 (Part C),
Paragraph IWA-5250(a)(2). Such requests are provided for in 10 CFR
50.55a(a)(3).

The staff and its contractor, Idaho National Engineering Laboratory, have
reviewed GPUN's request for relief and supporting justification. Based on its
review, the staff has determined that Request for Relief R12, Part A be denied
and that the alternatives contained in Requests for Relief R12, Part B and C,
are authorized pursuant to 10 CFR 50.55a(a)(3)(i) provided the proposed
alternatives described by GPUN are followed. In addition, the one time
schedular request for hydrostatic testing from 1WA-5214 is authorized pursuant
to 10 CFR 50.55a(a)(3)(1) provided GPUN performs the required hydrostatic test
during the next regularly scheduled system hydrostatic test in the current
ten-year interval. As ('scussed in the enclosed Safety Evaluation, Relief
Request R12, Part A was cenied because GPUN's alternative does not include the
removal of at least one bolt, and the impracticality of the Code requirements
have not been supported.
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Mr. John J. Barton -2- April 5, 1994

The staff has determined that the requested relief (R12 Parts B and C),
provides an acceptable level of quality and safety and may be granted pursuant
to 10 CFR 50.55a(3)(1).

A summary of the requirements and the bases for granting or denying the relief
,

requests are contained in the enclosed Safety Evaluation and Technical'

Evaluation Summary.

Sincerely,
,

Original signed by:

John F. Stolz, Director
Project Directorate 1-4
Division of Reactor Projects
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosures:
1. Safety Evaluation
2. Technical Evaluation Summary

cc w/ enclosures:
see next page
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Mr. John J. Barton -2- April 5, 1994

The staff has determined that the requested relief (R12, Parts B and C),
provides an acceptable level of quality and safety and may be granted pursuant
to 10 CFR 50.55a(3)(i).

A summary of the requirements and the bases for granting or denying the relief
requests are contained in tSe enclosed Safety Evaluation and Technical
Evaluation Summary.

Sincerely,
:
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,
, Jo n i. Stolz, Director,

P ject Directorate I-4
( divisio.*, of Reactor Projects-

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosures:
1. Safety Evaluation
2. Technical Evaluation Summary

cc w/ enclosures:
see next page
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Mr. John J. Barton Oyster Creek Nuclear
Vice President and Director. Generating Station

cc:

Ernest L. Blake, Jr., Esquire Resident Inspector
Shaw, Pittman, Potts & Trowbridge c/o U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission !

2300 N Street, NW. Post Office Box 445
Washington, DC 20037 Forked River, New Jersey 08731

Regional Administrator, Region I Kent Tosch, Chief
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission New Jersey Department of ,

475 Allendale Road Environmental Protection |

King of Prussia, Pennsylvania 19406 Bureau of Nuclear Engineering !
CN 415

BWR Licensing Manager Trenton, New Jersey 08625
GPU Nuclear. Corporation
1 Upper Pond Road

'

Parsippany, New Jersey 07054

Mayor
Lacey Township
818 West Lacey Road
Forked River, New Jersey 08731 '

Licensing Manager
Oyster Creek Nuclear Generating Station
Mail Stop: Site Emergency Bldg.
Post Office Box 388
Forked River, New Jersey 08731
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