UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR heGULATORY COMMISSION
WASMINGTON, D (. 20886

Sashe” April 17, 1992

Docket Nos. 50-266
and 50-301

Mr. James J. Zach, Vice Presigent
Nuclear Power Department

Wisconsin Electric bower Company
23] West Michigan Street, Room P379
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53201

Dear i'\r. Zach:

SUBJECT: INSERVICE TESTING, THIRD 10-YEAP PROGRAM, INCLUDING RELIEF
REQUESTS (TAC NOS. M79386 AMD M7$387)

By letters dated December 21, 1990 and June 10, 199}, Wisconsin Electric Power
Compary submitted the Point Beach Nuclear Plan’, Units 1 and 2, Inservice
Testing Proyram proposed for *he third 10-year interval of operation. The
proposed program incorporates tne NRC quidance contained in Generic Letter
(GL) 89-04, "Guidance on Deve1op1ng Acceptable Imservice Testing Programs."”

The staff has reviewed and eva'uated the proposed orogram, with particular
attention given to the 52 relief requests contained in Revision 1. OQur review
also considereu your separate responses to the generic letter.

Generic Letter 89-04 provided guidance on acceptable alternatives to Code
requireients for certain aspects of inservice testing. Since a safety
evaluation for the roint Beach Nuciear Plant Inservice Testing Program had not
previously been issued, the generic leiter reyuested you to review your
program acainst the guidance provided and to make revisions as necessary to
address the NRC positicns in GL 89-04. On Octcber 3, 188%, ysu provided ihe
responte to ZL 83-04 for Point Seach Nuclear Plant with svitus updates
provided in letters dated Harch 2, 1390, Cune 28, 1990, January 16, 1991, and
April 22, 1991, A scheaule ‘or complet\ng 1mp1amentation of the guidance in
GL 89-04 is included in the April 22, 1991, submittal. You should address the
schediile for the Cnemical and Volume Control (LVCS)-charging system which was
listed but not discussed in the Aprii 22, 1991, submittal, and snould provide
NRC with a completion schedule for any modmfications identified as necess .rv
to comply with GL 89-04 fur all remaining open items.

The NRC staff, with technic : assistance fram Brookhaven » [ional Laboratory,
has reviewed and evaluate” "-: revised IST program relief requests. The staff
adopts Lhe evaluations and .-nclusiens contained in the Technical Evaluation
Report prepared by Brookhaven anc incorporates it inte the Safety Lvaluation
by reference. The Safety Evaluarion with the Technical Evaluation Report
attached is enclosed.

A summary 1isting of the 52 relier requests is orovided in Table 1 of the
Safety Evaluation. The final column of this taole states whather the raquest
is denied, granted, or granted with provisions. No decision was reached cn
those items identificd as open. We ure granting relief from the testing
roquirements wiiich we have determined would he impractical to

R T8 NG L CENTER Car \
o |
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Ernest L. Blake, Jr.

Shaw, Pittman, Potts & Trowbr.dge
2300 N Street. N.W.

Washington, DC 20037
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Point B.ach Nuclear Plant
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661C Huclear Road
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Town Chairean

Town of Two Creeks

Route 3

Two Rivers, Wisconsin 5424)
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Regional Administrator, Region III
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Executive Directur

for Operations
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Glen Ellyn, Illinois 60137

Resident Inspector’s Office

U.S. Nucleer Regulatory Commission
6612 Nuclear Road

Two Rivers, Wisconsin 5424i
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