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DISCLAIMER

This is an unofficial transcript of a meeting of the United States
Nuclear Regulatory Commission held on _January 12, 1982 in the
Commission's offices at 1717 H Street, N. W., wasningwon, D. G. The
meeting was open to public attendance and observation. This transcript
has not been reviewed, corrected, or edited, and it may contain inaccuracies.

The transcript is intended solely for general informational purposes.
As provided by 10 CFR 9.103, it is not part of the formal or informal
record of decision of the matters discussed. :Zxpressions of epimion in
this transcript do not necessarily reflect final determinations or.
beliefs. Ho pleading or other paper may be filed with tha Commission in
any proceeding as the result of or addressed to any statement or argument
contained herein, except as the Commission may authorize.
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- RPBOQCEEDRINGS

CHAIRNAN PALLADINRO: The meeting will please come
to order.

Today ve willAhava a briefing on fire protection
rule schedules and exemptions. This is an item that I
gather has had a rather exténded history and one in which
the Commission has a great deal of interest.

Unless any oflthe Commissioners have any opening
remarks they would like t9inaxe,vI vill turn the meeting
ovar to the sta££; ‘ . |

HR. DIRCKSs Dick Vollmer is going to be leading
the discussion'and it isvﬁofe in the area of a status teport'

based on the Quarterly Report that we submitted on December

24th,

Dick, why don't you carry on.

¥R. VOLLYER: Thank you.

The NRC fire btiqade is at }our service. What I
had planned on doinq was covering very briefly the

background to lead us into our current status of revievs for
OL's and backfitting of Appendix R to operatiny reactors, a
discussion of thg problems that ve are currently having
prinﬁrily in thq implementation of Appendix R for operating
reactors and hov ve infand on p}qceedinq to solve these.

' Unfortunatelf, the Quarterly Report No. 4 vas

later than I had hoped in getting it down to you. It

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,



1 discusses in 3more deﬁail some of thesa procedures.

2 CONMISSIONER AHEARNE:s The one that we got.

3 KR. VOLLNER: That is right. It is down here. As
4 I say, it came down later than I had vwished for, but I think
8 ve can cover orally sone sf‘the points that are to be made
6 there. | | o |

7 Before the £ibé_at Brovns Ferry, Jjust to provide a
8 basis, the fire protection review byAthe staff vas not very
9 dctaile&‘ If the applicant sﬁid that he had a fire

10 protection prograa and demonstrated to the staff that this
11 fire protection would not take out safety sSystems in the

12 oiant of an inadvertent actuation that constituted a large
lls»pa:t of the staff reviev at that time. | |

4 It is interested to note that at that ﬁeriodlin
1§ tiae tho staff encouraged or maybe even required licensees
16 vho take out vater suppression systems and halon and put in
17 CO , ve are now 15 those Plants that did that requiring

18 thz reverse because have learned since that the most

19 effective suppression is vater.

20 It is also interesting to note that ve have had a
21 number of licensing unusual events vhereby vater has

22 {spaired the functionability‘of‘sone of our safety related
23 equipment. So that Ls'sonéthinq that ve are locoking at now
2¢ and vwill try to see what the licensees aren't doing to

25 protect their equipment in the event of any inadvertent

- ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY., INC,
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actuation. _ |
COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Could you cun over that
gqain? | o

¥R. VOLLMER: I just happened to note that in the
beqinnin§ like before the Brovns Ferry fire wve vere
primarily opposed to wateﬁ.

COMNISSIONER GILINSKY: The vater was in?

¥R. VOLLMER: The water was in.

~ COMNISSIONER GILINSKY: But nov you are saying
that ve arse rurning into the kinds of problems ve were
worried about in the first place?

MR. VOLLNER: We have run into a couple of those
in the past fev months and ve are taking a look at them to
see 1f they are generic. They have primarily been the .
result of licensing not following theilr ovn procedures in
teras of being sure that measures wefe taken to prevent
automatic fire suppreséion'water from being actuated when.
they vere pe:fofminq operations sﬁch as velding and things
lixe that that set off detectors.

CONMISSIONER GILINSK!:“I see.

 HR. VOLLMER: I don't bring it up as an area where
I think thete‘is‘a*problem right now, but --- 4

COHHISSIdNER GILINSXY: Do you still think the

vater is the most effective wvay for'puttinq out fires?

MR. VOLLMERs Definitely, yes.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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CO!!ISSIONER’GILINSKYz But what you are saying is
that these systenms actuﬁted inadvertently and produced sonme
other probdlems? | o

CONNISSIORER AHEARNE: It may damage others.

KR. VOLLHBRsffIt may damage others. There are

vater shields. These things are supposed to have been taken

into account in the design of the system but perhaps wve have

to focus a little harder on that.

CHAIRNAN PALLADINO: The vater is in or out?

¥R. YOLLMER: The vater is in.

CRAIENAN PALLADINO: It is in despite its problems?

MB. VOLLNER: Yes.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: In speaking of those
ptobléns I notice that vohjust got a PN on Oyster Creek in
vhich they point out that the fire suppression system wvas
activated vhich damaged ﬁhéir low, low vater level and
reactor high p:gséure sensor and shorted out the position
in&icat;on on one torus valus. That is the kind of thing?
| MR, VOLLMERs That is the kind of thing, yes.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Are you familiar with that
particular event?

MR. VOLLMER: I haven't seen that one as yet, but
ve have had some at Dresden and Ginna and so on. I might

point out that our requirements are that those systems be

designed to accommodate the actuation of fire suppression in

" ALOERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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teras of splash shields and adequate drainage of water and
so on. So ;ﬁ is'sohethinq th;t_we have to loock a* perhaps
as being left dut of the detailed review by us or the

licensaee.

Getting back to the general bacqunvndf the first
slide, please. | ’ |

(Slide presentation.)

Starting now with the fire occurrence at Browns
Ferry in March of *75, recommendations by a review group
tha£ vas estahlisbed by the EDO gave us a number of
recommendations in'imptoveﬁents in the first protéctionbthat
vwere needed for nuclear plantse.

| Of these, itenm one, the fire protection quidellhes
and, three, fire profac;ion prograns at facilities, are
primarily incorporated in the guidance that ve developed in
the staff licensing review.

The 1nspection and enforcement procedures I wasn't
pl&nﬁinq on covering.

The locail government emergency procedures is
handled by'the émerqencr planning. It doesn't include such
things as the coordination that is required between the
local fire departaents and the plant staff. That‘is covered
under our fire pfotection guidelines and programs.

The next slide, please.

- In June, which is about six months after the task

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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force :econnendations}.ﬁranch Technical Position 9.5-1,
"Guidelines For Fire Protection For Nuclear Pover Plants”
vas developed and was at thet tine applied to the current
licensinq revievs in p:ocess. |
 The Brovns Fetry nodifications that vere required

as an afternath of the fire met these quidelines. So you
could say that the quidelines uere sort of an outgrowth of
the requizenents that we put on Browns Ferry and Brovns
Fecry vas made to meet the qoidelines. |

v These cover the 1tems that I have listed. I niqhtd
indicate_that the positions»that ve had at that time, sonme
o£ thes vere fairly qeoetai and some of them have chahqed
over the past few years.

For eiample,Athe fire,orotection guideslines at
that time gave credic_foc.coetinqs on cables. As you know,
Appendix R specificaliyddoec'not.qive credit for the
protection accorded to coatinos.

Such thinqs as the fire brigade at that time, it.
vas indicated that ve need a fire htiqade and nov Appendix R
is more specific'and ouc.nev criteria that we are using in
licensing current plants ie more specific on what the fire
b:ioade,shoold consist of and thioos like that.

So there has been an evolution as the staff has
learned vhat is out in the plants and has-learnedvbette: for

vhat real fire protection requirements are needed and the

. ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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guidelings and the ctiteria have évolved considerahly,

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: Dick, what uwas the

position at that time on alternate shutdown systeas for
nevly docketed plants? Were ihey required by those
guidelines?

NR. VOLLMER: They needed a shutdown system to get

around a fire area that was not protected. The critorig for
protection were more nebulous. In other vords, ve didn't
have the three-hour barrier. 20-foot separation.

Victor, vouid_y&uvlike to comnment?

¥R. BENAROYA: The guidelines just give what is

‘acceptable. If you couldn‘t meet those guidelines something

else had to be done. One of the items that vas acceptable
vas alternate shutdown systens.

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: But it vasn't required?

'MB. BENAROYA: Well, Lf they didn't meet the other
criteria they had to.do sdmethinq.

YR. VOLLMER: The other criteria veren't as
speéific as they are 15 Appendix'R.

MR. BEYAROYA: That {s right, exactly.

BR. VOLLMER: The next slide indicﬁtes further
development. Appendix A to the Branch TeéhnicalfPosition
vas issued for protection of nuclear power plants docketed
prior to 1976 fééusinq’on the operating reactors.

What it did vas provided more flexibility for the

ALOERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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older plants that in some cases were of course already
built. The cables uere 1aid and the crite:ia for the Branch
Technical Position.that oriqinated from the Browns Ferry

fire could not alvajs(be met in the older plants. So the

_1ntghtion here was;tojﬁtcvide in.some cases needed

flexibilitr by whicﬁ-the operating plants could meet an

adequate fire p:otaction ptoqran.

In Septemher a letter vas . sent to . the licensees
and basically told the licensees of Ope:atinq plants vhat ve
needed in terss of.the firq hazard analysis and vhat they
had to do to implement these guidelines.

CHAIBHAN PALLADINO: That was for the plants that
vere then operatinq? |

MB. VOLLMNER: The plants that vere then operating,
correct. | | |

NR. FERGUSON: That vas practically every plant.

HR.‘VOLLHSH;  That vas practically every plant,
but ve used the July 1st, *76 cutoff for the letters?

MR. FERGUSON: Right. That is plants docketed for
a CP or OL. So it ié tlmost every plant that ve knov of
today. |
. CHAIRMAN PALLADINOs So for just those plants.

MR. VOLLMER: Yes. |
The next slide.

WHe then proposed Regulatory Guide 1.120 which had

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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the same guidance as our Branch Technical positicn. It went
out for comment and public.cdhménts vere included in the
Revision I and it ﬁas‘diﬁcnﬁsed vith the ACRS.

The ACBSAﬁeveﬁbapptoved this particular regulatory
guide. The staff judgment, and I don't know 1f this is
indicated in any specific vordﬁ»in any ACRS letter, but the
staff judgment vas that the ACRS didn't care for that
guidance because it vas fairly prescriptive. Indeed it vas
as prescriptive as our 9.5-1 vas. Thebe vas some feeling in
the ACRS that a dadicatgd shutdovn systenm, a bunkef systen
vas the,way‘to go in‘all plants. No action was taken by
ACRS on this. L
| CONNISSIONER AHEARNE: Dick, vhat did they mean by
bunker system?

MR. VOLLMERs It is basically vhat we wvould call a

‘dedicated shutdovn system now. It had its owvn separate

train of shutdown heat removal povered separately and
isolated from all other external events so to speaﬁ.

COMMISSIONER AHEABRNE: The term “"bunkering"
carries in my mind at least some physical cover.

MR. FERGUSON: éunkerinq connotes some security
measures and that sort of thinq.: As far as the systenm
itself being completeiy isolated and the cooling systems and
completely separated from the rest of the-system'would be

the ‘same in both cases. The bunkering just goes to getting

~ ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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1 1£ separated and protected from other events, seisaic

2 events, security events and so forth.

3 \ NR. BENAROIZAs Special security. |

4 CONNISSIORER AHEAR!E: That vas the approach .they
8 vere recosaending? o

6 SBR. FERGUSON: That is our iampression, yes.

7 CONNISSIONER AHEARNE: They never put this in

8 vciting?

9 HR. VOLLEER: We could not find it.

10 CHAIBNAN PALLADIKNOs How did you get this

11 feedback, orally?
12 4R, VOLLNER: Well, ve had a number of meetings

13 vith the coamittee. In any event, the guide vas never

14 approved by the conaittee. Hovever, ué 414 have our Branch
18 Technical position and our Appendix A So ie vere

16 taplementing thass guidelines on plants going thrdgqh the

17 licensing ptoceés and the operating plants. So it wvasn't in
18 a sensoinecossarr to have a regulatory guide oﬁt on the

19 street because the criteria vere in place already.

20 CONNISSIONER RBROBERTS: How unusual is it for the

21 ACBS not to approve a reg. guide?

8

¥R. VOLLNMER: It is not too usual. I can‘'t think

of the statistics on it, but generally their reg. guides are

8

2¢ vorked out vith ACRS. Perhaps this vasn't because ve did

25 have the guidance solidly in place and ve vere implementing

- ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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it. I can'tyéaxlehat'iﬁ‘wesh't issued because there vas a
contlict betveen the staff and the ACRS that couldn't be
:esalved. I don't believe that vas the case.

Beseetch vas also requested br NRR to evaluate the
benefits of the bnnkered systel as an alternative for
preserving the safe shutdovn fgnction. That is novw a part
of A-45., It vas not juet indicated for fire p:qtection'
because there was intereét in buekered systemss for a number
of reasons at that Finevend I’understand there is still work
goine on in that a:ee. o

Ve have, as you know, as a part of Appendix R the
option for the licensee to go to a dedicated shutdown
systen. ‘I think there‘ere a couple. Oconee and Fort St.
Yrain I think heve eo:t4qf dedicated shutdowvn systems which
uill}fake care ofvfirefvfoﬁecfion measures should redundant‘
trains of shuedove equibeeht‘be viped out by a fire.

CHAIRﬁAN,PALiADIﬂO: Is the concept hefe-to give a
diverse approach? !eu ceuld have a fire 4in fhe bunkered
system presumably.

NR. VOLLMER: But then yoe vould aséume your
others would be safe, yes. It is certainly a protected‘
system and certainly can be divé:se. In most cases 1: vould
be diverse. |

CHAIREAN PALLADiﬁO: The diversitf came about as a

dedicated shutdove system that vas bunkered?

- ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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NR. VOLLNER: Yes.
. The next slide very briefly indicated that over
the course of time the staff issued guidelines td help the
staff revievers perform their firelhazards reviews and these
things vere issued as a sﬁaff memorandum to help expedite
and make the staff review at the same level. It naver
really saw the liqhtbof day in terms of :edulatorr guide .
requirements or ;nythinq for the pubiic.

~ COMNISSIONER AHEARNE: When you say "issued,”

Dick, vhat do you mean?

MR. YOLLMERs Well, for example, technical
specifications, a memorandqﬁ’that_ue sent out to the staff
saying these arevthe types of things that ve should look for
in each operating plant in the technicai spécifications
area. These are the thinqé that are important to the fire
hazards analysis. It was an attempt to make the staff
reviev more uniform and the licensee's ---

"COMMISSIONER AHEARRNE: ‘These are NRR memoranda?

MR. YOLLMER: These would be just be NRR
memoranda, yes, but they do provide supplemental guidance to

*

the staff.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Do all of these dates
represent issuance of NRR memoranda? ‘
ME. VOLLMER: That is right, ves.

BR. FERGUSON: Dick, if I may, I would like to

- ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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point'ont that all of these vere saent to licensees by letter
indiéatind vhat ve vere doing and what wve vere tequirino
thea to do. To that extent they iere available to the |
licensees. >, | ' A ‘
MR. VOLLXER: That is a good point. They weren't
kept secret.
CHAIRMAN PALLADIO: For example, under fire
hazard analysis, does this tell them how to analyze or vhat
to analyze? |

¥R. BENAROYA: It gives thenm quidance as to vhat
ve expect a fire hazard analysis should contain.

. MB. VOLLNER: Can you expand on that a little so
they will understand'what the fire hazards analysis looks
like. _

XR. FERGUSON: In our letter of ¥ay °'76 where wve
informed all the licensees of the §uideiines of BTP 9.5-1,
the BTP éequired that the program be based on a fire hazards
analysis. BY the time September came along ve had already
received one or two of those #nd ve found that there was
very lifﬁle fire hazards anlaysis in the submittals. So in
Septemhér‘ve put together 31 two-page Juidance adbout what ve
expected in there which was essentially to indentify the
fire areas and the consequences to the plant if a fire
cccurred in each area, vhat equipment was in there and what

effect it vould have on thevplant and so forth.

ALLERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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¥B. BENAROYA: An area-by-area analysis of the
plant.

¥B. FERGUSON: Likewise, all of this guidance vas
developed dn the same basis vhere the §enera1 guidance ¢given
in the BTP ve found ve vere Jjust getting general words back
and not really getting features implemented in the plant
vhich vwould solve the problems. We intended to go into more
datail and spéll out what we think vaere the features or the
procedures that should bg done in order to adequately
address the problen,'

CONMISSIONER BRADFORD: Isn’t that sort of a
continuing thene th:ouqhout this period, Bob, that you had,
to say the least, pretty divergent degrees.of cooperation
from different lizensees and in some cases véry little
indeed? |

MR. FERGUSON: Yes, in some cases very good and in
some cases very little. In all cases ve found.a general
problem of the old p#oblem of hov much is enough and ve had
to addtéss that problenm. You uoﬁld get a spectrum of
ansvers on any particular thing that you would have to end
up dtayinq a line somévhere of vhat is the bottom line as
far as the's{aff is concerned. That is vhat ve tried to
convey in these documents so that similar situations on
future plﬁnté’could all dbe addressed in a similar manner.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO¢ Under Item No. 3 vhere you

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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speak about safe shutdown capability, vas there an
independent safe shﬁt@ovn capability required or did you
Just have t§ assure that in the event of a ‘firew you ;ould
provide for safe shutdbvn?

R, rzacuson£‘ 1n1s vas to address the minisua
requirement that you iould have. For instance, you could
get a liéensee that would say, vell, after this I can safety
shut down because I can bunp u?ter‘into‘the primary systen
that is lowv dowvn into the containment. This is one level of
safe shutdovn capabilicty.

Another level would be again to keep the safety
valves from 1lifting on the primary system and have make-up
equivalent to a safety injection pump do all my‘éoolinq
through the stean qeneritor and blow dovn to the
atmosphere. That would be another one.

