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thermal effects remained 1imited to the high pressure injection/make-up (MU/HPI)
1ines. These reviews satisfied Action Item 1 of the Bulletin.

Action Item 2 of the Bulletin would have required an interim nondestructive
examination of potentially affected interfaces. This was never relevant for
CR-3,

The corrective action for the 1982 event at CR-3 was to modify the MU/HPT lines
by moving the check valves, which isclate the MU/HP] from the RCS, farther from
the nozzle/safe-end region which had experienced the failure. The piping
arrangement was thoroughly instrumented, monitored, and analyzed to demonstrate
the fatigus 1ife of the new configuration. Additionally, the thermal sleeves
associated with this nozzle were modified (lengthened) a“d re-rolled. To assure
that this rolled sleeve did not loosen, the CR-3 ISI program was augmented to
periodically check this interface. These actions are consistent with Action Item
3.

Action Item 4 dealt with the scheduling of the various Action ltems and was never
relevant for CR-3 since there were no actions for us.

Reference A reflects rather negatively on FPC's actions based on the
misunderstanding of our response. Therefore, FPC requests that it be withdrawn
and that our responses in References B and C be reviewed in light of the summary
provided above.

We are confident that we have taken appropriate actions which are responsive to
the Bulletin and all of its Supplements. Most of these actions were taken based
on FPC's management of the resolution of our own oxper‘ence rather than in
response to the Bulletin. It is FPC's practice to explicitly state in our
response when we do not plan on following the recommendations of generic
communications. Thus, when we have not taken exception to a bulletin, generic
letter, or similar correspondence and the Staff’s review indicates that our
actions are not acceptable, we would appreciate the opportunity to discuss our
position before a negative review is placed on the docket. In this instance, a
simple teleconference or meesting could have resolved FPC’s position more
effectively.

Sincere.y,
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P. M, Beard, Jr.
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