
December 28, 2005

C. N. Swenson 
Site Vice President
AmerGen Energy Company, LLC
P.O. Box 388
Forked River, NJ  08731

SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION FOR THE REVIEW OF THE
OYSTER CREEK NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, LICENSE RENEWAL
APPLICATION (TAC NO. MC7624)

Dear Mr. Swenson:

By letter dated July 22, 2005, AmerGen Energy Company, LLC (AmerGen or the applicant)
submitted to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC or the staff) an application
pursuant to Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations  Part 54 (10 CFR Part 54), to renew the
operating license for Oyster Creek Nuclear Generating Station.  The NRC staff is reviewing the
information contained in the license renewal application and has identified, in the enclosure,
areas where additional information is needed to complete the review.

These questions were discussed with members of your staff during a conference call on
December 2, 2005.  A mutually agreeable date for a response is within 30 days from the date of
this letter.  If you have any questions, please contact me at 301-415-3191 or via e-mail at
DJA1@nrc.gov.

Sincerely,

/RA/

Donnie J. Ashley, Project Manager
License Renewal Branch B
Division of License Renewal
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
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       Enclosure

OYSTER CREEK NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION
LICENSE RENEWAL APPLICATION (LRA)

 REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION (RAI)

RAI 2.3.3.14-1 

License renewal Drawing LR-BR-2005, Sheet 4 shows strainers located at C-7, C-8, F-7 and 
F-8.  These strainers are shown as being within the scope of license renewal and serve a
pressure boundary intended function.  However, LRA Table 2.3.3.14 does not include the
component type “strainer” as a component type subject to an aging management review (AMR).

Clarify if these strainers are subject to an AMR, or justify their exclusion.

RAI 2.3.3.23-1 

License renewal Drawing LR-SN-13432.19-1 for the Nitrogen Supply System at Location A-3
shows that a 3/8" line penetrates the drywell at penetration X-45.  Outside the drywell, the line
is identified as fulfilling an intended function according to 10 CFR 54.4(a)(1) or
10 CFR 54.4(a)(3) by being highlighted in green.  Inside the drywell, the nitrogen line is not
identified as fulfilling an intended function.  The line apparently supports the Neutron Monitoring
System (NMS).  Since the NMS is in the scope of license renewal, it is not clear whether the
Nitrogen Supply System functionally supports its operation and therefore should be within the
scope of license renewal.  Confirm whether the 3/8" nitrogen supply line to the NMS should be
excluded from the scope of license renewal.

RAI 2.3.3.26-1

On license renewal Drawing LR-GU-3E-551-21-1000, the existing feedwater sample sink and
the existing condensate sample sink are shown to be in the scope of license renewal. 
However, “sinks” are not listed as a component subject to an AMR.  Indicate if these sinks are
included within a component type that is subject to AMR.  If not, justify their exclusion from an
AMR.

RAI 2.3.3.27-1

Section 2.4.17 of the LRA states that effluents through the ventilation stack are monitored to
ensure that the limits of 10 CFR Part 20, which apply to releases during normal operation, and
the limits of 10 CFR Part 100, which apply to accidental releases, are not exceeded.  LRA 
Section 2.3.3.27 states that the stack and turbine building Radioactive Gaseous Effluents
Monitoring System (RAGEMS) monitors do not support a license renewal intended function and
are not included in the scope of license renewal.  The above two statements appear to be
contradictory.  Clarify this apparent discrepancy, and indicate if the ventilation stack radiation
monitors are within the scope of license renewal.
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RAI 2.3.3.32-1

Note 5 on license renewal Drawing LR-GE-148F444 states that the inner tube of sample cooler
(at Location H-8) is evaluated with the reactor water cleanup system.  However, LRA 
Table 2.3.3.32 does not list sample cooler (tubes) as a component subject to an AMR.  Confirm
that sample cooler tubes are subject to AMR.  If not, justify their exclusion from an AMR.

RAI 2.3.3.35-1

LRA Table 2.3.3.25 lists the component type “strainer” with the intended function “filter” and
“strainer body” with the intended function “pressure boundary”.  The radiation monitor duplex
strainer is indicated in parenthesis for these intended functions.  The following components
were found to be within the scope of license renewal according to the boundaries given in the
Oyster Creek LRA Section 2.3.3.35.  They are indicated as being within scope on the license
renewal drawings and serve an intended function, but are not listed in LRA Table 2.3.3.35:

a. Strainers located at F-8 and G-7 on license renewal Drawing LR-BR-2005, 
Sheet 2 provide a pressure boundary function.

b. Strainer S-3-035 in the seal well at B-3/4 on license renewal Drawing LR-BR-2005,
Sheet 2 provides a filtration intended function.  The seal well is included as part of
the miscellaneous yard structures.  However, there is no strainer included in this
system.

Confirm that these components are subject to an AMR.  If not, justify their exclusion from an
AMR.

RAI 2.3.3.37-1

LRA Section 2.3.3.37, (Page 2.3-204, 2nd Paragraph) states that the piping that discharges into
the reactor cavity, equipment storage cavity and spent fuel pool is included in the scoping 
boundary for the spent fuel pool cooling system.  However, license renewal Drawing
LR-GE-237E756 (at Location E-9) does not highlight the piping and associated diffusers that
discharge into the reactor cavity as part of scoping boundary.  Clarify this apparent discrepancy.

RAI 2.3.4.3-1

Section 2.3.4.3 of the LRA states that the feedwater system is in scope under
10 CFR 54.4(a)(3) because it is relied upon in safety analyses or plant evaluations to perform a
function that demonstrates compliance with fire protection per 10 CFR 50.48.  Most of the
reactor feedwater system shown on license renewal Drawing LR-BR-2003 is colored in red
indicating that it is not required for 10 CFR 50.48.  It is not clear which portions of the reactor
feedwater system are in scope with 10 CFR 54.4(a)(3) for fire protection functions.  Please
identify those portions of the reactor feedwater system required for 10 CFR 54.4(a)(3) that have
fire protection functions.