A thitd'vould keep it even fronm blovinqldovn into
the athdsphere. R

The purpose of this was to set that boftom line
vhich esseniially vould ptohibit_you from declaring you have
got a safe system 1f you can just pump vater into the
primary system and blov dovn to the containment which is
essentially the Three Yile Island e?ent and maintain it to
vhat ve think is really a safe condition. You have got a
solid primary system, you are bloving down throuqﬁ the

secondary and you can stay there until you can get dowvn to

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC,
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cold shatdown. | |

cnﬁ:anan PALLADINO: This would a’+s include the
scram systam or the protection system? |

MR. FERGUSdNi‘ Yes. Usually the scram systen
vould be oﬁt of the picﬁure really. The main thing is to
keep the reactor cool and the primary system buttoned up.

CHAIRXAR PALLADINO; You are assuming that you had
brought it 40vn. Subﬁose there was a fi:e,and you had
another prablem? | | |

¥R, FERGUSON::VNQ have looked at the effect of
fires on all scranm ci:cdits and ve found 50'vay that a fire
coﬁld.disable a sctan'éircuit. In general they just start
getting openings and shorts and so forth, Sonethlnq will
haopen and it will trip automatically and much faster than
tha fire can actvon it. 1In other wofas. as soon as you
start getting an‘unbalanée‘in the process variables you will
get a scram.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Heil, except some anomalies
they had in a recent PWR overseas, Westinghouse wrote that

the circuitry wouldn®t scram. It wasn't due to fires,

hovever.

HR.’?ER:USON# ‘I am not avare of that.
HR. BENAROYA4 By the vay,'if you have an
independent shutdown ability that vould be a bunkered systenm

or vhat ve wvould call a bunkered systenm.

- ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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MBR. FERGUSON: Usually the dadicated systems that
ve have do not include a separate scram systea or such. It
i3 usually Just a cooling systenm keepind the inventory up
and the cooling systems functional so you are removing
decayed heat. .

CHAIRMAN PALLADINdz I presume in that examination
you deteraine that any kind of short would shut you down?

MR. FERGUSON: Yes. We looked at a number of
example circuits in fhe.beqinninq looking particularly for
that, 1s there any'area_vhe:a you could prevent scram and ve
found none. | . |

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: You might vant to re-examine
that in viev that this vas a solid state systen that vas not
Just put in. I guess the papers say where it wvas. You |
might just vant to check that.

MB. VOLLMER: We will look at it.

CHAIRMAN PALLADIYO: One train failed to scram and
then the naxt day.the other train failed to scram on test
before start up.

¥R. VOLLMER: I might better lata than never
apologize for not hgvinq introduced everybody here. On ny
left is Bill Johnston vho is Assistant Director for
Haie:ials and Qualification Enqine§rinq, Victor‘BenarOYa vho
is Chief of the Chemical Engineering Branch and has fire

pr:tection‘in it, and Eob Ferjuson vho is Section lLeader for

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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Fire Protection.

On the naxﬁ slide ve get into the fire protection
rule, Appendix R to 10 CFR Part 50 and 50.u8.

When ve vent.th:ouqh the reviev of operating
plants in accordance with Appendix A, the Branch Technical
Position, we found a number of areas vhich the staff could
not reach a resolution vith licensees and these issues came
out to be something in the order of 17. We have compiled
the list here down ggiten bécadse some of them sort of

combined easily. There vere I think 17 1issues and of the

-order of 30 plantsQ

CdﬂHISSIONEB AHEARNE: A fair bacquound,to that
vas that this has been in spite ofvgpproxinately five years
of effort. o

MR. VOLLHERc' In spite of many years of effort.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: We ité:ated visits and
discussions ﬁnd lectures and seminars =---

(Laughter.)

¥R. VOLLHBR: Whatever ve had ve tried it and ve

could not reach resolution on a number of these issues. So

ve vare faced vith two alternatives, issuing orders to each

plant specifically telling them to do certain items or to go
by rulemaking and thereby :equire that those plants that did
not meet these particular items be required to meet thea by

the regulations.
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It vas decided that ve vould go the rulemaking
route and Appendix R and 50,48 was the result. As part of’
the rule the Connission decided that three of the itenms
listed here as 5, 7 and 10 would require backfitting on all
plants even though in some cases these areas had leen
resolved t§ the staff's satisfaction in their prior reviev.
These particular areas were backfit on all plants vhether or
not the staff had reached an agreement with licensee or not.

CHAIRMNAN PALLADIYO: These ten itens; are they
still in controversy or were they settled by Appendix R?

MB. VOLLNER: They were settled by Appendix R.
They are part of the rule which’requires that all plants
that are licensed to operate 1as of January 1st of 1979,
vhich of course covered all the operating reactors at that
time, needed to meet Appendix R. In those areas vhere they
had already reached staff agreement they did not have to go
back and do anything except for emergency lighting, safe
shutdown capability and the reactor coolant pump oil
collection systenm.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: But if you had achieved
resolution with a patticulat.utility vhy did they have to go
back and backfit? |

NR. VOLLMER: Well, it was the Jjudgment of the
Coamission at that time I believe.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: The resolution wasn't as good

ALDERSON REPCRTING COMPANY, INC,



10

11

12

13

14

15

18

17

- 18

19

20

21

23
24

25

21

at that time as you vanted it later?

NR. VOLLMER: I don't believe necessarily that
that vas tﬁ%,thouqht, but I felt and I 4hink the Comaission
felt -=-- | _ |

CONMISSIONER AHEARKE: The position that Dick is
being put in is this vﬁs hot thé staff's recoamendation.
The Commission decided to do that.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINOs You decided to put something
in more than they had agreed to in those particular
circumstances. | |

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Yes.

CONNISSIONER BRADFORD: Well, let's see, I think
there vas a general feeling, wasn‘'t there, that in some of
these areas some of the.things that the staff had accepted
earlier on vas really not up to snuff? |

'MR. VOLLMER: _The staff did accept in certain
licensees’ analyses and proposed modifications in these
areas. I think, as Commissioner Bradford indicated, som2 of
them perhaps left something to be desired. I think, on the
other hand, tﬁkinq a fresh look at these important areas
gave us a level of uniformity that ve didn't also have in
the p:evious :ev;eus.’-

On the other hand, some licensees felt a little
out of joint perhaps because some of them had been very

cooperative and done a good job in trying to meet the
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staff's tequirementé on fire p:dtection and ihey also wefe
backfit the #ame as sone ofythose who had not tried to ﬁeet
the staff’s requirements. That is the way it turned out
anyvaye. ‘ |
CONNISSIONER BRADFORD: Joe, you had asked vhether
it settled the 2utter. Of course, the next bullet indicates
that there &re still sonme licensees vho are not acquiescent.
HR. VOLLMER: That is right. Early i{n °*81 the
licensees petitioned the Commission and the court to give
thes relief on the fire protection rule. As I recall, the
Commission denied. They requested release on the
backfittinq itenms, ava recall, and the Commission denied
that relief. They also petitioned the court for a judicial
reviev of the rulemaking on Appendix R as vell as the
technical provisions of Appendix R and asked for a stay of
the requirement for impleﬁentinq those requirements. As I
recall, the Commission denjed that stay and I am not sure
vhat else -~-=- | |
| CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: What happened 15 the court?
COMMISSIONER AHEARKE: It is being heard later
this month, isn‘t it, Sheldon?
 CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: So it is still pending.
HR..TRUBATCHx " The stay motion’vas denied.
CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: By whom?

MR. TRUBATCH: B3y the court. There was a stay

~ ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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motion before the Commission but the Comnmission denied that
stay motion. Then thélpetiiioners vent to court seeking a
stay and the court denied the stay motion. Nov the court
vill hear argument onlihejnerits on January 29th.

CHAIRMAN PﬁiLADINO; Does that imply that they
vere supposed fp‘he'cohﬁifinq vith the rule?

MR. TRUBATCH: Unless and until the court :eQerses
the rule the :uie stands.

'MB. VOLLMER: On the next slide ve come to the
'Coniission memorandum and order, CLI-80-21 wvhich talks about
environmental qualificafions and fire protection; This
memorandum and order specified a couple of things that are
important to the stéff’s revieé.

One is to define compliance vith the General
Design Criteria 3 uﬁich-is :he GDC requirement that safety
be protected from firélfo:ﬂe’met by a combination of
Appendix R and the Branch Technical Position.

| It also specified that modifications, eicapt for
those requiring alternate or dedicated shutdown systems be
implemented by the licensees, all‘licensees of operating
plants by November 1 5f 1980. |

The CLI-80-21 also said that for alternate and
dedicated shutdown systems on non-SEP plants that they had
to be izplemented by April of °81 for ﬁlternate $afe

shutdovn and December of ‘81 for dedicated safe shutdown.
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CHAIRNAN PALLADINO: You said STP?

MR. VOLLHEB: No, SEP, the systematic evaluation .
program plants, the old plants that ve are doing under the
SEP evaluation. It vas separated out there. Basically wvhat
I al‘ttxinq to say is CLI-80-21 said that everythin§ pretty
vell had to be vrapped up in the time frame of 1981.

At that tisme there were a nuaber of issues
outstanding. Of course Appendix R itself vas not issued as
a regulation.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: You say it wvas not issued as
a regulation? y

| NR. VOLLNER: At the time of CLI-80-21. The
reason on the previous slidq I picked up the tire'pto;ection
rule is that it started in this proposed rule in 1980 but it
didn‘’t get an effective date until February 17th of 1981.
So in the meantime, in the interim in Hgy of 1980 CLI-80~-21
came out and talkad.about the provisions of Appendix R and
it talked about the ﬁ:ovisions‘of the Branch Technic#l
Position and saild basically that these are good things that
the plant should implement and they should get oa vith the
job and gave dates by vhich they should get on with the Job.

It became clear that those particular dates could
not very vsll be net ﬁec:;se in many cases ve didn't ye;
have from plants an acceptadble fire hazards analysis and

proposed modifications to accommodate potentially adverse
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consequences from a fire.

The sfaff knew very well that wvhen we got these
evaluations from the licensee it would take us time to
evaluate them and it would take theﬁ time to iﬁplement thenm
S0 that the dates could not be met that ve indicated in
CLI-80-21.

CHAIB!AR PALLADIHO:I Did you know tha£ vhen you
set these dates out?

MR. VOLLXER: I am sorry, that vas a bit before my
time. Can anybody else?

CHAIRNAY PALLADINO: I am just trying to say did

you dbelieva at that time it could be met and you learned
aftervards?

¥R. FERGUSON: I would say the dates in CLI-80-21
vere taken from the staff’s best estimate of the schedule at

that time. We anticipated rulemaking would go much faster
and the vhole thing would be resolved.

| COMNISSIONER AHEARNE: My recollection that over a
period of five years there really hadvbeen a great
reluctance on the part of many licensees to the forward in
this area. As a result when the staff vas trying to get
estim;tes from\the licensees of when could something be done
there probably by nov was quite a little skepticism on our

part that the licensees were hakinq estimates. So I think

probady to some extent ve put in some dates to try to force

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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them because it really had been extraordinarily difficult to
get any motion in spite of‘thé fact that Browns Ferry vas a
very serious accilant.

’ BR. FERGUSON: I think there was one other thing
there, the Three Mile Island occurrence, too, that just took
manpover awvay from this progranm.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINOc. What vas the basis or is the
basis for reluctance? Is it that they don't think fire
protection vas needed'or that the consequences of a fire are
small? | ‘

R. VOLLMER: I think they recognized that fire
protection is needed. I think they feel in many cases that
vhat ve vere requiring was too prescriptive and maybe
inwarranted and vhat they had vas adeguate.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Did they come back with
positions saying iook, what we have is adequate or hefe is
an alternative system that costs us less?

MR. VOLLMER: Yes. I think the answver to that is
definitely yes. MXaybe Bob could characterize it better.

MR. FERGUSON: It vas one of thbse wvhere there
vere differences between the staff and then at the time the
rule vas sta:tgd it wvas an honest diffé:ence in how much is
enoughe I think goling through the rulemaking process for
all, except the fire protection for safe shutdown, all the

other issues vent away. The big issue vaz how vell were
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1 associated circuits handled during the 1nitiai eva
and}the #ncond is. still in any given area how much
protecﬁion is enough. Is a ten-foot separation vi
cables und'nanual suppression good enough or do I !

one-hour barrier and a sprinkler system in the cent

o a &0 W

area? That same issue exists today I think.
7 ‘ ~.mmsmzm PALLADINOs It still exists?
8 COHHISSIQNER GILINSKY: Yes. I think the
9 still that honest difference of qpidion betveen peo
10 CHAIRMAN PALLADINO¢ CLI-80-21, that covel
11 operating plants or existing plants?
12 ¥R. YOLLNER: It covered both. It covered
13 operating plants and said thét future plants vere ad
14 served by the Branch Technical Position currently in
18 | 'CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: By the what?
18 : MR. VOLLHER: By the Branch Technical Posi
17 the guldelines ve already had in place and that ve we
.18 implementiuq on current OL' Se
19 CHATIRMAN PALLADINO: The next bullet implie
20 yoﬁ came up with a fire protection rule.
21 ¥R. VOLLMER: Well, I had the problem of b)e
22 chronological and logical.
23 (Laughtar.)
24 . MR. VOLLMEB: Not being able to do both I

25 chronologizal.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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1 I might indicate that to bridge the gap between

2 the CLI-80-21Aand the issuance of Appendix R, vhich occurred
3 in February of 1981, a mini-rule vas issued I think in

4 October of 1980 vhich suspended the dates required by

§ CLI-80-21 until the heu cule vas made effective. So then

8 vhen the new rule bécnme effective and at that point forward
7 ve have been implementing the dates and the schedules as

8 required Dby Append;x Re

9 WHould you take that slide off for a miﬁute and put

10 up the first back-up slide.

11 . CHAIRMAN PALLADINOs Are these the ones wve don't
12 get copies of? _ |

13 HR.‘VOLLHEﬁ: Pass copies of this slide around,

14 this one here, this Schedule of Requirements.

15 (The copies of the slide vere distributed to the
18 Commissionaers.) | | |

17 NR. VOLLMER: Appendix ﬁ had the technical

18 requirements. 50.48 had some schedule requirements. The
19 rule became effective February 1st, 1981. The rule says

20 that the adninistrative controls required bf Appendix R had
21 to be implamented and in effect 30 days after the effettive
22 date of the rule, that modifications which did not require
23 prior RRC approval or any plant shutdown, that they had to
2; be in place nine nonthé after the effective date of the ‘

25 rule.
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An example of that would be emergency lighting

vhich vas something that was backfit on all plants by the

.Connission. the raquirement for eight-hour emergency

lighting. It didn°'t require prior staff approval and didn‘t
generally requlre shutdown. Now any place vhere it night
require a shutdown thgy vould have gotten a later time. But
presuaing it didn’t require shutdown they vere given niné
aonths for thaﬁ. |

In the thi:d item, those modifications not
requiring prior appioval but requiring plant shutdown had to
‘be done on the first fefuelinq outage or the first planned
60~-day outage or the first unplanned‘120-day outade.

Finally, modifications requiring NRC approval,
they vere given dedicated shutdown to be implemented 30
months after staff approval. MNodifications other than that
requiring shutdowns, 100 days, and then you start No. 3's
clock. If you had a refuellng outage, 181 days after our
approval vas given then it would have to be done then and so
on. UHodifications not requiring shutdovn had to ye done in
six-sonths' tine. | '

| So those are the schedule of things that ve are

operating under.

The second item of that schedular impact, of
course; is that the rule said that fire protection of their

safe shutdown capability vas the item that did require staff

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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reviev. That particular requirement is that assurance that
a fire cannot destroj the capability to have one train free
to proJlde safe shutdovn capability for the plant had to be
demonstrated and also that the repair of_equipnent th%t
night be damagéd in a fire and might be heéded to achieve
coid shutdown had to be effected in 72 hours. |

Those particular requirements did require staff

‘reviev. The éafe shutdowon capability, I might indicate.,

Appendix R gives criteria for that, that if one has
redundant trains that are needed for safe shutdovn that they
need to be protected either by a three-hour fire barrier or
by a 20-foot separa?ion‘vhich contained no intarvenihq
combustible materials but also vas protected by fire
detectors and fire suppressibn systems or a one-hour fire
baériet also protacteﬁ Sy detectors and suppression systens.

So Appendii R del;neates three levels or three
alternativas of protection that the liéensee can achieve to
protect tralins of safe shutdown.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: What vas that 72-hours?

BR. VOLLMER:s The 72 hours is one that if a fire
did occur ve would give them 72 hours to be able to go in
and repair or to get to equipment to manually achieve or
cepalr equipment and perhaps pull a few wires to get to cold
shutdovn. But the hot shutdovn, the safe shutdown

capability had to be maintained and preserved. There was no

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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time on that. That Just had to be preserved by the rule
itself.

The staff had to review thi;'add this is really
the guts of the £1fe‘protection'teviev anyvay. Since ve
have to :evieubit and since the licenmsee’s clock does not
start running until the staff ﬁas qiﬁen theit'appr0val of
these areas ve find ourself in the usual dilemma of trying
to get the information out of the licansee to the staff's
satisfaction so that ve give them approval so that their
clock vill start running and that they would have to
implement these tequirements.

I vill get to that a little bit more in a minute.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO:- How do you motivate them to
do that?

MR. VOLLNMER: Héll. that is part of wvhat ve talked
aboﬁt in Quartetly-Report No. alas to how ve will motivate
them to do that.

CHAIRNAN PALLADINO: You talk about where?

_ MR. VOLLMER: We have talked about it in outl
Quarterly Report No. 4 and I will cover it a little bit in-a
fev minutes when I get to more of our current status.

CHAIRNMAN PALLADINO: W®When you talk about clocks

you are talking about those clocks in Item 4 on this slide?

MR. VOLLMER: Item 4, right. Tteam 4 is the nmain

clock thera because those are the items requiring NRC
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approval.

If ve could go back to the slide we had on, please.

Kow vhen ﬁéﬁnet with the Commission on Appendix R
thej asked us to taik>about a fire protection rule for
future plants. We discussed this in SECY 81-114 and ve said
ve felt that vhat we vere doing with current plants vas
adequate and ve did not have to forvard £it Appendix R
provisions to plants ihat vere currently undergoing thq
operating license phase bécause basicallj,vé vere rcviewing
them to the ptbQisibné of Aﬁpendix and the Branch Technical
Position at that time. |

So ve stated that we would for OL's scheduled
after September 1st, *81 fequire the applicant to evaluate
and Jjustify deviations from Appendix R in its fire
protection progranm Ahd the staff vould_teviev those to make
sure that it met equivalent levels of protection that ve
vould crequire for the oldar plants. We cerﬁainly didn't
vant the never plants to have less protection than ve vere
requiring for the older plants and that is indeed being done.

