UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20866-0001
June 16, 1997

Mr. H. L. Sumner, Jr.

Vice President

Southern Nuclear Operating Company, Inc.
P. 0. Box 1295

Birmingham, Alabama 35201-1295

SUBJECT: EVALUATION OF THE THIRD 10-YEAR INTERVAL INSPECTION PROGRAM PLAN,
AND ASSOCIATED REQUESTS FOR RELIEF FOR EDWIN I. HATCH NUCLEAR PLANT,
UNITS 1 AND 2 - (TAC NOS. M93918 and M93919)

Dear Mr. Sumner:

By letter dated October 17, 1995, and supplemented January 26, April 5,
June 4, August 13, and November 18, 1996, Georgia Power Company submitted the
third 10-year interval inservice inspection (ISI) program plan and associated
requests for relief, and responded to the NRC staff’s requests for additional
information for the Edwin 1. Hatch Nuclear Plant (Hatch), Units 1 and 2.

The NRC staff, with technical assistance from its contractor, the Idaho
Naticnal Engineering and Environmental Laboratory (INEEL), has completed its
evaluation of the information provided in support of the third 10-year
interval (ISI) program and associated relicf reouests for Hatch Units 1 and 2.
The NRC staff’s evaluation and conclusicns are contained in Enclosure 1. The
staff adopts INEEL's conclusions and recommendations presented in the enclosed
Technical Evaluation Report, INEL-96/0.88, Revision 1, dated December 1996
(Enclosure 2), and the staff’s evalustion of Request for Relief (RR) No. 11
regarding the visual examination requirements of snubbers is contained in
Enclosure 3.

Based on the information provided, the staff concludes that no deviations from
regulatory requirements or commitments were identified in the third 10-year
ISI program plan for Hatch Units 1 and 2. Therefore, the program is
acceptable.

For RR Mos. 03, 05, and 06, the staff has concluded that the Code requirements
contained in these requests are impractical and that your proposed testing
provides reasonable assurance of operational readiness of the subject systems.
Based on the impracticality of complying with Code requirements and the
associated burden imposed on you if the fode requirements were imposed, the
staff has concluded that pursuant to 10 CFR 50.55a(g)(6)(i) relief is granted
for RR-03, RR-05, and RR-06 as requested. The relief granted is authorized by
law and will not endanger 1ife or property or the common defense and security
and is otherwise in the public interest giving due consideration to the burden
that could result if the requirements were imposed on the facility.

Also, the staff has concluded that the alternatives contained in RR-01, RR-04,
RR-07, RR-12, RR-13, and RR-14 provide an acceptable level of quality and
safety. Therefore, the alternatives contained in the above RRs are authorized
pursuant to 10 CFR 50.55a(a)(3)(1) as requested.
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Mr. J. T. Beckham, Jr. -2 -

In addition, the staff has concluded that requiring compliance with the Code
requirements contained in RR-02, RR-09, RR-10, RR-11, RR-15, and RR-16 would
result in hardship or unusual difficulty without a compensating increase in
the level of quality and safety. Your proposed alternatives provide
reasonable assurance of operational readiness of the subject systems.
Therefore, your proposed alternatives are authorized pursuant to 10 CFR
50.55a(a)(3)(11) as requested.

Code Cases N-498-1, N-509, N-522, N-524, N-416-1, and N-523 contained in
RR-02, RR-04, RR-07, RR-09, RR-13, and RR-14, respectively, are authorized for
the current interval or until such time as the Code Cases are published in a
future revision of Regulatory Guide 1.147. At that time, if you intend to
continue to implement these Code Cases, you are to follow all provisions in
the above fode Cases, with 1imitations issued in Regulatory Guide 1.147, if
any. Reiiet is not required for RR-08.

This completes our action with respect to TAC Nos. M93918 and M93919. Please
contact Ngoc B. (Tommy) Le at (3C.) 415-1458 if you have any questions
regarding this matter.

Sincerely,

Sty

Herbert N. Berkow, Director

Project Directorate 11-2

Division of Reactor Projects - I/11
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Docket Nos. 50-321 and 50-366

Enclosures: 1. Safe%y Evaluation
2. Technical Evaluation Report
3. Relief Request RR-11 Evaluation

cc w/encls: See next page
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Cdwin 1. Hatch Nuclear Plant
Units 1 and 2

cc:
Mr. Ernest L. Blake, Jr.

Shaw, Pittman, Potts and Trowbridge
2300 N Street, NW.

Washington, DC 20037

Mr. D. M. Crowe

Manager, Licensing

Southern Nuclear Operating
Company, Inc.

P. 0. Box 1295

Birmingham, Alabama 35201-1295

Resident Inspector

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
11030 Hatch Parkway North

Baxley, Georgia 31513

Regional Administrator, Region Il
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, S.W., Suite 23785
Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Mr. Charles H. Badger

Office of Planning and Budget
Room 610

270 Washington Street, SW.
Atlanta, Georgia 30334

Harold Reheis, Director

Department of Natural Resources
205 Butler Street, SE., Suite 1252
Atlanta, Georgia 30334

Steven M. Jackson

Senior Engineer - Power Supply

Municipal Electric Authority
of Georgia

1470 Riveredge Parkway, NW

Atlanta, Georgia 30328-4684

Charles A. Patrizia, Esquire
Paul, Hastings, Janofsky & Walker
10th Floor

1299 Pennsylvania Avenue
Washington, DC 20004-9500

Chairman

Appling County Commissioners
Count; Courthouse

Baxley, Georgia 31513

Mr. W. G. Harriston, Il

President and Chief Executive
Officer

Southern Nuclear Operating
Company, Inc.

P. 0. Box 1295

Birmingham, Alabama 35201-1295

Mr. J. D. Woodard

Executive Vice President

Southern Nuclear Operating
Company, Inc.

P. 0. Box 1295

Birmingham, Alabama 35201-1295

Mr. P. W. Wells

General Manager, Edwin I. Hatch
Nuclear Plant

Southern Nuclear Operating
Company, Inc.

P. 0. Box 439

Baxley, Georgia 31513



