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In amendment Rs. 6 of the hoever Valley Unit me. 2 FSAR, dated April 27, 1984,
the applicant provided a pebeb111ty analysis of a pipeline rupture for the -

relocated Itsbil Ol1 Caseltue pipeline. The' analysis is based cm a pipeline
fa11ere rate corresponding to a r ter grade pipes. We do not have any
hesis 1br assemelas that the Get " sta of esclear powerplant piping -b
is applicable to herted pfpeller 'gned to carry petroleon tweducts. <
For exemple, dying acttrites an to be.a principal cause of 2

undergnmed pipe ime fat'deres, a. vellem rete used by the a'pplicant
does met acceset ihr this. '
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We have reposted addittenal fattematten in the attached guestions to detemine "

the fa11ere rate for the type of pipeline actually esed for the relocated
Mobil 011 Campany pipeline tessi en Rattenal Transportate' Safety Board
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Section 2.2.3

Anendment No.6 of the Baaver Valley Unit No. 2 FSAR provides a probability
analyais of the relocated Mobil Oil gasoline pipeline based on the failure
rate of nuclear reactor grade pipes that is referenced on page 2.2-20
of the FSAR.

Since petr oleum product pipelines are subjected to different environmental
conditions, and are constructed of different materials and to different
specifications than reactor grade piping, we do not believe that your use of this
;.robability reference is valid.

Please provide a pipeline failure analysis based on accident statistics frr9
the hetional Transportation Board for pipelines of the same materials and
methods of welding as was used in the relocated Mobil Oil Company pipeline.
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