- We have currently combined the Branch Technical

Position and Appendix R requirements into a new Branch

Technical Position which is called the Chemical Engineering
Branch 9.5-1 which is in our current revision of the
Standard Reviev Plan. So that our current Stand&rd Review

Plan and ve vhat will revievlqny forthcoming operating

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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The reason that ve vent back and asked the
applicant to identify and justify deviations is th@t
the fire protection revievws, and I think Salen is a ¢
oxaiplc. vere done Years ago. Because of the hiatus
it vasn't clear tha;lﬁhex rearlly did meet our éurtent
Appendix R criteria and it Qas an attempt to try to m
sure that ve wece indaed meeting all these requirement
our current OL‘s.

The staff also committed to prepare a draft
protection reviev for new plants by July of *82., I thi
a seﬁarate time the staff woulid like to present the

Coanission with maybe an alternative to that, We think

lcuttent criteria are probably adéquate and since there

aren't too many newv plants facing us for comstruction
perﬂits ve may wish to not spend our resources on a new
but rather go with our current guidance.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Let me ask you, Dick,
rule that is in place applies to ihich plants?

| ¥R. VOLLMER: Appeﬁdix R applies to plants th:

had an operating license on January 1st, 1979. So it dc
not apply to current plants. _

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: So ve do have at least,

I agree it is not a fatal anomaly, but it is an Aaomaly

- ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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Lf you look at our regulations the formal rules ve have
apply to all of those plants vith an operating license prior
to that tisme.

HR. VOLLXER: That is correct.

CONNISSIONER AHEARNE: The bulk of the plants
therefore, all of the ones under current operating license
:eviev.that'ate being constructed, there is no regulation
that applies fire protection to thenm?

| MR. VOLLMERs That is true, but the staff reviev
is based on all that guidance.

couuzssxoxsa,aasnanzs I understand. I just said
it is somewvhat anomalous that we have é rule that applies
backvards.

¥R. VOLLMER: The real difference in the staff’'s
evaluation, since ve are evaluating and pointing out and
naking the licensee and us Jjustifying deviations from our
current criteria, the difference really is one that the
operating plants i{f they don't meet the specific letter of
Aﬁpendix R have to do it by exemption. In current operating
licenses it wvould be called out and discussed in the safety
analysis report but rather not exempted.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Then there may be room for a
fitevproteétion_:ule for plants after September ‘79.

 COMMISSTIORER AHEARNE: Yes, there is.

MR. VOLLHER: There could be, yes. When ve talked

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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about a fire ptotociion rule bétoro ve gave several
options. One is joing bacx‘to ground zero and
reconstructing and developing a new :glo. One was going
back and Jjust using GDC 3. The niddle ground vas I think
eabodied in our curreat Branch Technical Positione.

So it'the Conmission so desires ve could adopt

that as a cule but I vould 11ke'to,save that for a later

date is I could. :

CHAIRNAN PALLADINOs; I don’t understand. If I
understood Commissioner Ahearne he said that the plants that
are built after Septenbér *79 dén't_have any rule to féllov.

COEKMISSIONER AHEARNE: Operating license.

NBR. VOLLMER: That is correct.

CHAIRNAN PALLADINO: Operating license. Now why
vouid you not want to fix that up? 1Is there any reason?

HR. VOLLEER: I guess the only reason I could say
that ve might not want to £ix it up is that Lf the staff has
the licensee uuw Dy the license and ve can get those things
that are raquired to implement good fire protection done by
the staff reviev process and our étandard Reviev Plan has a
tremendous amouﬂt.of detiil uhiéh is not 2ll in tequlation
form. I think the staff feels that it can ge: what is
needed for a safe program in fire protection lust by the
reviev process. It embodies everything in our fequlations

nov for old plants as vwell.
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It is just a question of whether of not you vant
to put out a regulation which is fairly detailed for
fofthconing plants. ;“quess_that vould be the only real
arjument I could think,g? against it.

COHHISSIO&SR‘SﬁkaOBDx Are you encountering any
difficulty in getting éonpliance in the forthcoming plants
asva result of there not being a regulation?

MR. BENAROYA: None vhatsoevet.ﬁ

MR. VOLLMER: Finally on the next slide, and this
again if ve can get back, thié folloved by a couple of days
the inplenentation of the regulation, Appendix R and 50.48.
He vent back and :enidded-the licensees that they now had a
rule to follov and give them some additidnal'quidance on
vhat ve vanted in our safe shutdown revievs and gave thenm
some'additional‘quidance on associated circuit concernse.

I think that carries us more lehqthy than I had
hobed in ternms of background. v

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: I am sorry. I didn't hear
vhat you said last because I was trying to decipher what the
top line vas.

MR. VOLLMER: I am sorfy. We sent a letter three
days after Appendix R becaze a rule to all power'reacior
licensees telling them that you have a rule to foilov now
and here is what the staff vants you to qife us in terms of

information so that we can do our reviews and give them some

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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1 guidance in ternms of clarification df points such as
2‘associated circuits.
3 CHAIRNAN PALLAS&ﬁO& They are»§upposéd to give you

4 information by when? PN

5 NR. VOLLMERs Well, the rule said that they had to
6 meet the requirements as handed ouﬁ‘here, but it also said

7 that they had to Jive us the information that ﬁe required by
8 Barch 19th of 1981 to do our séfe shutdovn evaluation, a

9 very quick turnaround ve felt. Nost of the licensees had

10 been askéd for this information for years, as Commissioner
11 Ahearne pointed out. .

12 COHHISSIONBR BRADFORD: And also they had known

.13 from the date of the publication of the rule and not just

14 the effective date. _ |

16 MR. VOLLNER: That is right. They had known for
16 some time that it was coming. But even so a number of

17 licensees, and we will get to that in a hinute, and it is
18 discussed in falr detail in Quarterly Report 4 also, took
19 advantage of the exemptlon route to ask for relief in that
20 particular {itenm, nanf of them saying they didn’'t understand
21 vhat vas uanted and some saying that they had their hands
22 full with other things they vere doing and so on.

23 I thiﬁx it vas recognized obviously that the.

24 handvriting was oo the wall and they would have to come to

25 grips vith all of these requirements by the staff. I think

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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a little bit later ve will discuss what procedures ve are

trying to iaplement to nakeﬁsure that ve close this 1ssue

out by °*82. |
COMMISSIORER BRADFORDs Dick, in the context of

~exenmption requests, just as a matter of curiosity, does NER

ever do a reviev that compares vhich plants ask for
o;euptions from uhiéh rules? That is, Qe get into this
situation is which people come in and say we are havin§ a
lot of t:ﬁuhle vith the BRC*s putting so ﬁany requirements
on us that ve just have to request an exeasption,. It is one
thing i£ it happens Jjust once in a vhile. But if it vere to
turn out that ve'eienpted‘édne one set of five or ten plants
from all of the raquirements falling 3due in a tvo-year
period and in each case they used that as the justification
I guess I vould vant to knov it.

MR. VOLLMERs I can’t answer that and T don't see
anybody Jjumping up.}

‘ MB. FERGUSONs I don't know of anybody who has
done such an analysis; We haven't even done it for, you
knov, vhich plants have fire protecﬁion requirements.

gR, DfBCKSt I am Jjust guessing, but I think it is
one of the responsibilities of a projéct manager for his own
plant to kaed éome'cont:ol, but I don't think anyone has
tabulated it across the board. We can take a look at thate.

¥R. VOLLEER: I think I can perhaps draw some

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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correlation betveen people ihat ve have had a tough time on
the fire protection Ahd environmen;al qualifications but
tha% doesn’t cover enough categories to give you a very
statistical base.

COMNISSIONER BRADFORD: Yes.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Dick, at the bottom of this

slide you say you ‘Reminded.licansees'ofISO.QB.” In what

'vhat did you resind them of so,aa?

NR. VOLLNERs HWhat I vas really pointing out is ve
sent them a copy of the new rule and said, you know, get on
vith 1it, Thg; is vhat is meant there.

COMMISSIONER AHﬁARHE: But it says "Reminded
licensees aflso.ua reduirements.“

MR. VOLLNER: The schedule of requirements, vhen
they had to meet the information requi:eménts of the staff
and vhen they had to implement things on their own. Maybe
*reninded” is not a good word.
| .COHHISSIONER AHEAR&E: Well, it is a lead-in I
vill get to because there is very similar phraseology used
in your provisions that you are proposing in Quarterly
Report Ko. 4., I justfwan;edvto establish that you had
already gone through that process once.

| HR..VOLLHERx Yes, ve have.
On the next slide, No. 9, I jﬁst vanted to go over

a couple of points to give you a current status and where

ALOERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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our problems exist. |
We are reviewing or wve uiil reviev for the next
docketed operating license reviev our Revision 3 for the
Standard Reviev'Plan vhich-éombines specifically in the
Standard Raviewv Plan all of our old Branch Technical
Position‘quidancéyih Appendix }.
This is not aﬁ: different laevel of reviev than ve

are currently doing. The onix difference is that it is novw

currently under the nav standard reviev plan and the

'IicenseQS'can recognize it as a requirement under the
Revision 3 of the Stindat¢ Reviev Plan.

. Secondly, ve are puttind in licensed conditions
for the opaerating license which require coapliance with the
connitments for the fire protection prograa. Generally the

licensed conditions indicate that they vill be implementing

a fire protection proqrah_in accordance vith the staff

requirenents and coaply vith certain sections, particularly
3-G of Appendix R. |

We have had some problem of course vith some
licehsees vanting to comply vith a regulation that applies
to older plants. I sort of vievw this more as legalistic
p:oblem.: I think ve are getting from the licensees the full
technical and design and_evalﬁation that the Appendix B
looks for and the staff finds acceptable in these currently

licensed plants, but in many cases they don't wvish to comply

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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vith the raegulation itsglt.bécause they say it doesn't apply~
to then.

Again I don’t think it is a technical probles. I
think the éechnical requirements ve are getting from the
licensee. That is part of our onqoinq basis for our current
OL applications.

CHAIRNAN PALLADINO: You say you are getting
coapliance with the technical requirements?
| ¥R+ VOLLMER: We are revieving and ge;tinq
coapliance. Vell,'to give you an example, vwe are evaluating
thea against Appendix R. As in the case of an operating
license if there is some deviation, let's say they don't
seet the 20~foot sepacation and they have 18 feet, then ve
look and sée‘if it is reasonable that 18 feet is adequate.
There is not ruch combustibles and there is not a big fire
load in that area. So the staff on an ongoing operating
licensed application could make the juddment'that that is
acceptable for this particular plant and ve would say that
its fire btotection is adequate. “

Now in tﬁe case of an opgratinq plant, since the
Appendix R requires 20f£oot separation if they don’t have
the three-hour bartiér or the onleoot‘batrier. then ve
vould have to give them an exemptioﬁ from the 20 feet with
good cause.

In both cases ve aré lodking at good case. In one

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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case we would have to iséue an exemption. In the
current OL's}ue are Jjust doing it by staff reviev
discussion in our safaty avaluation report.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: You are talking ab
already built?

. ER. VOLLNER: Yes.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: 1In other vords, if
desiqﬁiﬁq ohe you véuld stick to your 20-foot req
fo:'exanple?
| MR. VOLLMER: Yes.

The staff is busy processing the safe si
evaluations for the operating plants.

CHAIBMAN PALLADINO:z Do you have all ths
information you need fét tha??-

 MB. VOLLNER: No, we don't have the infc
need. If you will take a look on the next slide,
Just say what is on there without asking us to put
tﬁe screen, the next slide says that uuvlicensees
requested a exemption from the requirement of subs
that inforaation to us on March 19th of 1981,

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: Forty-four out «

¥B. VOLLNER: Sixty-eight, that populati

COMMISSTIONER BRADFORD: It is 44 out of
plants?

¥R. VOLLMER: Out of all the plants.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC,
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COXMISSIONER BRADFORDs Not by sites?

4B, VOLL!Eﬁ: That is correct. Forty-four out of
all the plants. | |

Now ve hive been receiving information and
processing and doing our revievs since the regulation beéame
effective and the staff is quite busy processing safe
shutdovn evaluations. Indeed, if.allaihe licensees had
cdnplied v;th the Yarch 19th, '81 date ve would still be
p:ocessihq them because, you know, we have already committed
our resources to doing that. |

In'a minute I will discuss what oar
recommendations acre £9r closing out the exemptions for that
information.

We are also processing exemptions and technical
and schedule requirements. If you will look on page 10 ve
have a fair number of techniéal exeﬁptions. For exaaple,
they éay ve don't vant to have eight-hour battery emergency
lighting because ve have certain parts 6f‘our emergency
lighting on safety grade diesel equipment. That is an
exemption to Appendix R. It is something wve could approve.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: B8y 68 individual requests
do you mean 68 plants or 68 items?

MR. VOLLMERs Sixty-eight items. Isn’t that

correct?

¥R, FERGUSON: That is correct.

e ER

ke o

A \*“H‘
2t
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XR. VOLLMER: Sixty-eight items. Some plants have

multiple ﬁnd some plants have none.
| ‘MR, FERGUSON: In the seven tables which tabulates
them it is each line iteh on those.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: . You say "Processing of safe
shutdovn evaluations.” Then you say “?rocessinq of
exeaptions to technical and schedular requirements of
Appendix R and S0.48." Isn't the safe shutdown evaluation a
part of 50.48 or do you mean othet?

HR. YOLLXER: Well, the safe shutdown evaluation
is the one item that the fequlation requires the licenéee to
have prior staff approve oﬁ. " So fhat I indicated is
separate. We ar2 processing those particular evaluations.

| CHAIRNAR PALLADIRO: Just to make sure I
undg:stood; If T put in the next one "Processing of
exenptions to other technical and schedular requirements,”
that vouldn't be wrong?

MR. VOLLXER: - That is right.

Finally in current time we have a Nuclear Utility
Fire Protection Group which covers any number of licensees
that have gotten together to try to meet with the staff and
to try td get clarification on certain of the fire
protection requirements which they consider generic issues
and wvhich tﬁey staff-in their viev has not provided thenm

vith adequate guidance.

.. ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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We met with them in November and vevhave another
meeting scheduled this month. It has I think been a fairly
productive exercise. Information communication vith these
licensees has indicated that they all intend on ciosinq out
the fire protection in their plants this year. That is,
they feel that they can within a couple of nonths'qive the
staft.the full package of fire protection information wve
need for our.teviev and the staff feels that it will be able .
to close out, if given this good information, the fire
protectioﬁ reviews sdmewhere in the balance of this calendar
°82. | |

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: You mean éf this particular
group?.

¥R. VOLLMER: Well, this group and all. This
group I am considering representative of the industry. I anm
hopeful that the staffAcan come very to close out again if
ve get the information that the utilities say they promise
us and 1f this group is representative of the industry that
ve will be to have almost all of.cur reviev; done by the end
of this calendar year vhich means that the iicensee is
marking time on his own schedule that he has to process it
in accordance.with that sepatate'scﬁeaular requirement sheet
that I gave you. |

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO:s Does that mean you are going

to resolve all examptions or ate you Just talking about all

" ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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the raevieus?

MR. VOLLMER: Our plans are resolve all items, all
eienptions and all revievs.

CHAIRXAN PALLADINO: When you talk about 16
issues, are they the consolidated 10 that you listed earlier
or are these some other ones?

CHAIRNAN PALLADINO: I am sorry, which are those?

CHAIRNAN PALLADINO: You mentioned an *Initial
neeting to resolve the sixteen issues they defined. . . "

BR. VOLLMER: Those issues vere not necessarily |
the same issues. They ve:ellookinq for technical
clarification. In many cases we found that it was easy to
clarify becaﬁ%e they didn*t understand or their
interpretation of the staff requirement was not indeed vhat
th; staff vas requiring. So that clarification vas easy.

In some other areas ve are trying to give thenm
guidance én vhat ve believe is an acceptable type of
evaluation of certain fire aregs to make their job easier
and more consistént and easier for staff teviev;

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: What are a couple of the
toughest issues in the 16?7 ‘

MR. VOLLYER: I am going to turn it over to Vic in
this area, but I think the toughest one is coming to grips
vith vhat 1s an acceptable alternative to the specific

requirements identified in the regulation. That is, let's

" ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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say you have an area wvhere you have two cable trays very

1ightly loaded and no intervening combustibles or anything

1like that. Howv far is the staff willing to go in the

presence of detection equipment and sprinkers and how far is .
the staff willing to go fo exempt them from the Appeﬁdix R
regulations of 20 feet or do they have to put in the
one-hour fire barrier? It is not always simple. Fire
protqction is a very complex area. |

¥R. BENAROYA: I foresee}that the blggest argument
ve might have will be on credit for administrative controls.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: HWhat would be an
administrative control?

MR. BENAROYA:s For instance, that they. are not
going to have more than a pint or a gallon ofvsome flammable
in some area limiting the content or the amount of
comnbustibles.

¥R. FERGUSON: Thereby.saylnq ve can't have a big
fire in the control room and wve can‘t have a big fire in the
cable spreading room because ve have admihistrative controls
that prevent us from having a big fire.

 COBMISSIONER AHEARNE: - When you say in your
Quarterly No. 4 the §rohp proposed alternatives from meeting
all requirements.

HR. VOLLMER: Adninistrative controls is one of

the alternatives, yes. : They will say that, gee, we can't

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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have combustibles in there, but ve know from experience
find.then. So it is coming to some sort of an agreenen
vhat a reasonable adainistrative coatrol vill bof
COENISSIONER AREARNE: -Nov from your earlier
ansver, to the Chairman's question, do I gather correctl:
that you hope that this'gronp vill lead to an industry
resolution and not just 1 resolution for the specific
utilities that are 1nvolved?
| MR. VOLLNER:s We would intend to give the indu
the bdenefit of wvhatever resolution this group finds usef:
to thea ani ve uquld intend to sort of document the
clarification and the discussions that ve had wvith this
group and give it to all licensees.  So if they found it
uéeful that would be fine. \
MR. FERGUSON: Hopefully the convérSe. too, tha
ve would give this group the benefit of solutions which t!
rest of the industry has found to sﬁlve the problems.
:OHHISSIOﬁER AHEARNE: W®hat I wvas trying to get
is vhether or not the negotliations you have underway with
this group vould affect the issues being raised in court t
this other group?
MB. JOHNSTON: They are much the same group. Sgc
yes, it wvill.
| COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: I see. So that if you

resolve in this particular set of meetings it may vell end

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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up removing the court issue?

