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Immediately upon receiving the bulletin supplement, we evaluated the
irformation pravided. In accordance with the requested actions of the
bulletin sugplement. the hourly fire watch patrols, which were already
patrolling locations where Thermo-Lag is installed to protect conduit, were
expanded to include coverage of the drywell penetrations, HVAC duct, and the
stairwel]l enclosure,

In our response to Bulletin 92 01, we staied an hourly fire watch patrol is
the compensator{ reasure required by plant technical specivication 3.12.¢ for
a non-functional fire barrier (assuming the fire Jetectors on at least one
side of the non-functional biovier are oparable). This point requires some
clarification, Techniial specification 3.12.F applies only to fire barriers
in walls, ceilings and floors that separate fire areas, and does not apply to
Thermo-lLag envelope systems protecting conduit  Mowever, the standard fire
protection license condition in section 2.C(3) of the license requires
implementation of the Oyster Creek Fire Protection Program which includes
Station Procedure 101.2, “Fire Protection Program", and Procedure 101.2
requires an hourly fire watch patrol as a compensatory measure for non-
functional "fire rated assemblie<". A1l Thermo-lLag envelope systems are
considered fire rated assemblies. Thercfore, although different documents
govern the compensatory measures to be taken depending on the specific Thermo-
Lag application, the required compensatory measures are currently the same.
GPUN submitted a technical specification change request (TSCR No. 193) on
April 20, 1992 to delete the fire protection requivements in the technical
spreifications which waore incorporated into Procedure 101.2 in accordance with
Generic Letter 88-12, “Removal of Fire Protection Requirements from Technical
Specifications". These requirements will be greatly simplified when TSCR 193
is approved by the NRC,

In a telephone conversation on August 24, 1992, and by letter dated August 25,
1992 (Ref.2), the NRC stated the barriers should be considered inoperable
unless there is plant specific test data, other than the data identified in
Information Notice 92-46 (i.e., performed by Industrial Testing Laboratories,
Inc.), that confirms the 1 or 3 hour fire endurance rating. The letter
states, "The specified function of a fire barrier system is to endure a fire
exposure with severity of either 1- or 3-hours, and propérly protect the
shutdown function on the unexposed side of the fire barrier".

In spite of the actions taken, GPUN believes the function of a fire barrier
system is to ensure the cable or component bein? protected will remain
functional in the event of a fire. We believe 1t is incorrect to assert that
the function of a fire barrier 15 to comply with the 1 or 3 hour fire
endurance ratina specified in 10 CFR 50, Appendix R, Section I11.G. With
sufficient engineering justification, licensees should have the latitude to
declare the fire barriers operable (capable of performing their intended
function). We believe this approach is consistent with the quidance rrovided
in Generic Letter 91-18, “"Resolution of Degraded and Nonconforming Conditions
and Operability Determinations”.
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At this time, we are comalying with the NRC position stated above.
Accordingly, compensatory measures for inoperable fire barriers are in place.
These compensatory measures are expected to remain in place until the fire
barriers can be declared operable or testing demonstrates successful 1 or 3
hour barrier performance,

GPUN will continue to evaluate information regarding the Thermo-Lag 330 fire
barrier material as it becomes available. Actions to restore (or confirm)
fire barrier operability are being developed through an industry program beiny
coordinated by NUMARC. We will =pply the results of the NUMARC program, as
appropriate, to the Thermo-Lag fire barriers installed at Oyster Creek,

As requested, Attachment 2 provides an estimate of the time and costs incurred
by Oyster Creek in complying with the requested actions of Bulletin 92-01 and
the supplement .

If there are any questions regarding this matter, please cal)l Mr. Michael
Heller, Licensing Engineer, at (609) 971-4680.

Sincerely,

—— ""- \‘ B
™ “Jehn J, Barton

YO Vice President and Director
Oyster Creek

Sworn and Subscribed to bef%re me this c?fgday ofW!%Z.
N : . . iV
| otary Public of Ne;'dersey
|

JUDITH M. CROWE
utary Public of New
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Attachments

¢¢: Administrator, NRC Region 1
NRC Resident Inspector
Oyster Creek NRC Project Manager
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FIRE ZONE/LOCATION CONDUIT OR SIZE T-LAG CIRCUIT # DESCRIPTION
| PENETRATION # RATIHSJE_E
RB-FZ-1D {Cont) CRCA1026 z 1 Hr 63RCO712 Control and Ind Ckt (V-14-35)
Reactor Bldg 63RC0713 Centrol and Ind Ckt {V-14-35)
Elev 51° 63RCO710 Control and Ind Ckt {V-14-33}
63RCO711 Contrel and Ind Ckt (V-14-33)
CGPA3D26 2" 1 Hr 12GP0B1S Power Ckt (V-14-37)
126P0817 Power Ckt (V-14-32)
CGCR302! 1" 1 Hr 226GC1258 Control Ckt (V-14-37)
i CGCR2086 " I Hr 22601298 Vaive Ckt (V-18-1)
RB-FZ-1E CRCAIO?® z" 1 Hr 63RCO710 Control & Ind Ckt (V-14-33)
Reactor Bldg 63RCO711 Control & Ind Ckt (V-14-33)
Elev 23’ 63RC0O712 Control & Ind Ckt (V-14-35)
63RC0713 Control & Ind Ckt (V-14-35)
62-153 2" 1 Hr 62-153 125V DC Dist Ctr "C" to MCC-DC2
CGCAZOIO0 1%" 1 Hr 636P0749  Control Ckt (V-16-12)
636L0751 Control C(kt (V-16-14)
63GP0744 Centrol Ckt for PS-2]5-1044
CGPA2008 3" 1 Hr 62GP0225 Power Feed Ckt (V-16-2)
62GP0226 Power Feed Ckt (V-16-14)
Penetration B8, | NA 1 Hr KA Electrical penetration boxes enclosed by
9, 188 19 Thermo-Lag. Mounted on drywell wall.
CGCR3021 1" 1 Hr 22GC1258 Control Ckt (V-14-37)
CGPR3D19 1" 1 Hr 12-GP0816 ! Valve Power Feed Ckt (V-14-37)
i
CRXRZ050 1" 1 Hr LSZ-SS& LTE-SS Channel "B" Circuit
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Attachment 2
Bulletin 92-0] Compliance Cost Estimate for Oyster Creek
(As of September 25, 1992)

Provided belcw is an estimate of the time and costs incurred by Oyster Creek
in complying with Bulletin 92-01 and the supplement as of September 25, 1992.
The 4 categories addresscd below are as specified in the bulletin,

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

TR T TS INIENN

The licensee staff’'s time and costs to perform requested inspections,
corrective actions, and associated testing:

To date, approximately 28 person-hours and $956.

The 1icensee staff’'s time and costs to prepare the requested reports and
documentation:

To date, approximately 574 person-hours and $18,235.

The additional short-term costs incurred to address the inspe.tion
findings such as the costs of the corrective actions or the costs of
down time:

To date, approximately 2200 person-hours and $22,000. This is the cost
for implementing the hourly fire watch patrols as a compensatory
measure. Currently, 4 temporary personnel are performing this duty on a
rotating basis.

An estimate of the additional long-term costs that will be incurred as a
result of implementing commitments such as the estimated costs of
conducting future inspections or increased maintenance:

Until a permanent resolution to the Thermo-lag issue is implemented, it
is likely the hourly fire watch patrols will continue at a cost of $240
per day. Assuming a permanent tix is implemented in the cycle 15
refueling outage, the cost for the fire watch patrols alore will total
approximateiy $175,200. The cost of the actual repair/replacement, if
required, 1S unknown,



