UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHING TON. D C© 20084

February 14, 1992

Docket No. 50«440

Mr. Michael D. Lyster, Vice President

Nuciear - Perry

The Cleveland Electric Illuminating
Company }

10 Center Road

Perry, Ohio 44081

Dear Mr. Lyster:

SUBJECT: INSERVICE INSPECTION RELIEF REQUESTS =« PERRY NUCLEAR
POWER PLANT, UNIT 1 (TAC NO. M75334)

By letter dated November 17, 1989, the Cleveland Electric
Illuminating Company (the licensee) submitted eleven requests for
relief from the requirements of Section X1 of the ASME Code, as
applicable to the first 10-year inservice inspection interval for
the Perry Nuclear Power Plant, Unit 1, 1In response to the NRC
staff’'s request dated June 13, 1990, the licensee provided
additional information in letters dated August 10 and October 10,
1990, Two relief requests, IR-016 and IR-017, were withdrawn in
the August 10 letter. By letter dated March 19, 1991, the licensee
submitted eight relief requests; two revi.ions to previously
approved requests, three revisions to reqguests conta.ned in the
November 17, 1989 letter, and three new relief reguests.

The staff, with technical assistance from the Idaho National
Engineering Laboratory, has completed the review of the licensee’s
relief requests and supporting information. Our review and
conclusions are documented in the enclosed safety evaluation. 1In
summary, we have determined the following:

(1) Relief request IR-023, relating to snubber functional
testing, was previously approved by the staff in a letter
dated September 7, 1990,

(2) The revisions to relief requests IR-004 and IR-012, which
were originally approved by the staff in a letter dated
April 25, 1990, did not change the technical basis for
the approval; therefore, the previously granted relief

| remains effective,

! (3) Relief request PT~003 is denied, as the licensee has not

demonstrated that the Code requirement is impractical to
perform.

ABR“ BB 33884440 LCR L wi' |




Mr. Michael D. Lyster 2 February 14, 1992

(4) Relief requests IR-025, 1R-026 and PT-001 are granted
pursuant to 10 CFR 50.55%a(a)(3), as either the Tropo-od
alternative examinations provide an acceptable level of
gquality and safety, or imposition of the Code requirement
would causes hardship or unusual difficulty
without a compensations increase in the level
of quality and safety,

(%) Relief requests (as revised) IR-018, IR-019, IR~020, IR~
021, IR~022, 1IR-024 and PT-002, are granted pursuant to
10 CFR 50.55a(g)(6) (1), as the requirements of the Code
are determined to be impractical to perform,

The granted relief is authorized by law and will net endanger life,
property, or the common defense and security and is otherwise in
the public interest. This relief has been granted giving due
consideration to the burden upon the licensee that could result if
the requirements were imposed on the facility.

Sincerely,

Leonard Dlshan/for

John ¥. Hannen, Director
Pro?oct Directorate 111-3

Division of Reactor Projects 111/1V/V
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
Enclosure:
As stated
ce!
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(4) Relief requests IR-025, I1R-026 and PT~-001 are granted
pursuant to 10 CFR 50.55a(a)(3), as either the proposecd
alternative examinatiocns provide an acceptable level of
quality and safety, or imposition of the Code requirement
would causes hardship or unusual difficulty
without a compensations increase in the level
of quality and safety.

(5) Relief requests (as revised) IR-018, IR-019, IR-020, IR~
021, IR-022, IR-024 and PT-002, are granted pursuant to
10 CFR 50.55a(g)(6) (1), as the requirements of the Code
are determined to be impractical to perfornm,

The granted relief is authorized by law and will not endanger life,
property, or the common defense and security and is otherwise in
the public interest. This relief has been granted giving due
consideration te the burden upon the licensee that could result if
the requirements were imposed on the facility.

Sincerely,

Leonard 0lshan/for

John N, Hannon, Director

Project Directorate 111-3

Division of Reactor Projects 111/1V/V
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosure:

As stated
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(4)

(%)

Relief requests IR-025, IR-026 and PT-00i are granted
pursuant to 10 CFR 50.%55a(a)(3), as either the proposed
alternative examinations provide an acceptable level of
quality and safety, or imposition of the Cude requirement
would causes hardship or unusual difficulty

without a compensating increase in the level

of quality and safety.

Relief reguests (as revised) IR-018, IR-019, IR-020, IR~
021, IR-022, IR~024 and PT-002, are granted pursuant to
10 CFR 50.5%a(g)(6) (i), as the requirements of the Code
are determined to be impractical to perform.

The granted relief is authorized by law and will not endanger life,

property,

or the common defense and security and is otherwise in

the public interest. This relief has been granted giving due
consideration to the burden upon the licensee that could result if
the requirements were imposed on the facility.

Enclosure:
As stated

cc!?
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Jehn N. Hannon, Director
Proioct Directorate 117-3
Division of Reactor Projects 111/1V/V
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
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