¥R. JOHNSTON: That is correct.

NR. VOLLMERs It is a little bit similar to the
equipment qualification area unfortunately. We h;d a
sinmilar group that h;d perosed hearings and one of the main
points in the hearing request vas the time for a compliance
issue but also there were technical issues.

COMNMISSIONER AHEARNE: Yes.

BR. VOLLMER: The éémnission acted on the time
issue and the staff has I think clarified the specific
requirements in many areas for the technical issues.

| COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Cbuld I éuqqest that you
get together with thé‘General Counsel's Office vho has to go
in front of the court later this month at least so they
understand the stage of negotiations you are nﬁkianiith
respect to ;his :tdup.

¥R. VOLLYER: I don't vant to characterize then,
Commissioner, as neqotiatiohs.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Well, no, I understand
that: Ve have at times put our lawyers in a somevhat
avkvard position in being in front of the court and not
knowing about things that vere going on.

 (Laughter.)
MR. VOLLMER: I would be happy to.

MR. TRUBATCH: #dell, it would de up to the

-ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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petitione:s'tb report to the court that certain issues had

been resolved. We couldn't report that until they had been.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Oh, absolutely. I
understande. ,

CHAIRMAE PALLADINO: Dick, do I understand then
that you are qéin: to have all the approvals done and all

issues settled on fire protection for all of the existing

plants; is that right? Are we'talkinq about operating

plants? ‘

¥R. VOLLMER: Operating plants, yes.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO:; Then that would start these
clocks? | |

MR. VOLLMER: There are goals that everything
vould have to be 1mpiemented.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: That was that sheet that you
handed out to us. -

MR. VOLLMER:s That is right. 'I think ve have a
realistic joal here of doinq this if ve get the licensees to
give us the information. I meaﬁ. we have scheduled but our
revievs.

CHAIRNAN PALLADINO: You are still vaiting for
information?

¢t . .wvLLMERs That is the key problem. We are
still vaiting for information. As I said, the regulation

doesn’t start the clock running until ve get our approvalQ

ALOERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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1 : COMNISSIONER BRADFORD¢ Llet's see, that is a
2 different clock thoughe. There is a clock that has been
3 running on the providing oflthe information.

4 ' MR. VOLLMER: - Bight.

5 CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: When is that time up?

6 COMNISSIONER BRADEORD: Oh, say about six months

7 ago. |

8 - MB. VOLLEKER: The clock ran out 6n that Narch 19th.
9 CHAIRMAN PALLADfNO; What makes you optimistic

10 that you are going to get this information within a short

11 period of time? | |

12 " ¥R. VOLLNER: 1In the Quarterly Beport No. 4, which
13 you haven't had the oppprtunity to revievw =-~= |

14 CHAIBHAR-PALLAbINO; The agenda said Quarterly

15 Report No. 3 and that is vhat I asked for.

18 | MR. VOLLXER: Oﬁ, Ivam sorry. Well, it is not too
17 difierent. In this area it is not too different. Quarterly
18 Report No. 3 says that the staff vas concerned that ve

19 véren't getting licensee responsiveness to our request. At
20 that time we said that ve vquld.like to Jrant schedule

21 exceptions up to scme date with the Commission's concurrence

22 but we wanted to find some way to put p:océdures in place

23 wvhich would put the licensee in penalty if he did nbt comply

24 with his submittal 4ate, with the submittal deadline.

25 : We have such procedures indicated in Quarterly

- ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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Report No. 4 as Enclosure No. 1. Basically what ve are
suggesting here is that ue grant those schedule exemptions
to licensees that ve have been holding in abeyance and use
the procedures of Enclosure 1 which would try to institute
civil penalties if he does not provide us wvith a quality
report containing all the irformation ve need by tha
deadlines set or by the extension set in our exemption. We
don‘’t intend to set any dates fpr receipt of information |
beyond July 1st, 1982,

Bopefﬁlly_the inﬁent of this would bé for the
staff to get all the information we need to do ogr'roviews
by July 1st, °82 so tﬁaﬁ ve could indeed complete them by
the end of the year. |

The problem is that giving them civil penaitieslif
tiney don‘'t give us adequaté inform~tion. It is a difficult
one for the staff to come to grips with because it is much
of the eyes of thea beholiler.

CONNISSIONER AHEARKE: Let me go back to a
question I raised earlier. Earlier you had said that what
you had'already done on one of your slides is reminded
licensees of S0.48 of 10 CFR Part SO requirements. In No. 4
it says "If the licensee submittal is found to be incomplete
the licensee vill be in viclation of 10 CFR 50.u8.

¥B. VOLLMER: But he has submitted an exemﬁtion

request.

ALDERSON REPCORTING COMPANY, iNC,
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1 : COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: The point is though that

2 you have already told them that they had to get ﬁheir

3 information in.

4 BR. VOLL!ER: So they subm1£ an exenption request.
5 - COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Yes, but some of them I
' 8 gather, ;ccordinq to your "tadbles, the data that is coming in
7 br is nov expected substantially beyond ﬁhe date that their
e)eienption requests. I wvas just trying to get an

9 undetstandinq of whaﬁvadditional information this is

10 tranéiittinq to them that suddenly will make them get

11 serious?

12 : ME. VOLLMER: I guess as I see it if ve respond to
13 their exemption request and give then a_date that ve h;ve

14 exeapted the submittal of information to and not beyond that
15 date then I vould hope that we could take civil action

16 against them if thgy_don’t‘nee:”that date. You could have
17 done it before.

18 COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Yes. I guess we could have
19 refused the exemptions before. —

20 | .COHHISSIONER BRADFORD: That is right. You can°'t
21 do it to the ones vho have requested exemptionse. Noi they
22 haven't all requested exemptions thqhqh, have they?

25 MR. VOLLMER: No, they have not all requested

24 exeaptions, and I assume, is that correct, that they had

25 submitted their infocmatioh?
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¥R. FERGUSON: Right. There are about 28 plants
vhich did not request exemptions and they had submitted.
Those are the ones that are under.reviev right now.

CONMISSIONER AHEARNE: If I read your Table I
correctiy there is a :eﬁuested date, for example, of
December 1st of 1981 and the present status is MNarch 31stlof
1982. There is another requested date of October 22nd and
the status'ié due in March of '82. |

So I gather that although they have requested
exemptions they have missed the daﬁe that they requested the
exemption fof..

MR. FERGUSON: Right.

HR. VOLLMER: In some cases they have requesied
exemptions and they have submitted the information, too,
yes. So I would think of using the present status date and
saying that they have to have it in by that‘date'and not
alloving the one applicaht that vas looking for a date in
October of '82, the Farley I plant, and not granting him
thate.

COMNISSIONER AHEARNE: You do believe that this is
more than just saring vell, ve told you once. This tine we
really mean it.: |

MR. VOLLMER: well,‘I will give you my best éhot
at it here. They did submit an exemption request qhd ve

salid oaxf, ve yill exempt you until here dut no further. I

ALDERSON REPORTINCG .. A4, INC,
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guess that is wvhat I am looking for.

CHAIRMAN PALLACINO: HMaybe ve ought to have an
exenption request fee made at the time they request it.

(Laughter.) _

CHAIRNAN PALLADINO: If they meet the deadline
they get all but a nominal administrative fee backg If_they
slip one day it vill cost them 10 percent.

(Laughter.)

'CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: That vay you might get some
attention. o |

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: I think you, are on to
something.

(Laughter.,)

| COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Of course, they aight conme
in and say that they petition for rulemaking that is a
finite amount of tine that the NRC has to feviev these
requests and ifive miss it ve start paying them or something.

(Laughtar.) |

CHAIRMAN PALLADING: Well, it should be a one-vay
street. |

(Laughter.)

MR. VOLLMER:  The last item wvas wve had Quarterly
Report 4 in response to Commissioner Bradford's request ve
have Enclosure 2 vhich contains the staff criteria for

granting exemptions to Section 3-G.
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¥R. BENAROYA: In Section 3-G ve have
exezption requests. In sone of ther they are g:
equivalent protection. We are evaluating to éec
be acceptadble. In doing these evaluations ve c:
area description, the valls, floors, ceiling con
rooa volume and things like that, the safe shutd
equipment =---

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Are these techaic:
exemptions you are speaking about?»

¥R, BENAROYA: Yes, right. The schedul

‘exemptions is something else. It is what we eval

exemp;ionsAto to see vhether they are acceptabie
| -~- and the nuhbet of1teduhdant systems
area in a fire zone and the type of equipment, th
involved, the fire hazards analysis, like the typt
combustidles in the area, the quantity of combusti
transients, vhether thef are there, the suppressic
that they have or the suppression system that migh
the components, vhat protection 1s existing or in
or they are committing to install, what kind of de
systess, extinguishing systems and if they ﬁave co
things 1ika that. |
All this is evaluated. Based on this we

the conditions and see i{f it vwould p:ovide equival
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protection.

e have given in the Quarterly Reporﬁ some
examples of vhat we vould accept and what we wvould reject.

CHAIRMAN PALL?DINO: Do you wvant to highlight one
or tvo examples of icﬁéétance or rejection?

¥R. BENAROYA: The one that is the most prevalent
is a fixed supptassiCn syéten in the control room. Ve
exeapt that because the control room is continuously manned
and the fire hazard is limited and the amount of transients
that could be brought to the control room are limited.

CHAIRKAN PALLADINO: The amount of what?

¥R. VOLLMER: Transient type combustibles.

COBHISSIONER AHEARNE: I havé Seen a lot of those
exemptions going through. Do you expect that that is just
going to be a standard exemption?

MB. BENAROYA: For the control room, yes.

MR. FERGUSON: At least for the newer plants.
There is one problem with making a blanket statement, and
that is some Qf the older plants essentially has the cabdle
spreading roon ri:h£ above the control room. There is no
separation. It is just, you knowv, the cables above it. You
vould have to taka the toom‘as it is and evaluate it, but
for the most part for the newer plants, yes.

MR. BENAROYA: Fort St. Vrain does have a

protection system ingxhe Control roonme.

ALDERSON REPORTING  COMPANY, INC,
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CONNISSIONER AHEARNE: Right. The types of sound
absorbding nate:ials, rugs‘aﬁd so forth are not ---

MR. BENAROYA: Oh, they are very much considered,
yes.

COMNMISSIONER AHEARNE: Oh, they are considered? .

MR. BENAROYA: Oh, yes.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: If they . turn out not to be
combustible? | |

KR« BENXROYA: Ne require that the carpets be fire
retardant.

MR . VOLLﬁER: I think it was at Sequoyah that théy
had to pull up the existing and put down different carpeting
because of that. |

CHAIRMAR PALLADINO: I guess you also consider
other pathvays for fire to get in?

‘!R; BENARO!A; Yes. It is plant dependent. Each
plant vill be different depending on the orientation, vhere
the cable spreading rooms are in respect to the control
room, vhéthef it is one unit or two hnits. how they are
separated, vhether they have a kitchenette or something next
door or vhether they have a computer room and how they are
sepatatéd‘fron each other.

| CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Could you start a fire by
dropping a liqht buld into the'ﬁppropriate place onlthe

console?

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,

AAA VAL e e,



10
11
12
13
14
15
18
17
18
19
20

21

R

24

25

59

MR, BENAROYAs. I doubt it.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: I meant have those kinds of
things been explored as wvell? |

HR. BENAROYA: Well, ve look at it more from
shorts from the cables that we have in the cabinets or
transients. Yostly transients is vhat ve vo:rf about most.

CRAIBNMAN PALLADINO: What do you mean by

transients?

MR« VOLLMER: Paper, nlcdhbi, icetone or something
like that being brought into the control roonm. |

MR+ FERSUSON:  For the most part, a fire in terams
of a cabinet we consider at least one cabinet vould burn up
because you can never tell when somebod} vould leave
something in the back of the cabinet and it yould just
ignite, let's say a cardboard box of wire cuttings with
insulation and that sort of thing. So we don't worry about

fires as small as just shorting one or two wires apart, but

as a minimum at least destroying the entira contents of one

kcabinet add depending on the configuration how many cabinets

would go vhen a fire initiated.

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: Dick, how many plants at
this point actually meet the alternate shutdovn or safe
shutdown requirements?

¥R. VOLLMER: How many plants meet it? Well =---

MR. BENXARQOYA: %e know Fort St. Vrain does.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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(Laughter.)
COMMISSIORER BRADFORD: Why?
B, BENAROYAs That is very extensively looked

at. There are quite a few tﬁitvclaim they have it and we

are chéckinq that.

COMNISSIONER BRADFORD: Well, I was going to ask
that, !6u do have a fair number who are claiming to be in
compliance?

MR. BENAROYA: Yes.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINOs This table at the end shows
22 asked for exemptions. Does that mean the others are
going to be in coapliance? |

CONNISSIONER BRADFORD: Is there some dispute over
vhat coampliance means in this case? That is, do you have
some people who haven't requésted exemptions who are
Claiming to be in compliance on the basis of past reviews or
other matters where there is some reason to doubt that they
really are in compliance?

MR. VOLLMER: I an ﬁot sure about the reasons to
doubt that they are in compliance. They know what the
prescriptions say. I don't think we have yet verified that
they are or are not in compliance, those that have not

requested exemptione.

MR. FERGUSON: I think of all of the 3-G

exemptions, that number of 22, there is only a smali

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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fraction of those wvhich have to do with safe shutdown. Most
of the exemption requasts have to do with the fire
protection features.

MR. VOLLMEBs I think anoﬁher point is that there
has been a fair amount of upgrading over the years despite

the fact ve haven't come to a full resolution. There are

'nany fire protection features already in even though they

nay nhot ueeﬁ the fnil Appeﬁdix R requirements as yet. So
that the time that will be rejuired for them to put in an
alternate vhere they don't currently meet the other Appendix
R requitéments is, you know, a completion of the cycle bu£
one vhich will give them the protection that wve are really
looking for.

COH!ISSIONER BRADFORD: How closely coordinated
are you with IEE; that is, in the case of plants who haven't
requested exemptions and vho are now saying that they are in
compliance? 1Is IELE nov inspecting against Appendix R?

MR. VOLLMER:s We have an I&E representative, Jinm
Taylor.

¥R. TAYLOR: We have been basically .inspecting and
our prograx is built to insée:i per the Technical Branch
Positlions. The modifications that are already pledged are
being checked and our qﬁick survey of the regions indicates
tha£ that program is being followed.

We expect a big workload as the modifications and

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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all the questions are setﬁied vith NRR, especially with
regard to the safe shutdown'condition.

CdHHISSIONER BRADFORD: What kind of compliance
are you finding? | '

MR. TAYLOR: Ve are finding items of
noncompliance. One of the packaqeé is a proposed civil
penalty on D. C. Cook.uhich reflects a number of individual
commitaents and raquirements that,ﬁété not met. The
individual itenms are being picked up. I can't give you a
complete summary 5f thenm,

COHBISSTONEB BRADFORD: I am just trying to get a
feel for these nagﬁitudés involQed. You have .the penalty '
against D. C. Cook. How many plants have been inspected to
the level that D. C. Cook was and have turned out to be all
cight?

MR. TAYLOR: Essentiallf most of the plants in
Region I and II have been inspected'to all the SER
conmitments that we currently have and per Appendiﬁ R.
Region IIIvhas 8 of 13 done, I don't have the numbers in
Regions IV and V. D. C. Cook was one of.those’inspected in
Region III.. | |

COHHISSIONER BRADFORD: It sounds then as though
the level of compliance is reasonably good.

 $R. TAYLOR: I think for those items that have

been committed to, ves. Ds C. Cook had a whole series of

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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items vhich I think was the basis upon the Regional
Administrator recommended a civil penalty.

COMNISSIONER BRADFORD: How big a gap are ve

-talking about between items committed to and the eventual

requirements of Appendix R? Are you going to have to go
back and inspect a qbod deal in a numper_of ﬁlants that have
already been inspected? ‘

MRe TAYLOR: Yes«s I think especially vhere there
are coamitted nodificatiohs Hith regard to the safe shutdovn
system. That is aniarea vhere NRD has something in process |
and coamitaents have been made to make modificaﬁions or
exemptions requested. We have not gone out and completed
that vorke.

It vas on that basis that Mr. Dircks noted that
ILE would probably neéd contractor assistance and ve are
planning for that in the forthcoming budgets. There is
msoney that has bean ;equested because we expect a fairly
heavy vorkload over a reasonably short pefiod, over a year
or two as we go around to confirm wvhat I call the Big Three
mods and espééially the safe shutdown conditioh.

CONNISSIONER BRADFORD: Thank's.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: Can I ask a questi§n. Were
you through, Dick? |

MR. VOLLMER: Yes.

COMMISSIONEER AHEARNE: On Table 1 you have an item

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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that I anm tryihq‘to understand the procedures you go
throuqh; The rula had a specific date, the Ha:ch‘date.

MR. VOLLMER: Yes.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNEs A number of plants came in

vith requests for exemption.

R. VOLLMERs That is corzect, yes.

COMNMISSIONER AHEARNE: ‘The column "Requested
Date,”™ is that the date thﬁt they requested?

MR. YOLLHER: These are the dates that they
requested in their original submittal.

COEMISSIONER AHEARNEs HWere these approved?

¥R. VOLLMER: Xo, ve 414 not approve any exemption
of scﬁedule requeste.

" COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: So these are essentially

outstanding requests?

HR. VOLLMER: These are outstanding requests.

CONMISSTIONER AHEARNE: Has there been a dialogue
discussion with the licensees? For example, let's Jjust qé
dovn the list. The first one is Beaver Yalley. They
requested Decénbet 1st and they nov have a present status of
Hitch 31st. Sb essentially that is four months later. Has
there been a discﬁssion? Do they come in with a revised:
request.

MR. VOLLMERs Let me ask the staff.

MR. FERGUSON: I assume the letter came in. What

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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discussion there wvas I do not know. That vould be handled
br-the project aanager. _

MR. VOLLEERs I vould like to ask Tom Wambach to
address that really. HRe has got a better feel for it.

8R. WANBACH: Tom Wambach, Division of Licensian
Yes, as these dates approach the project manager contacts
the licensee to see if they are going to meet that date or
not. Khers you sse a status change it is where the licensee
has come in vith another letter to request a further
extaension.

COBNISSIONER AHEARNEs - So there is another
letter =-=--

 HB. WANBACH: =--- that requests a further

extension. ‘

CONNISSIONER AHEARNE: For example, then, on
BeaQQ: Valley vhere it says requested late December 1st and
the present statusAlirch 31st it is really that there has
been a subsequent request; is that correct?

MR. WAMBACH: Yes, that is correct.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: All right.

Second, if I could ask you, let's take Maine
Yankee vhich the requested date is November 1981} putting
aside.the looseness of that description. What it nov says

is "Not received lelay unknown." Does the project manager

follov up?

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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WR. WAMBACH: Yes. That one we apparently had
something fall through the crack because, in addition to
thoit request for a delay until November 1981, they had also
réquested. vhich is back in.one of these other tables, an
exeaption from the 72-hour requirement for excluding
off-site pover.

What they planned to submit on November 1981 would
have been an alternate safe shutdown description which
utilized off?site pover. They were informed verbally that .
that wvas not going to be acceptable. A denial for their
request for exeeption vas never sent.go them. So they say
vhen they get that denial and have to come in with a new
desiqh for utilizing only on-site pover for the first 72
hours that they vili need more time. That is what they will
sybmit vhen they get their denial.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE:s You have 2 similar
situation on the next page then on Point Beach vhere again
it is "Not receivad delay unknown."”

MR. WANBACH: That one I am not famillar with vhat
the reﬁson is thece. We will have to contact-them;

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Are these the ones where they

are supposed to have made a commitment t6 et information by

no later July 1st of °82?
YR. VOLLMER: No. What I was proposing is that ve

vould go back and grant the scheduled exemptions, the latest
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one they have quan hs,Aand.ﬁell them_tﬁat they need to get
it in by then, but I would not suggest granting anything
later than July 1.of 1982, If they have asked for a later
daté then not give it.‘ |

 CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: You have Three Hile Island I
due in Octabeﬁ *82. That is 31 special case I presume.

- 8R. VOLLNER: As I recall the staff SER in TNI-1
said that the information -- well, I would not intend on
granting it beyond that. That was safe shutdovn review
again. I would not’in;énd on granting it beyond July of °82.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINOs There are so maﬁy problems
vith that one that if that date slips then maybe other
thinds will slip, too.

(Laughter.)

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: ALl right.

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: On Table 2 could you
explain the Nine Mile Point 1 entry. It says "Licensee
Position: Will meet Appendix R - detalils 5/19/81." Does
that mean that they provided details on 5/19/81 or that
details vere due on‘5/1§.

YR. WAMBACH: No, the details vere due on 5/19.
They vere examined and ve have an additional request for
information. This is one point I would like to clarify with
regard to the consideration of how many licénsees have

requested additional time and hov many vera able to meet the
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Narch 19th date.

The reguatory requirement to make a submittal by

‘March 19th ¢ould be met by making a submittal saying nothing

about the guality. So there are a number of these in the
table vhere they diﬁn’t request an»exemption. Although they
aade a suhuiﬁtal, tﬁey could have used more time because
vhat ;hey gave us vasn't sufficient and ve have had to go
back to them with a request for additional information.

Some have said they are ready for review but a
good enough reviev hasn'’t been done to determine whether ve
are going to need additionalvinformation from them or not.

I think when these tables first appeared in
Quarterly Réport Noe. 2 we tried to identify that, that
although ve have this number of requests for delay ve
suspect from wvhat ve have seen thus far of the submittals
that other people'could have used more time also.

CHAIRNAN PALLADINO: Dick, I was trying to
summarize in my‘own mind a statement that you had made
earlier about soon resolving all the issues and starting the
clocks. Then you said more information is needed. I then
couldn't figure out hov scon we would be resolving all these
issues because some of the information may not come in.until
July 1st of this yearc.

MR. VOLLMER:s I think if wve indeed get good

substantive information at the end of these that is received

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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like in July of '82vthersta££ schedules, and we have

consultants working with the staff on turning out these
revievs, ve project that they would end up near the end of
this year. |

‘CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: The fiscal year?

MR. VOLLMER: No, the calendar year. So what I
vas trying to say is if ve can find a mechgnism to get
respoﬁsiveness from the licensee and if they 40 indeed get
the'informgtion that we would hope to have the bulk of it
vrapped up by the end of this calendar year and thereby all
the licensees® clocks would be started to achieve
implementation.

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Thank you.:

.Do you have more questioh#. Peter?

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: Let's see, if you wanted
to, Dick, do you feel ﬁhat you have the option of a faster
course; that is, requiring information sooner and
conceivably penalizing those who haven't provided it? In
other wvwords, the extensiohs from now ﬁill Jul} of '82 wind

up ¢giving people another six months to provide information

that ve originally thought they could provide in 30 days.
MR. VOLLNER: What I had said vas that in granting
the schedular exemptions that we would not grant them all to
July but not grant any later than that.

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD:s Right, I understand.

-~ ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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MR. VOLLMER: I think Lif ve received all the
information from all licensees to the level that we wanted
it right nov we still couldn‘t turn around our reviéws and
get everything done a lot quicker than I am projecéinq
anyvaye. |

If that not true?

MR. JOHNSTONs That is true.

MBR. FERGUSON: That is correct.

MB. BENAROYA: (Nodding affirmatively.)

MR. VOLLNER: I think if we could get some way of
gettinq current information reviewed and get eéerything
wrapped up from the licensee by July the best the staff
could do would be turn around all thié by the end of the
year anyvay.

COMMISSIONER BRAbFORDz Was that sort of staff
schedular cons$dération not so fully abpreciated a Year ago
or have you lost manpowver in the last'yeat'in this area?

¥R. V' .1."ERs I think ve recognized that the safe
shutdown capability revievw would take a fair’amount of staff
manpover and that is the reason we had the tolling provision
in the reqﬁlation that after NRC approval that their clock
vould start runaning.

I will ask Vic if he feels that ve underestimated
it then., I don't have a really good. feel for that.

{Laughter,)
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¥R. VOLLMER: The heads keep turning.

(Laughter.) o

¥R, VOLL!ER: How about Sam. Would you like to
comment?
) MR. FERGUSON: When wve had originally started with
the rule ve had four dedicated revievw teams looking at these

plants. By the time the rule wvas issues those teams had
been disbanded and subsequently ve have changed all the
'uanpover. We have got all nev. people vorking 6n it and that
sort of thing.

¥hen the Quarterly Report No. 1 or 2 when Qe first
started giving you a‘sunmary of the plants, based on the
manpover that was currently available at that time it went
along pretty vell with the schedule that vould be produced
if ve granted these exemptions, in other wvords, not going
into a panic thing and trying to get five or six more péople
involved and train then.

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: You say at’ one point you
lost all the people who had been working on 4{t? Did I
understand you correctly? |

MR. FERGUSON: Yes.

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: Where did they go?

NR. FERGUSON: Different assignments within the
organization.

MR. VOLLMER: You are referring, Bob, to the teams

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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Reactors. | ‘ | |

NR. FERGUSON: Right. They vwere first on 1it.

Then even before the reorganization as vork slacked off
because vwe vere notAqettinq submittals and vwe vere vaiting
for the rulemaking proceeding to go forvard so ve could
start getting resolution of these things those people were
reassigned to other Jobs.

COMNISSIONER BRADFORD: Within the framework that
you are proposing vhat h&ppené in the case of a licenseae who
suhnittéd inadequate information within the time and
therefore hasn‘'t requested an exemption?

MR. VOLLMER: We would go back and try to reach
some sort of agreement for resubmittal of information with
him on a time not to exceed July of '82 and hopefully mhch
gquicker.

The licensees that ve have talked to that are part
of this group, many of them say, just the initial meetings
they have in understanding what ve‘wani. a number of them
have said that they feel they will be able to get their
packages in to us in the next couble cf months.

Again, hopefully using that as sort of a criteria
or a sort of a guideline, I am hopeful that wve cﬁp vork out
dates with licensses which vill not extend them at all

beyond July but hopefully get timely submittals to the staff

')\L
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so that we don't get on July 1st with a dunch of thenm.

 COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: Do the ones who submitted
inadequate information know that you think they submitted °
inadequate information?

MR. FERGUSON:; Yes. I think when the package
comes in it is revieved and within two or three veeks they
get it back and call the licensees and try to set up a
heetinq and make arrangements informally without an exchange
of letters of getting the information in.,.

MR. YOLLMER: What have we done about dates in
those casésf I think that may be the thrust of it.

Tom? |

MR. WANBACHs The detailed reviews on these for
the alternate saf2 shutdowvn a:e'beinq done by Btodkhaven
National Lab under contract. They have. I believe two review
teams., So they are limited to the number tﬂey can look at
simultaneously.

When they have gone through a submittal in
sufficient detail to identify the deficiencies I think 4in
the previous Commission meetings you vere reticent to have

us go back'in a question and ansver mode with thenm. So what

ve are doing is ve are setting up conference calls and

discussing with them and they usually come back and say
vell, ve can provide that information within such and such a

time. We tried to get it down to within 30 to 60 days where
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schedule that ve originally indicated in our Quarterly

Beport No. 2. Whether ve will be able to maintain tha

‘not I am not sura.

CONMISSIONER AHEARNE: Hov many people are w

on this full time in NBR? |
| MR. VOLL¥ER: In NRR?

COBHISSIONER.AHEABNEx Yes.,

¥R+ VOLLXER: Except for project managers, al
that is only paft of their responsidbility, just the sta
that Bod has. | |

HR. FERGUSQON: We have two diffgrent things.
have been talking mosily about alternative shutdown syé

COMMISSIONER AHEARNE: I mean the fire protec
rule. |

MR. FERGUSOK: Well, technical exemptions of
protection, ve have two people working on those nowv. 4
have tvo fire protection enqineét53 The alternate shut
revievs, tho#e are being revieved by Brookhaven and the

one staff man who is coordinating that effort with some

assistance from other branches of different expertise,

vould say probably th;t would come up to about the
equivalent of tvo men. I think there are thrae or four
at Brookhaven. I Xnow theré are three in industczy.

¥R. VOLLMEB: So two people in Pover Systenas,

. ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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Systems, and fodr at Brookhaven?

MBR. WAMBACHs Yes, I think four, isn‘'t it, tvo
feans of tvo.

¥R. VOLLYER: And tvo in your sectidn.

MR, FERGUSON: BRight, vorking purely on fire
protection features, yes.

KR. VdLLHEBz That excludes the work that 1s going
on for current plant licensing?

¥R. FERGUSON: Right.

¥R, VOLLNER: And Gage Babcock is not doing any of
these for OL‘'s?

XR. FERGUSON: No. We started Gage Babcock as a
contractor, but we found that really the decision in
granting an exemption is a balancing thing which is really
our own responsibility and we found no way wve could really
delegate it to them or purely accept their recommendations.
So nov ve have dfoﬁpei that and ve are doing it ourselves.

WHe have'really not tackled these 3-G exemptions
because we had been giving priority to the case vork. But
nov that has slacked up and s> we are trying to cesolye vhat
exemptions we have in house from a fire protuction
standpoint by the end of the month.

CHAIREAN PALLADINO: Any other questions, John?

COMMISSIONSR AHEARNE: (Nodding negatively.)

CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Tom?

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY., INC,

AAA NN sV @ e e ams a e
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COMNISSIONER ROBERTS: (Nodding negatively.)
CHAIRMAN PALLADINO: Peter?.
COHHiSSIONER BRADFORDs (Nodding negatively.)
CHAIBMAN PALLADINO: Well, thank you very much.
It’has been very helpful., |

Unless there are any othér items that ought to
come befor2 us at this timé, ve will stand adjourned.

(Hhereupon, at 3:50 p.m., the meeting adjourned.)
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0 FIRE AT BROWNS FERRY NUCLEAR POWER PLANT MARCH 22, 1975

0 RECOMMENDATIONS RELATED TO BROWNS FERRY FIRE
NUREG-0050 FEBRUARY 1976

SPecIAL Review Group DETERMINED LESSONS LEARNED FROM
BrowNs FERRY FIRE. RECOMMENDED IMPROVEMENTS OF:

1. HRC Fi1re PROTECTION GUIDELINES,

2. NRC EvaruaTion, INSPECTION AND ENFORCEMENT
~ PROCEDURES,

3, Fire ProTECTION PROGRAMS AT FACILITIES, AND

4, LocaL GOVERNMENT EMERGENCY PROCEDURES.

R. Ferguson
X28005
January 11, 19R2




¢ DEVELOPED-BRANCH TECHNICAL POSITION APCSB 9.5-1 " GUIDELINES
FOR FIRE PROTECTION FOR WUCLEAR POHER PLANTS™' JUNE 1976

" Fire PrRoTECTION GUIDELINES FOR NEWLY DocKETED PLANTS COVERING:
1. Fi1re ProTECTION PROGRAMS

2. ADMINISTRATiVE CoNTROLS
3. FIRE BRIGADE |

4, QuALITY AssuRANCE

5, GENéRAL PL%NT FEATURES
6. SPEleIé PLANT AReAs

7. FIRE DETECTION AND SUPPRESSION SYSTEMS

" R. Ferguson
X28005 -
January 11, 1982
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¢ ISSUED APPENDIX A TO BTP APCSB 9.5-1, ”GUIDELINES FOR FIRE
PROTECTION FOR NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS DOCKETED PRIOR TO
JuLy 1, 1976" . AUGUST 1976

PROVIDED ACCEPTABLE ALTERNATIVES FOR OPERATING PLANTS AND
PLanTs UNDER CONSTRUCTION

O LETTERS SENT TO ALL APPLICANTS AND LICENSEES ANHOUNCING
THESE NEW GUIDELINES SEPTEIBER 1976

STATED THESE GuiDELINES WouLD BE USED FOR OUR REVIEW AND
PROVIDE SUPPLEMENTARY GUIDANCE FOR THE CONTENTS OF THE
- Fire HAZARDS ANALYS!S OF THE PLANT

R; Ferguson
X28005
January 22, 1982
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-9 PROPOSED REGULATORY GUIDE 1,120, “FIRE PROTECTIOW GUIDELINES
FOR NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS” | JUNE 1976

SAmg Guipance As BrancH TecHnicaL Position APCSB 9,5-1

PueLic ComMMENTS InCLUDED IN RevisioN 1 anD Discussep WiTH ACRS

ACRS MEETING | - MAY 1977

Revision 1 Issuep For PuBLic CoMMENT NOVEFBER 1977

Revision 1 was Issuebp For A Seconp CorrenT Peri1oD oF ONE YEAR
Because 1T wAS NoT ApPrOVED BY THE ACRS,

11 was Not AprroveD 8Y ACRS BecAuse:
1. IT wAs 100 PRESCRIPTIVE,

2. Dip noT EncouraGe DepIcATED SHUTDOWN SYSTEM
(Bunkerep SYSTEM)

ReSEARCH WAS REQUESTED TO EVALUATE THE BENEFITS OF A "BUNKERED”
SYSTEM AS AN ALTERNATIVE FOR PRESERVING SAFE SHUTDOWN FUNCTION
IN FEBRUARY 1973.

R; Ferguson
x28005
January 11, 1982
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o INTERNAL GUIDELINES ISSUED AS REQUIRED BY REVIEW EXPERIENCE

1.
20

Fire HAZARDS ANALYSIS SEPT. 1976

NucLeAR PLANT FIRE ProTEcTiON FUNCTIONAL RESPONSI-

© BILITIES, ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS AND QUALITY

ASSURANCE | | JUNE 1977

2.1 PApMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

2,2 QuaLITY ASSURANCE

2.3 FUNCTIONAL RESPONSIBILITIES |
2.4 FIRe BR1GADE ORGANIZATION AND TRAINING

SAFE SHUTDOWN CAPABILITY SEPT. 1979
TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS - JUNE 1977

ilaNPOWER REQUIREMENTS FOR OPERATING
REACTORS JUNE 1973

R. Ferguson

X28005

January 11, 1982
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550,48 FIRE PROTECTION AND APPENDIX R TO 10 CFR PART 50

(Prorosep RuLe Approvep BY Commission ApriL 1980)
(ProposeDp RuLe PuBLisHED May 29, 1920)

(FinaL RuLe PurLisHeED Novemser 19, 1980)
(Errective DaTe FEBrUARY 17, 1981)

THE RuLE AND 1TS APPENDIX R WERE DEVELOPED TO ESTABLISH THE
MINIMUM ACCEPTABLE FIRE PROTECTION REQUIREMENTS NECESSARY

TO RESOLVE CERTAIN AREAS OF CONCERN IN CONTEST BETWEEN THE
STAFF AND LICENSEES OF PLANTS OPERATING PRIOR TO JANUARY 1,
1979, THE AREAS OF CONCERN ARE: o

1., WATER SUPPRESS1ON SYSTEMS

2, FIRE DETECTION SYSTEMS .

3, Fire ProTecTiON FOR SAFE SHuTDOWN CAPABILITY
4, FIrRe BricGADE ORGANIZATION AND TRAINING

S, EmERGENCY LiIGHTING®

6, ADMlN;STgATrvE CowTROLS

7+ SHUTDOWN CAPABILITY*

8, CABLE PENETRATION SEAL QUALIFICATION -

9, Fire Doors

10, " Reactor CooLANT Pump O1L CoLLECTION SysTEM®

*To BE BACKFITTED IN ALL PLANTS (3 1TEMS)

NINE LICENSEES PETITIONED THE D,C, COURT OF -APPEALS TO
REVIEW THE FINAL RULE FOR FIRE PROTECTION

R. fFerguson
X28005
1/11/82



-
o HEHORANDUM AND ORDER CLI-80-21 ~  MAY 23, 1980

o FIRE PROTECTION RULE FOR FUTURE PLANTS  SECY-31-114
| FEBRUARY 19, 1981

1. For OL’'s ScHepuLep AFTer SeptemBer 1, 1931,
APPLICANT TO IDENTIFY AND JusTIFY DEVIATIONS
FroM BTP ASB 9.5-1 Anp ApPenpix R 10 10 CFR
ParT 50, CurrenTLY ComineD IN CMEB 9,5-1,

2. THE StaFr CoMMITTED TO PREPARE THE DRAFT FOR A
FIRE PROT?CTION RULE FOR FUTURE PLANTS BY
JuLy 1982, '

R. Ferguson
X28005
1/11/82



LETTER TO ALL POWER REACTOR LICENSEES CONCERNING
INPLENENTATION OF APPENDIX R FEBRUARY 20, 1981

RemINDED Licensees of 50,48 of 10 CFR PART 50 RequiRre-
MENTS AND PROVIDED GUIDANCE AS TO THE INFORMATION
Neepep To CoMPLETE THE Review oF PosT-FiRe SHUTDOWN
CAPABILITY AND AssocIATED CIrcuIT CONCERNS,

R. Ferguson
X28005
1711782
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~ CURRENT LICENSING IMPLEMENTATION OF FIRE PROTECTION
REQUIREMENTS

o SectioN 9.5.1 oF STANDARD ReviEW PLAN, Rev. 3 FoRr
CurrenT OL's.

o License ConpiTION REQUIRES COMPLIANCE WITH COMMITMENTS
ITADE BY AN APPLICANT AND AGREED TO BY THE STAFF,

o PrROCESSING OF SAFE SHUTDOWN EVALUATIONS,

o ProcessING oF EXEMPTIONS TO TECHNICAL AND SCHEDULAR
~ RequireMenTs oF ApPenDIX R AnD 50,48.

o HucrLear UticiTy FIRE PROTECTION GROUP REPRESENTING
EioHTEEN Licensees ForMED To DerFINE GenNeric FIRE
PROTECTION ISSUES.

INITIAL MEETING TO RESOLVE THE SIXTEEN ISSUES THEY
DeFINED wAS HELD oN NoveMBER 17, 1981, SECOND
MEETING IS SCHEDULED FOR January 21, 1982,

ﬁ; Ferguson
X28005
1/11/82
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o FIRE PROTECTiON RULE EXEMPTION REQUESTS

 EXEMPTIONS o NO. OF PLANTS
SCHEDULAR EXEHPTIONS | |
[11.6 SuBMITYAL SCHEDULE | 4y

IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE | 14

TECHNICAL EXEMPTIONS N . .
[I1.6G Fire PrROTECTION OF SAFE SHUTDOWN

CAPABILITY I 22
I11.J EMERGENCY LIGHTING | 10
I11.0 O1L CoLLECTION SYSTEM FOR REACTOR -
CooLANT PuMps 13
Sections OtHer THan I11.G, II1.4, 111.0 10

WE HAVE RECEIVED 68 INDIVIDUAL REQUESTS FOR-EXEHPTIONS FROM
TECHAICAL REQUIREMENTS. THE STATUS OF EVALUATION OF THE
~ REQUESTS 1S:

APPROVED S o
DeENIED 13
Do NoT Neep EVALUATION 25
UNDER REVIEW : 19

R. Ferguson
Xx28005
1/11/82
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January 11, 1682 _ | SECY-82-13

For: The Commissioners

From: William J. Dircks
Executive Director for Operations

Subject: FIRE PROTECTION RULE SCHEDULES AND EXEMPTIONS
(QUARTERLY REPORT NO, 4)

Objective: To inform the Commission of the status of the
implementation of 10 .CFR 50.48 and Appendix R to
10 CFR Part 50, as requested by a November 3, 1980, memo
from Samuel J. Chilk to William J. Dircks, and to
request the Commission's concurrence on the granting
of exemptions to 10 CFR 50.48 schedular requirements.

Discussion: On February 17; 1981, thé fire protection rule for
nuclear power plants, 10 CFR 50,48 and Appendix R to.
10 CFR 50, became effective. This rule required all
licensees of plants licensed prior to January 1, 1979,
to submit by March 19, 1981: (1) plans and schedu]es
for meeting the applicable requirements of Appendix R,
(2) ‘a design description of any modifications proposed
to provide alternative safe shutdown capability pursuant
to Paragraph I111.6.3 of Appendix R, and (3) exemption
requests for which the tolling provision of Section
50.48(c)(6) was to be invoked,

Contact:

G, Harrison,

492-4564

SECY NOTE:

LRR

This paper is identical to advance copies which were
circulated to Commission offices on January 12, 1932.
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The seven tables attached indicate the fire protection
status of all the operating plants affected by 10 CFR
50.48. These tables have been revised and annotated to
display the changes that have taken place since the third
quarterly report (SECY-81-666) through December, 1981.

Tablel 1i{sts the 44 plants which have requested a
schedule exemption from the requirement to submit
information by March 19, 1981, concerning reanalysis
and modifications proposed for protection of safe shut
down capability., Table Il lists the 28 plants which
have not requested schedular exemptions,

Tables III, IV, V, and VI list those plants which have
requested exemptions from technical requirements of
Appendix R Sections II1.G, II1.0, Ill.J, and the
remainder of Section III respectively. These tables
identify each specific exemption requested prior to
December 1, 1981, the licensee's basis for requesting

an exemption, and state the status of the NRC review
efiurt of the exemptions requested. The staff now has
19 requests for technical exemptions under review; we have
denied 13, approved 11, and determined that 25 do not
require an exemption. Table VII lists requests for
exemption from other schedule requirements.

In our next ‘quarterly report, we will not issue these
seven tables. We will issue new tables which only list
those exemptions remaining to be processed.

~ In our third quarterly report, we indicated that we

would propose a plan to the Commission for the imple-
mentation of alternative shutdown modifications ‘in

those cases where the information requested for staff

review is not provided by the extended date granted to

the licensee. We have developed procedures which would

grant schedular exemptions up to July 1, 1982, and subject
the licensees to enforcement action if complete submittals’
are not received by the extended date. These procedures

are provided in Enclosure 1, QELD concurs in the procedures.

In Quarterly Report Ko. 3, we indicated that we had met in
November, 1981 with the Huclear Utility Fire Protection.
Group to discuss Appendix R impacts., By letter dated
December 9, 1981, this group identified 16 technical
fssues to discuss with the staff, Their characterization
of the HNRC's requirements on these issues indicated that
they understood our requirements on all but a few issues,
In our discussions with this group on December 17, 1981,
ve clarified our requirements on these few issues.



Summary:

Recommendation:

Enclosures:
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The group also proposed alternatives for meeting our

requirements., However, these issues were not discussed
in sufficient detail to be assured that they have been
resolved. We have scheduled another meeting with

this group for January 21, 1982, to discuss specific
examples of these issues on specific plants. We
previously reported that the utilities represented by
this group may request further schecular exemptions;
however, at the December 17, 1981 mesting the utilities
present indicated that they are plarning to meet their

- present schedules.

By memorandum to W. J. Dircks dated December 31, 1981,
Commissioner Bradford requested that this quarterly

report address the staff criteria fcr granting technical
exemptions to Section III.G of Appendix R to 10 CFR Part

50 and the inspection program for assuring compliance

with fire protection requirements, license conditions,

and SER commitments (enclosure 2). Our criteria for I11I.G -

_exemptions are attached. The region2l offices have been

conducting fire protection inspecticns based on commitments
made in the SER. However, as detailsd in the July 27, 1981
memorandum to Commissioner Bradford from Dircks, contractor.
support will be required to completely verify the imple-
mentation of fire protection plans by a]l licensees as
required by Appendix R.

The staff is reviewing technical exenption requests and
alternate shutdown capability modifications. We believe
that resources will permit.full resclution of most issues
by the end of 1982.

The staff is concerned that some licensees may not be
responsive to our requests for timely information on
proposed alternative shutdown systers. Therefore, we
have developed procedures to expeditez response to our
February 20, 1981 letter under penalty of enforcement
action. We intend to grant schedular exemptions up to
Ju1y 1, 1982 in conjunction with these procedures. Staff
review should then be complete in 1¢32 and the timing

of licensee implementation wou]d be dictated by

Section (c)(3) of 50.48.

We recommend that the Commission conzur in the staff's
procedures for granting schedular exzmptions up to

July' 1, 1982. i
N APANY S

William“J. Circks ,
© Executive Director for Operations

1. Procedures for Schedular Exemptions
2. Staff Criteria for Granting Section I1I1.G Exemptions
3. Tables I thru VII
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Commissioners' comments should be provided directly to the Office
of the Secretary by c.o.b. Tuesday, January 26, 1982.

Commission Staff Office comments, if any, should be submitted to the
Commissioners NLT January 19, 1982, with an information copy to the
Office of the Secretary. If the paper is of such a nature that it
requires additional time for analytical review and comment, the
Commissioners and the Secretariat should be apprised of when comments
may be expected. ‘ '

DISTRIBUTION:
Commissioners

Commission Staff Offices
EDO

ACRS
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SECY
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FsiiGeaaPH 50,4310¢) (5) ‘fr-?JL: FUOUTRERDNTL

Parauraph 0. 43(c){S) reauires licensces to submit by Merch 16, 1881, plans
and schedules for modificetion and design descriptions of modifications to
salisfy Scction 111.6.2 of Appendix R (herein after referred to as the
reanalysis package), Several licensees requested schedular cexemptions

from this requirement, The steff has reviewed these requests and deemed

them Justified., The «taff recommends that the exemptions be granted,

i are concérn;d that implementation may be further delaved if the reanalysis
pechages are not complete when submitted by the licensees. Paragraph 50.43(c) (4)
sets the implemantation cate for shutdown system modifications (111.6.3) at

& specified tinme after staff eppreval, If the reguired information is not

deve lepec Compiet 1) when submitted by iicensees. completion of the staff

Feyiow 3§ delayed and, therefore, the implementaticn dates are delayed.

o oresclve this congars, we recemmend that schedular excmztions te aranted

up te the dates rc:ucste¢, with the latest cate for schecdular exemntion  sel

Re erxemotions being granted wiil only De fror the recuire-

b
i

-—4

Pont 1o submit the reanalysis pachage by March 19, 1§ he exemptlion

o)

will not relicve the liconsee Trom the reguirement o submit a complete
s submittal is fcund to be incomolete,

LR Tizercee ittt o e ‘.’iO’M}'_iO.’! of :‘:‘ (Fe £r.is (C) :i, eyen 1f sk r_{.ar‘a‘,:’:sis

- ) i » . . . - - r's . - - - Lo - -3 *
e 3 L TP OPa BRI wilL” T [T TR R T o e D AGe ,'J‘h 2 W viatIon
‘ . . ~ - - 1 v - ‘i »
r (¥, - -t - [ o ~ L& . . - . .
TR S L ! LT A 2 0y cen ity B ;o PEERTCE SEE SEURST O nat



-2 -

For the licensee submittal to be considered complefe, the following informa-

tion must be provided:

1. A complete response to each question in Section 8 of Enclosure 1
and to each question in Enclosure 2 of the February 20, 1931 letter to
the licensees. A1) tables requested in these enclosures must be included
in ihe response,

é; An imp]ementétion schedule for_eéch modification. For modifications
which are subject to staff review, the implementation schedules should
2llow six months for staff review,

The following procedure will be used to process the exemption fequests:«

1. Exempticns vill be grénted up to the dates reguested with the latest
date for schedular exemption set at July 1, 1982. Those licensees
who requested a schedular exemption, and who have already submitted
the reanalysis package, will be given 30 days from the date of the
letter granting the exemption in which to compiete their reanalysis
package,

2.. The stary wi]f review the results of the reanalysis packages in
accordance with the scheduie given cn the attached ta:ie;

. If tme licensea's submittal is sufficiently comclete to issue the

[9V]

staff evaluaticon report (SER) with only cpen items <hat reguire con-

€ g y ® . -
fir-atory doguar

on, the staff wil) dssue th2 212 aith the
i=r lomentation

4
v V100 Lo

Pf the licergce’s sulmittal 1o not sufficiontly comiiate 15 vi5ue

&
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"
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5. A copy of this procecure will be sent to all affected licensees

so that they will know that poor or incomplete recanalysis may result

in imposition of civil penalties,

As reported in SECY 81-414, there are three unique casec not covered by -
these procedures because the plants are now shutdown for extended periods. We
recommend that exemptions be granted to Drescen 1, YHumboldt Bay, and Three

Mile Island 2, with the condition that required modificaticns be completed

rior to restart,.
p



HEGLISTS

F02 11

O SCHIDULAR LDXTIWPTICHS

CHo-taldt Bay

*Dedicatled Shuldoun Systca

Indefinite

U wilY recuest fnnlicant 6a e

G RCANALYSIS
Plant Reanalysis Steff Review
“_ Submitted Complete
Cconece 1, 2 & 3* 4/81 1/82
Cooper 3/82 8/82
Vermunt Yankee 7/81 1/82 .
Robinson 2 3/82 7/82
Pilgrim 3/82 9/82
Calvert Cliffs 1 10/81 2/82
Peine Yarkee 11/81 4/82
Point Beach 1 & 2 12/81 6/82 -
Preire Jsland 1 & 2 12/81 5/82
Three 1'ile Jsland 12/81 5/82
Fitznatrick 12/81 5/82
Erunswick 1 4 2 1/82 6/82
- Oyster Creek 1782 5/82
Millstene 1 L 2 - 2/82 7/82
Kadder Negk 2/82 5/52
Celvert {1iffs 2 2/82 6/82
Arvansas 2 1 2/82 718/82
Beaver Valley 1 /82 9/82
(ryctel River 3 3/82 . 8/82
Fariey 2 3/82 9/82
Hatch 1 & 2 3/82 g/e2 -
Indian Point 2 3/82 8/82
Poy:h 20t 2 4 3 3/82 1/82
voatizello 4782 9/€¢
€ym Cnolra | 4782 10/52
Ardangas c/32 10722
e, furie d 5/32 16/82
Turtey Toint 344 5/8 " 16/82
Ere.ng Ferry ), 2 L 3 6/52 11/282
Farloy 1 o9 10/82 1/83
Dre<den 1 efinite rrior to Aestart
!hrée “ile 1oland 2 Iadefinite rfrior Lo Restart
rrior 0 Rectert
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STATE CRITLRIA i'OR GRANTING SECTION 111.G EXEMPT

Chivluvount ¢

STAFF CPITr 1£:

There criteria for

in 10 CFR Part 50 paragraph 50.48 fire Protectior.

Modifications required to meet Section I11,G would not enhance’
fire protection safety above that provided by present commitments.

. Mod1f1cat10ns required to meat Section III.C would be detrimental

to overall facility cafety.

An eveluation must be made for each fire area for which an exemption

is reauested. During these evaluations, the staff considers the

following parameters:

A. Area
E. Safe
. Fire
D.. Fire

Description

walls, floor, and ceiling construction
ceiling height
room volume
ventilation
congestion

Shutdown Equipment'

number of redundant systems in area
whether or not system or egquipment is
required for hot shutdown

type of equipment/cables involved

Kazard Analysis

type of combustibles in area
quantity of combustible

ease of ignition and propagation
heat release rate potential
transient and installed combustibles
suppression darige to equipment

Protection Existing or Committed

fire detecticn systems
fire extinguishing systems
hose station/extinguisher
ratgiant heat shields
propagation retardants

evaluation Section III.G exemption requests are given
These criteria are;
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The decision process for these requests, as well as, for deviation requests
in OL applications, is &s follows: The above information is assembled and,
taken together, gives a fire protection engineer an assessment of the total
situation. The engineer decides any specific exemption requests using the
criteria given above.

More specific criteria for granting exemption requests does not exist. The
reviewer's decision is criticized by other staff engineers in the CMES fire
protection section prior to its finalization. Thus, the decision process
for I11.G exemption requests involves the collection of data, the use of

a fire protection engineer, staff/peer review, and a bias towards the
conservative side of a safety issue. - :

To illustrate the'configurations for which exemptions/deviations would
be granted, we offer the following examples:

1. ITIl.G requires a fixed suppression system in the control room;
however, we would grant an exemption-because the fire hazard is
light and the contro) room is continuously manned,

2. I11.6G requires a fixed suppression system in areas containing
redundant systems required for shutdown if they are not separate" 8y
20' free of combustibles. If the area does not contain a high
concentration of combustibles, the fire severity is 15-30 minutes,
and a one hour barrier is provided for the protected equipment, we
would grant an exemption for the lack of fixed suppression system.
If the area contains a high concentration of combustibles, has a
high probzbility of transient combustibles, has a fire severity
greater than 30 minutes,”nd has poor. access for manual fire
fighting, we would not grant an exemption for this lack of a fixed
suppression system,

3. If the redundant components of safe shutdown systems are located in
. areas where the fire severity is very low, and in such a manner (e.g. high
above the flow in a large open area) that involvement in a fire is
highly unlik:ly, an exenption would be granted for the lack of both
the fire tzrrier and the fixed suppression system.
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PLANTS REQUESTING SCHEDULAR EXEMPTION FROM SUSHITTAL
: OF SEPARATION REAMALYSIS AiD MODIFICATIONS
PROPOSED FOR PROTECTION OF SAFE SHUTDOWM CAPABILITY (I11.G)

PLANT AW

Arkansas 1
Arkansas 2

Beaver Valley 1
Browns Ferry 1/2/3
Brunswick 1/2
Calvert Cliffs 1/2

Cooper
Crysta1 Fiver
Dresden |
Farley !
Farley 2
Fitzpétrick

Haddam heck

Hatch 1/¢

Indian Point 3
Maine Yankee
illstene 1/2
Monticello
Ocoree 1/2/3
Oyster (reek

Peach EBottom 2/3

TABLE 1

REQUESTED DATE

Specific Tech. Exemp. 3/28
Modification design desc. 5/82

Specific Tech. Exemp. 11/81
Modification design desc. 2/82

December 1, 1981
June 1, 1982 _
January 15, 1982

October 1, 1981 - Unit 1
February 1, 1982 - Unit 2

October 22, 1921

March 30, 1982

Pfior to restart June 1986

October 198

iarch 1982
December 2&, 1981
February 1, 1982
March 19, 1982
March 19, 1982

Hovember 1621

Fesruary 1, 1687

December 18, 10£)

foril 17, 1931

~ Janyary 17, 1682

March 1, 1082

PRESENT STATUS

No Change'
No Change

riar. 31, 1982
No Change
1-1/2 month slip -

Received
No Change

Due in Mar,, 1982
No Change.

No Change

No Change

No Chance

Oue in Jarn., 1982
no Change

No Change

o Change

Lot recefved delay
unknown

o Chance

Gue in Apr, 1632
SER by Mar, 1622
no Change

Lo Change
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Q4

Filgrim

foint 2cach 1/2

Frairie lslend 1/2

Fobinson 2

St. tucie |

San Onofre 1

Three Mile Islend 1

Three Mile 1elend 2

Turwkey roint 2/4
vermont Yanvee

rHumboldt Eay

FRTC N B TERR TRy

FTQULSTED PAYE

October 31, 1023

Cecender 31, 12831

Cecoember 19

Hey 31, 1982
april 1, 1982
Cecember 15, 1¢gl
indefinite

May. 31, 1082

PRICINT STATUS

vue in fler., 1982
ot received delay
uriknown

Receijved

Uue in Mar., 1952

ho Chenoe
ho Change

Due in Oct. 1982

.o Change

Lo Chenge
SLR by Mearch, 1982

lio Cheange



fl

WART

Cic Rock rFeint

Cook 172
Cevigs tesse

4

Dresden 2/3
Duane Arnold
ft. Calhoun

Ft. St. Vrain

Ginna
Indian Foint 2
Lewaunee

laCrosse

Nine Iile Foint )

liorth Anna 1/2

5) I Cisres ]/2

Pencho Seco

Salem 1/2

Surry 1/2

teet J & 0.

PEUUENTING oai AR 00T TN

.

LICENSEE  POSITION

. — . ——— e —— e e

Submitted plans end sched. to
meetl Appr. R, G, J and O.

Cleims meets fppendix R~
Will meet App. R.

Will meet App. R details
5/71¢/81

Will meet G.
eet App. RP; Alternative Safe
Shutdown design submitted.
lieets kpp. R,

i1l meet Ano. R: Alternative Safe
Shutdown design submitted.

Meets App. Ry Alternative Safe
Shutdcwn design submitted.

Will meet App. R; Alternative
Safe Shutdown design submitted.

A.S.S. desian submitted.

Will meet App. R - cetails
5/19/81

Meels App. R; Alternative
Safe Shutdown design submittied.

L fop. R terrative Safe
hutdown Cesign submwtted

Will meet ~pp. R with certain
cremptions.  Alternstive Safe
Shkutdown

l'cet Apo. R

STAFF CLrinls

SER by March, 192Z

Réady Tor 1&E
inspection

kdditional Infor-
mation
SER by tarch, 152

Additional Infor-
mation

SER by march, 1982

ready for 1&¢
inspection
SER issued 12/18/81

~with 5 open items

Reazdy for Review

StR issued on 11/13/8

Ready for Review

Adcitional Infor -
mation

Additional Infor-
mation Required

ER by March, 1832
Feacdy for Review

Under Revieow

SER by March, 1882

SLR 1“U\d 1/713,21

-1~

with & open itens:



~p e T
t L[‘-:\‘

irojen

AR
i~

Yankee Reowe

m
4
——

Zion 1/2

ifLil bdoleentinues)

LICERSEE  POSITION

“eet the intent of Aop. R

i1l meet with proposed Alternative
Safe Shutdown.
teet App. R,

STAFF CU-MLNTS

Under Review
SER by terch, 1982

SER by March, 1962
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PLANT

mrhaneeae

1/2

Brunciuick 1/2

Cooper

Hatch 1/2

Hatch 1/2
Oéoﬁee 1/2/3
Occnee 1/2/3
Pilgrim
Filarim
Filcrim

ilgrim

e~ . . P T ) 1 e .
IR § L B

FIRD i ciio o

DEHPTI0N
A11 requirements
‘including 111.G,

Fixed fire suppres-
sion in Control
Foom and Cable
Sprcading Room

Se¢
a

ration end
E i

a
rrier Regmts.

Separation & Carrier

reqmts. and Alterne-

tive Safe Shutdouwn
regmts. Tor Inteke
Structure

Fire suppression
in Control Fcom,

Fired Suppression
for cast and west
pernctration rcoms

Firxed suppression
in Control Room

1 hr. encl., of )
division in -the
cable spreading
room

Fisxed Suppression
Tor Centrol Room

Fired suppression
for Vital Ig Set
R oom .

B TR

B R T P S S RN

O LL?#?!L]TY

EASI1S

——

Frevicus SER epprovel

. Vould not enlhénce

previous SER
epproval modifi-
cations.

FPrevious SER epproval
end insuificient time

Fire Hezerds Analysis
and fFrevious SERK
Fpproval

Centinually menned;
manual suppression;
previous SER approval.

2 hr, barrier betvween
rooms ang safe shut-
down not effected

Sema as hetch 1/2

Auto €Oy protection,

getectiion, and alter-
retive safe shutdown

availeble

Continually ranned;
vanual sunpression;
previcus SLR zzzrevel

velve cir-
inveihed;

Ve et e

Control Room

Granted Cable

Spreading FRoo
Under Review

Sesmitial) dud
rarch 15, 1935¢

Under Feviow
with Alt, S.9S

Steff intends
arenting

e eserpticn
required

Staff intends
granting

frompiion ros
neeged

Stafi crantes



PL2IG

P

Pi]érim
Pilgrim
Pilgrim
Pilgrim
Pilgrim
Pilgrim
stgrim
Rencho Seco
Rancho Seco
Rebinson
Salem 1/2

Salem 1/2

Selem 1/2

f— -

Fi.ed Suppression for

“Rx ©1dg. closed cooling

\.ater Pump Room B

Fixed suppression for
Rx Bldg. Elev. 51'¢"

N .
Fixed suppression for

Swar. Room A

Feedwater B Turbine
Bldg. Elev. 6' to 47°
1 hr. enclosure

Fixed suppression
for CRD lodule Area
Vest

Fixed suppression
for CRD liodule Area
fast

Fixed suppression for
all arecas with only
one division

No fixed suppression
for cortrol room

No fixed suppkession

Fire Areas 47, 48, 49,

and 58

no fixcd suppression
for Control room

V's hr. doors/carpers
es part of 3 hr.
barrier

o automatic fire
suppression with

1 hr. barriers. ! hr.
barriers with sprinklers

Redundant, indepen-
dent sprinklers in
licu of ‘Larriers for
ATW

SN

Fire Eerriers &
physicel arrange-
rent

Fire barriers and
sprinklers

ho effect on safe
shutdown capability

Proposed addition
of fire resistive
wrap &L marinite
board

Proposed eddition
of marinite boeard

Froposed eddition
of fire resistive
wrap '

P3es r .t enhance
{fire protection
safety

Continually menned;
l‘enual Suppression
Frevious SER epproval

" 'small fire loading
} hr. enclosure
portable CO2 & hose

Continually ranned;
Menual suppression;
Previous SER epproval

FHA established fire
loading. Previous
SER epproval

FHA established low .

fire lcading. Previous

SER approval

Sarriers would
degreds ranval
operavion of AF

S1AIUS

" Under Review

Under Review

Exemption nol

. needed.

Under Review

Under Review

Under Review

Staff intends
granting

Under Review

Staff infends
granting

Under Review

Under Revicw

Staff deonie



PLANT

e

Q4 St. Lucie
St. Lucie

- St. Lucie

Three Mile
Island 2

Turkey Pt.
3/4

Q4 ‘ Trojan
Qal Crystal River

le Three Mile
Island 1

* Fire door ratings are not specifically covered by Appendix R,
request is required,

TABLE 1I1.(continued)

EXEMPTION

Fire rating reqguire-
ments for 6 doors and
assemblies

A1l requirements for
all areas previously
approved by SER

Dampers in safety
related ducts

A1l requirements

A1l requirements
for all areas
previously approved
by SER

5 Areas

No fixed suppression
for AFWs (3.18)

Partia) Barriers and no
fixed suppression systems

submitted on Dec. 15,

BA>IS

Water-tight doors,
substantial design,
locking lugs

NRC has not shown
that compliance will
enhance safety

Dampers would violate
radiological control
and could prevent
cooling of safcty
related equipment

Plant is in cold shut
down and will remain
's0 with decay heat
loss to ambient
completely passive
decay heat removal

NRC has not showd
that compliance will
enhance safety

Previous FHA will
not enhance fire
protection.

Only one safety
division will be
affected

Not required

STATUS

Exemption not
required*

Lacks specificity
staff denied

Staff denied

Require revised
FHA for present
condition.

Lacks specificity

.staff denied

Under Review will
complete by Feb.,
1982

Under Review will
complete by Feb.,
1982.

Revised FHA to Be
submitted by Oct.
15, 1982

therefore, no exemption

The applicant will address th1s item 1n a January. 1982, submittal,



Q4

aa

|

LANTS REQUESTING EXEMPTION FROM TECHKICAL REQUIREMENTS OF

PLANT

Montice110

Pilgrim

St. Lucie

Three Mile
Island 2

Turkey Pt.

Trojan

Rancho Secd

Prairie lsland

TABLE 1V

IT1.J, EMERGENCY LIGHTING

EXEMPTION

Except for Control
Room & D/G Room
safe shutdown areas

8 hr. battery powered
Emergency Lighting

Licensee commits to
meet requirements,
If NRC disagrees,
exemption is
requested,

Any additional Emer-
genc, Lighting needed
as a result of 111.G.

Licensee belives
his plant meets
requirements, If
NRC disagrees,
exc “ijon is
requasted,

Redundant supply from

diesel generators in
lieu of batteries.

No emergency lights
in Rx Bldg.

8 hr. battery powered
Emergency Lighting

BASIS

D/G's can provide
light power for
greater than 8 hrs.

Would not enhance
fire protection
safety. Their

‘placement of 8 hr.

lights previously
approved,

None

Exemption request
for I11.G

None

Equivalent to or
better than 111.J.
requirements.

Equivalent I11.J
Requirements

SECTION

STATUS

‘Staff denied

Meets: the ru]e..
No exemption

“needed.

Denied

No exemption require

Denied

- Staff intends to

deny

Not needed.

Request withdrawn
Licensee is install

8 hr, battery power

lights



Q4

Q4

Q4

Q4

o |

«|
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" TABLE V

PLAINTS REQUESTING EXEMPTION FROM TECHMICAL REQUIREMENTS OF SECTION
I

PLANT

Crystal River .

3

Haddam Nheck

Millstone
2

LACEBWR
Pilgrim

Robinson
St. Lucie

Three Mile
Island 2

Turkey Pt. .

Vermont
Yankee

Indian Pt, 3*

Three Mile
Island 1*

I1

EXEMPTION

Seismic requirements

Seismic requirements

. Seismic requirements

No 0i1 Collection
System

‘No 041 Collection

System

Automatic sprinklers
in 1ieuv of oil collec-
tion system

0i1 collection system
will not withstand
LOCA

o 011 Collection
System

0i1 collection system
will not withstand
LOCA

No 011 Coilection
System :

Seismic Requirement

Seismic Requirement

* New additions to Table V

BASIS

No effect on safe
shutdown; previous
SER approval,

Seismically designed
011 system; previous
SER approval,

Seismically designed

011 system; previous
SER approval.

Replace 0il with non-
f lammable liquid.

Cohtainment inerted
Fire in pump bay will
not adversely affect
safe shutdown,

LOCA environment will
put out fire.

RCP's not used

LOCA environment will

put out fire,

May inert
Analysis

Meets Appendix R

.0, OIL COLLECTION SYSTEM FOR REACTOR COOLANT PUMPS

STATUS
Comply with requir
ments - No exempti
required.
Staff intends
grant.ing,

Staff intends
granting.

Staff intends
granting

Exemption not
needed.

Under review.

Exemption not
needed.

Require Revised FHA

Exemption: not neede

Staff intends
granting,

No exemption

required .

No exemption
required



PLANT

Three Mile
Island 1

Three Mile
Island 1

II1.E., Fire hose test
pressure

Fire hose staticns auto
water suppression in
diesel room basement

BASIS

NRC incorrectly cited
NFPA Std. Licensee
meets correct std.

Not needed for safa
shutdown anymore

. STATUS

Rule beina cor-
rected, HNo -
exemption
needed.

‘Under review.

Requested re-
vised FHA for
present con-
dition.



PLANT

Celvert Cliffs
1/2

LACBWR

Maine Yankee

Pilgrim

Point Beach
1/2

Robinson

Robinson
St. Lucie
St. Lucie

Three Mile
Island 1

PLANTS REQUES?IﬁG.EXEMPTION FROM TECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS OTHER THAN

111.6., 111.3, AND III.0.

EYEMPTION

I11.N.Water Curtain
in lieu of fire door

111.A, No additional
fire pump

11T1.L, Loss of Off-
site Power for 72
hours

11.M, Fire Barrier
Cable Penetration
Seal Qualification

Shift supervisor as
member of fire bri-
gade

I11.L.3 Cold shut-
down in 72 hours$ w/o
offsite power

I11.M.2. Aceeptance
¢riteria for fire
barrier cable pene-
tration seal quali-
fication

111.A. NFPA-20 Control*

lers for fire pumps

I11.A, Fire pumps*
powered by vital
bus during DBA
signal

IIT.N. Supervision

of fire doors

- -

BASIS

Actuatior as reliable
as door closure; will
perform rating test

Modif, to increase
capacity of existing
pumps and use of
emergency service
water supply

Reliability of off-
site power

Would not enhance

" safety. Previously

approved by NRC

Would enhance fire
protection safety

Unnecessary risk to
safety to cool down
w/0 offsite power

Detrimental to over-
all safety to replace

seals

NFPA-20 controllers

do not meet Class IE
requirements

Could overl~ad D/G.

No DBA concurrent
with fire .

Previously approved
by NRC

STATUS

Under review

Under review

Under review

Not an open
jtem., Exemp-
tion not
needed,

Staff denied
Under review

Under review

No Exemption
Request
Required

No Exemption
Request
Required

Not an open
or backfit
item. No
exemption
needed,

*fFire pump details are not specifically covered by Appendix R, therefore, no exemption
request is required. The applicant will azddress this item in a January, 1982 submittal,



Turkey Point 3/4

Yermornt Yankee

Vermont Yankee

Crystal River 3

Dresden 1

Humboldt Bay
Indian Point 3

" Peach Sottom 2/3

Point Beach 1/2

TABLE VII
OTHER_SCHEDULAR EXEMPTIONS.

EXEMPTION
Compliance with II1,A. Modify
standpipe in existing tank and
install new water supply tank

Compliance with I11.1. Hands on
fire fighting

Compliance with III.H. Shift
supervisor not on fire brigade

Plans and schedules for meeting
I11.9.

Completion of Reactor Building
standpipe modification

A1l requirements of Appendix R
and FPSER

A1l requirements of Appendix R
and Appendix A to BTP 9,5-1

Plans and schedules and exemp-
"tion requests for 111.J.

Equipment for fire brigade
Plans and schedules for I11.0

Implementation for 111.0

Completion of installation of
fire doors, completion of re-

routing of cable for fire pumps

SLIPPAGE
From 11/17/81 to 3/31/84

Completed

Completed

Compiled with I11,J0.0n
November 17, 1981

From 1981 refuel to out-
age after 6/82 '

From 10 CFR 50.48 sche-
dules to prior to start-
up 6/86

L] . 4

Indefinite

Compiled with 111.J on
November, 1981,

Mis{nterp. not needed
From 3/19/81 to 6/30/81
From 9 mos. after 3/19/8)
to 9 mos. after 6/30/81
11 mos.

1 year
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November 24, 1981 SECY 81-666“

XX &

RULEMAKING ISSUE
(Notation Vote)

e——

For: The Commissioners

From: William J. Dircks
Executive Director for Operaitons

Subject: FIRE PROTECTION RULE SCHEDULES AND EXEMPTIONS
(QUARTERLY REPORT NO. 3)

Objective: To inform the Commission of the quarterly status of the
implementation of 10 CFR 50.48 and Appendix R to
10 CFR Part 50, as requested by a November 3, 1980, memo
from Samuel J. Chilk to Willfam J. Dircks, and to
request the Commission's concurrence on the granting
of exemptions to 10 CFR 50.48 schedular requirements.

Discussion: On February 17, 1981, the fire protection rule for
nuclear power plants, 10 CFR 50.48 and Appendix R to
10 CFR 50, became effective. This rule required all
licensees of plants licensed prior to January 1, 1979,
to submit by March 19, 1981: (1) plans and schedules
for meeting the applicable requirements of Appendix R,
(2) a design description of any modificaftons proposed
to provide alternative safe shutdown capability pursuant
to Paragraph 111.G.3 of Appendix R, and (3) exemption
requests for which the tolling provision of Sectfon
50.48(c)(6) was to be invoked.

The seven tables attached identify the changes that have
taken place since the second quarterly report (SECY-81-414)
through September 1981.*

Contact:
G. Harrison, NRR
492-4564

$

*However, at a recent meeting in November with utility
management on Appendix R impacts, several licensees
verbally indicated that they will be requesting additional
extensions. These requests will probably be received

t(’g/ during the next reporting period. As a result of these
10\ requests, we expect further consideration for schedular

SJJ:L' exemptions may be needed for those with good reason.



The Commissioners

There are two areas which the staff wishes to highlight
for the Commissfon attention.

First, the majority of those 1icensee responses submitted
{n response to the February 20, 1981, Fire Protection

Rule -~ Generic Letter 81-12 (mostly plants 1isted in

Table 11) have not been complete. When the inadequacy of
the 1icensee’s response is finally made clear to each
1{censee, commitment dates for the revised responses are
established. However, these dates do not support com-
pletion of the technical evaluation by our consultant,
Brookhaven National Laboratories, an the original schedule.
Therefore, we will {ssue safety evaluation reports which
contain open {tems to be resolved after adequate responses
from the 1{censees are recefved. While this approach

“will facilitate the early {identification of unresolved

items, 1t will also result in additional staff effort and
will extend the date by which Appendix R concerns can be
completed.

We are concerned that alternative shutdown modifications
will not be scheduled for implementation by the licensees
until we complete our review and approve the modifications.
Therefore, we will propose to the Commission in the near
future a plan for requiring a fixed date for compliance
with the alternative shutdown option in those cases where
the fnformation requested for staff review has not been
provided by the extended date granted to the licensee.

The second area {s the request for schedular and technical

requirements. Table I 11sts the 42 plants which requested

an exemption from the requirement to submit fnformation
by March 19, 1981,

In our second quarterly report, we indicated that we
intended to grant schedular exemptions up to March 19, 1982.
This would grant the exemptions as requested except for
Arkansas 1, Browns Ferry 1, 2 and 3, Crystal River,.

Farley 1, St. Lucie 1, San 0nofre 1, and Turkey Point

3 and 4. The 11censees for these plants have requested
schedule dates that extend from March 30, 1982 to

October 1982. We have taken no action perta1n1ng to any
schedular exemptions pending a decision by the Commission.



j

The Commissioners . ' -3 -

Tables III, IV, V, and YI 1ist all plants which
requested exemptions from technical requirements.
These tables fdentify each specific exemption
requested prior to October 1, 1981, the licensee's
basis for requesting an exemption, and states ‘

the status of the NRC review effort of the sixty-one
exemptions requested. The staff has thirty-one under
review, denfed nine, and approved or determined

no exemption was required for twenty-two.

Summary: The staff {s proceeding with the fire protection
reviews of operating plants and believes that
resources will permit resolution of most issues
early in 1982. Licensees would be oblfigated to
proceed in accordance with the tolling provisions
of Appendix R. We are concerned, however, that
some licensees may not be responsive to our
requests for information on proposed alternative
shutdown systems. Therefore, we will propose
to the Commission in the near future a means to
expedite response to our February 20, 1981 letter
under penalty of enforcement action.

We intend to grant schedular exemptions up to
March 19, 1982, a one year extension. ‘

Recommendation: We request that the Commission concur in this
- action so that we can process those exemptions
which are not pending responsiveness of 1icensees.

,1;,z2%>:§i);.dbzi~

William J. Dircks
Executive Director for Operations

Enclosures:
Tables 1 thru vII

Commissioners' comments should be provided directly to the Office of the
Secretary by c.o0.b. Thursday, December 10, 1981.

Commission Staff Office comments, if any, should be submitted to the
Commissioners NLT December 3, 1981, with an information copy to the Office
of the Secretary, if the paper is of such a nature that it requires
additional time for analytical review or comment, the Commissioners and
the Secretariat should be apprised of when comments may be expected. -

" DISTRIBUTION
Commissioners ,

Commission Staff Offices

EDO :

ELD

ACRS

AsLsp
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Q3

"TABLE 1

PLANTS REQUESTING SCHEDULAR EXEMPTION FROM SUBMITTAL
OF SEPARATION REANALYSIS AND MODIFICATIONS

PROPOSED FOR PROTECTION OF SAFE SHUTDOWN CAPABILITY (111.6)

PLANT NAME

Brunswican 1/2

Calvert Cliffs 1/2

Cooper

Oconee 1/2/3
Oyster Creek

Peach Bottom 2/3

REQUESTED DATE

January 15, 1982

October 1, 1981 - Unit 1

February 1, 1982 - Unit &

October 22, 1981

Apri1.]7, 1981
January 17, 1082
March 1, 1982

PRESENT STATUS

Arkansas 1 Specific Tech. Exemp. 3/28 No Chénge
Modification design desc. 5/82

- Arkansas 2 Specific Tech. Exemp. 11/81 . No Change
Modification design desc. 2/82

‘Beaver Valley 1 December 1, 1981 No Change

Browns Ferry 1/2/3 June 1, 1982 No Change

1-1/2 month slip

No Change
‘No Change

-Inadequate'Response

Ltr. sent on 9/22/%]
requesting additicnal

information
Crystal River March 30, 1982 No Change
Dresden 1 Prior to restart June 1086 No Change
Farley 1 October 1582 No Change
Farley 2 March 1982 No Change
Fitzpatrick December.28, 1981. No Change
'Haddam Neck February 1, 1982 No Change
Hatch 1/2 March 19, 1982 No Change
Indian Point 3 March 19, 1982 No Change
Maine Yankee November 1981 No Change
Millstone 1/2 February 1, 1982 No Change.
Monticello December 19, 1981 No Change

SER by Nov, 198)
No Change '

"o Change



Q3

Q3

PLANT NAME

~Pilgrim

Point Beach 1/2

Prairie Island 1/2

Robinson 2

St. Lucie

San Onofre 1

Three Mile‘Island 1

Three Mile Island 2
Turkey Point 3/4

Vermont Yankee

Humbolit Bay

TABLE 1 (Continued)

~ REQUESTED DATE

‘October 31, 1981

December 31, 1981
December 19, 1981
February 1, 1982

May 31, 1982
April 1, 1982
December 15, 1981
Indefinite

May 31, 1982

July 30, 1981.

Indefinite

PRESENT STATUS

No Change

No Change

No Change

Licensee preparing
schedule change

to February 1982
No Change

No Change

No Change

. No Change

No Change
SER by Dec. 1981

No Change



TABLE 2
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Q3}
Q3]

Q3l

Q3]

3l

Q3]
3l

Q3}

q3l

Q3
Q3)

03]
Q3|
Q3

Q3
Q3

Q3

PLANT
Bia Rock Point

Cook 1/2

Davis Besse
Oresden 2/3
Duvane Arnold

Ft. Calhoun

‘Ft. St. Vrain

Ginna
Indian Point 2
Kewaunee

LaCrosse

Nine Mile Point 1
North Anna 1/2
Palisades

Quad tities 1/2

Rancho Seco

- Salem 1/2

Surry 1/2

TABLE I!

PLANTS NOT REQUESTING SCHED'LAR EXEMPTION

LICENSEE POSITION

Submitted plans and sched. to
meet Appr., R, G. J and O.

Claims meets Appendix R

Will meet App. R.

Will meet App. R details
5/19/81

Meet J & 0. Will meet G.

Meet App. R; A.S.S. design

: submitted

Meets App. R.
Will meet App. R; A.S.S.

.design submitted.

Meets App. R; A.S.S. design

. submitted,

Will meet App. R; A.S.S.
design submitted.

A.S.S. design submitted.

Will meet App. R - details
5/19/81

Meets App. R; A.S.S. design
submitted.

Will meet App. R -'A.S.S. design
submitted.

Will neet App. R - A.S5.S. design
submitted. :

Meet intent of App. R II] G.

Will meet App. R with certain
exemptions. A.S.S. questionable

Heet Apo. R

STAFF COMMENTS

SER by Oct., 198}

‘Ready for I&E Inspectic

Additional Information
Required

SER by Déc., 1581
Additional Information
Required

SER by Oct., 1981

Ready for I&E Inspectio
SER by Oct., 1981

Ready for Review
SER by Oct., 1981

Ready for Review

_Additional Information

Required

Ready for Review
SER by Dec.. 1981
Ready for Review

Ready for Review

SER by Dec., 1981

SER by fov., 1981



03

Q3|
Q3

PLANT
Trojan
Yankee Rowe

Zion 1/2

TASLE 1! (continued)

- LICENSEE POSITION

Meet the intent of App. R
Will meei with proposed A.S.S.

Meet App. R.

STAFF _COMMENTS

“Under Review

SER by Nov., 1981
SER by Nov., 1981



TABLE 3



TABLE 111

PLANTS REQUESTING EXEMPTION FROM TECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS OF SECTION
" 111.G. FIRE PROTECTION OF SAFE SHUTDOWN CAPABILITY

Q3

Q3

PLANT

Arkansas 1/2

Brunswick 1/2

Cooper

Hatch 1/2

Hatch 1/2
Oconee j/2/3
Oconee 1/2/3
Pilgrim
Pilgrim
?ilgrim

Pilgrim

EXEMPTTON

A1l requirements
including III.G.

Fixed fire suppres-
sion in Control
Room and Cable
Spreading Room -

Separation and
Barrier Regqmts.

Separation & Barrier
Reqgmts. and Alterna-
tive Safe Shutdown
Regmts. for Intake
Structure

Fire suppression
in Control Room.

Fixed Suppression
for east and west
penetration rooms

Fixed suppression
in-Control Room

1 hr. encl. of 1
division in the
cable spreading
room

Fixed Suppression
for Control Room

Fixed Suppression
for Switchgear Room

Fixed suppression -
for vital Mg Set
Room

BASIS

Previous SER approval'

Would not enhance
previous SER
approval modifi-
catinns.

Previous SER approval
and insufficient time

Fire Hazards An$1ysis
and Previous SER
Approval

Contirually manned;
manual suppression;

previous SER approval.

3 hr. barrier between
rooms and safe shut-
down not affected

Same as Hatch 1/2
Auto €0y protection,

detection, and alter-
native safe shutdown

~available

Continua11y manned;
Manual suppression;
previous SER approval

3 hr, fire proofing
of 1division

Only one valve cir-
cuit is involved;
Alternative safe
shutdown eavailable

STATUS

Staff denies;
never approved

Stéff intends

~granting Control
Room. Cable

Spreading Room
under review.

Submittal due
Oct. 22, 1981

Under Review

Staff intends

granting

" No exemption

required
Staff intends
granting

Exemption not
needed

Staff intends
granting

Under Review

Under Review



03|

Q3]

03]

03'

a3}

PLANT

Pilgrim
Pilgrim
Pilgrim |
Pi]grim
Pilgrim

Pilgrim

~ Pilgrim

Q3

Rancho Seco

Rancho Seco

Robinson

Salem 1/2

Salem 1/2

Salem 1/¢

TABLE III (continued)

EXEMPTION

Fixed Suppression for
Rx Bldg. closed cooling
Water Pump Room B

Fixed suppression for
Rx B81dg. Elev. 51'0Q"

Fixed subpfession for
Swgr. Room A

Feedwater B Turbine
B1dg. Elev. 6' to 47'
1 hr. enclosure

‘Fixed suppression

for CRD Module Area
West

Fixed suppression
for CRD Module Area
East -

Fixed suppression for
all areas with only
one division

No fixed suppression
for control room

No fixed suppression
Fire Areas 47, 48, 49,
and 58

No fixed suppressiorn
for Control room

Vs hr., doors/dampers
as part of 3 hr,
tarrier

tio automatic fire
suppression with
1 hr, barriers. ¥ hr,

barriers with sprinklers

Redundant, indepen-
dent sprinklers in
lieu of barriers for
AFW

BASIS

Fire Barriers &
physical arrange-
ment

Fire barriers and
sprinklers

No effect on safe
shutdown capability

Proposed addition
of fire resistive
wrap & marinite -
board

Prcposed addition
of marinite board

Proposed additicn
of fire resistive
wrap

Does not enharbe
fire protection

safety

Continually manned;

- Manual Suppression

Previous SER approval

Small fire loading
1 hr, enclosure
portable CO, & hose

Continually manned;
Manual suppression;
Previous SER approval

FHA established fire
loading., Previous .
SER approval

FHA established low
fire loading. Previous
SER approval

Barriers would
degrade manual
operation of AFW

STATUS
Under Review
Under Review
Exemption not

needed

Under Review

Under Review
Under Review

Exemption not .
needed

Staff intends
granting

Under Review

Staff intends
granting

‘Under Review

Under Review

Staff denied



PLANT

Salem 1/2 °

St. Lucie
St. Lucie

Q3| St. Lucie

Three Mile
Island 2

Turkey Pt.
3/4

'QB’ Trojan

03| Crystal River

TABLE I1I(continued)

EXEMPTION

No fixed suppression
for control room

Fire rating require-
ments for 6 doors and
assemblies

A1l requirements for
all areas previously
approved by SER

Dampers in safety
related ducts

A1l requirements

All requirements
for all areas

.previously approved

by SER

5 Areas

Ho fixed suppression
for AFWs (3.18)

BASIS:

Continually manned;
Manual suppression;

Previous SER approval

Water-tight doors,
substantial design,
Tocking lugs

NRC has not shown
that compliance will
enhance safety '

Dampers would violate
radio]o?jcal control
and could prevent
cooling of safety
related equipment

Plant is in cold shut-
down and will remain
so with decay heat
loss to ambient
completely passive
decay heat removal

NRC has not shown
that compliance will
enhance safety

Previous FHA will
not enhance fire
protection.

Only one safety
division will be
affected

STATUS
Staff intends

‘granting

Undef Review

Lacks specificit
staff denied

Staff denied

Under review.
Require revised
FHA for present
condition.

Lacks specific{1
~stafrf denied

SER by Nov.

SER by Nov.




TABLE 4



Q3

Q3

TABLE 1V

PLANTS REQUESTING EXEMPTION FROM TECHNICAL REdUIREMENTS OF SECTION
IIT.J. EMERGENCY LIGHTING

PLANT

Monticello

Pilgrim

€t. Lucie

Three Mile
Island 2

Turkey Pt.
3/4

Trojan

nancho Seco

EXEMPTION

Except for Control
Room & D/G Room
safe shutdown areas
have D/G powered
1ighting

8 hr. battery powered
Emergency Lighting

Lice »see commits to
mee{ requirements.
[f NRC disagrees,
exemption is
requested.

Any additional Emer-
gency Lighting needed

as a result of III.G.

Licensee believes
his plant meets
requirements. I[f
NRC disagrees,
exemption {s
requested.

Redundant supply from
diesel generators in

1ieu of batteries.

No emergency 1ights
in Rx Bldg.

BASIS

D/G's can provide
1ight power for

greater than 8 hrs.

Would not enhance
fire protection
safety. Their

placement of 8 hr,
1ights previously

approved.

None

Exemption request
for III.G

None

Equivalent to or

hetter. than I1I.J.

requirements.

STATUS
Staff denfed

Meets the rule.

No exemption
needed.

Denied

Under review.
Requested revised
FHA for present
condition. '

Denjed

Under review.

Not needed.



TABLE s



PLANT

'Crysta1 River

3

Haddam Neck

Millstone

2

- LACBWR

Pilgrim

Robinsor,

St. Lucie

Three MiVe
Island 2

Turkey Pt.
3/4

Vermont
Yankee

TABLE V ,
PLANTS REQUESTING EXEMPTION FROM TECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS OF SECTION .

EXEMPTION

Sefsmic requirements
Seismic requirements
Seismic requirements

No 011 Collection
System

No 011 Collection
System

Automatic sprinklers
in 1ieu of ofl collec-
tion system

011 collection system

will not withstand
LOCA

No 041 Collection
System .

011 collection system
will not withstand
LOCA

No 611 Collection
System

I11.0. OIL COLLECTION SYSTEM FOR REACTOR COOLANT PUMPS

BASIS

No effect on safe
shutdown; previous
SER approval.

Seismically designed

oil system; previous

SER approval.
Seismically designed
oil system; previous
SER approval.

Replace oil with non-
flammable liquid.

Contafinment inerted -
Fire in pump bay will

not adversely affect
safe shutdown,

LOCA environment will
put out fire.

RCP's not used.

LOCA environment will

- put out fire.

_May inert

STATUS

Under review.

Staff intends
granting.

Staff intends
granting.

Undef review,

Exemption not
needed.

Under review.

Exemption not
needed.

Staff intends
granting.
Exemption not
needed.

Under review.



TABLE. 6




TABLE VI

PLANTS REQUESTING EXEMPTION FROM TECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS OTHER THAN
II1. G.. [1t.J., AND I11.0.

PLANT

Calvert Cliffs
1/2

LACBWR

Maine Yankee
Pilgrim
Point Beach
V/2

‘Robinson

Robinson

St. Lucie

St. Lucfie

Three Mile
Island 1

EXEMPTION

ITI.N. Hafer Curtain
in lieu of fire door

IIT.A. No additional

“fire pump

111.L. Loss of Off-
site Power for 72
hours

ITI.M. Fire Barrier
Cable Penetration
Seal Qualification

Shift supervisor as
member of fire bri-
gade

I11.L.3. Cold shut-
down in 72 hours w/o
offsite power

IIT.M.2. Acceptance
criteria for fire
barrier cable pene-
tration seal quali-
fication

IIT.A. NFPA-20 Control-

lers for fire pumps

I11.A. Fire pumps
powered by vital
bus -during DBA
signal

111.N. Supervision of

fi-e doors

BASIS

Actuation as reliable
as door closure; will
perform rating test

Modif. to increase
capacity of existing
pumps and use of
emergency service
water supply '

Reliabi 4ty of off-

site power

Would not enhance
safety. Previously
approved by NRC

Would enhance fire
protection safety

Unnecessary risk to
safety to cool down
w/o offsite power

Detrimental to over-
all safety to replace
seals

NFPA-20 controllers
do not meet Zlass IE

- requirements

Could overlaod D/G.
No DBA concurrent
with fire

Previously approved
by NRC

STATUS

Under review

“Under review

Under review

Not an open
item. Exemp-
tion not needed

Staff denfed -
Under review

Under review

_Under review

Under review

Not an open

or backfit

item. No
exemption needed



PLANT

Three Mile
Istand 1

Three Mile

Island 1

EXEMPTION

ITIT.E. Fire hose test
pressure

Fire hose stations auto
water suppression in
diesel room basement

BASIS

NRC incorrectly cited
NFPA Std. Licensee
meets correct std.

Not needed for safe
shutdown anymore

STATUS

Rule being cor-
rected, No
exemption
needed.

Under review.
Requested re-
vised FHA f.r
present con-

dition,



TABLE 7



3|

Q3|

03|

03|

Q3|

PLANT

Turkey Point 3/4
Vermont Yankee
Vermont Yankee
Cooper

Crystal River 3

Dresden 1

Fitzpatrick
Humboldt Bay
Indian Point 3
Peach Bottom 2/3

Point Beach 1/2

St. Lucie

]
TABLE VII

OTHER SCHEDULAR EXEMPTIONS

EXEMPTION

Compliance with I11.A, Modify
standpipe in existing tank and
fnstall new water supply tank

Compliance with III.1. Hands on

fire fighting

Compliance with III.H. Shift
supervisor not on fire brigade

Plans and schedules formeeting
I11.4.

Completion of Reactor Building
standpipe modificatinn

A1l requirements of Appendix R
and FPSER

Wil1l comply

A1l requirements of Appendix R
and Appendix A to BTP 9.5-1

Plans and schedules and exemp-
tion requests for III.J.

Equipment for fire brigade
Plans and schedules for III.0
Implementation for III.0

Completion of installation of
fire doors, completion of re-
routing of cable for fire pumps

SLIPPAGE
From 11/17/81 to 3/31/84

Completed

Completed

Submittal due 10/22/31
From 1981 refuel to out-
age after 6/82

From 10 CFR 50.48 sche-
dules to prior to start-
up 6/86

No ekemptions~needed. Sub-
mittal due Dec. 10, 1981

'Indefinite

Under review

Misinterp. not needed
From 3/19/81 to 6/30/81
From 9 mos. after 3/19/81
to 9 mos. after 6/30/81
11 mos.

1 year
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