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From: Edward Ford 
To: Diane Jackson) MAl'2 

Date: Mon, Jan 3, 2000 11:46 AM 
Subject: Re: BUL 94-01 and the MR 

Hi, Diane 

Please see the attached response to your question.  

Ed 

>>> Diane Jackson 12/30 1:22 PM >>> 
Ed 

As we discussed, attached is Bulletin 94-01. As a result of the Dresden freezing event, the maintainance practices and 
licensee oversight (or lack there of) of the SFP at decommissioning plants was highlighted.  

Please take a look at BUL 94-01 - we are considering having licensees respond to the bulletin however, the bulletin was 
written prior to the MR. We want to know if the MR covers the actions requested in the bulletin or even if parts of the 
bulletin are now covered by the MR. If there are portions that are covered, please identify them.  

Thanks for your assistance 
- Diane 

CC: George Hubbard, Tanya Eaton



Diane

In your email you asked: ".. we are considering having licensees respond to the bulletin 
however, the bulletin was written prior to the MR. We want to know. if the MR 
covers the actions requested in the bulletin or even if parts of the bulletin are now 
covered by the MR. If there are portions that are covered, please identify them." 

To summarize, yes, it appears that the Rule directly addresses the first two of the 
bulletin-required items (para 1 and 2), but not the last two items (para 3 and 4). I've 
included and highlighted the applicable portion of the Rule and highlighted with 
italics the applicable portions of the bulletin that are covered.  

We also note for items 3 and 4 that preventive maintenance should include periodic inspections 
of piping or hose degradation, and that PMs should include the leak detection monitoring 
equipment. However, experience has shown varying results regarding this when inspected.  

Ed 

Paragraph (a)(1) of 10 CFR 50.65 states, in part, 
" For a nuclear power plant for which the licensee has submitted the certifications 
specified in 50.82(a)(1), this section only shall apply to the extent that the 
licensee shall monitor the performance or condition of all structures, systems, or 
components associated with the storage, control, and maintenance of spent fuel 
in a safe condition, in a manner sufficient to provide reasonable assurance that 
such structures, systems, and components are capable of fulfilling their intended 
functions. [italics added]" 

The following italicized paragraphs (para land 2) of NRC BULLETIN 94-01 directly correlate to 
what the Rule requires of a shutdown licensee.  

Please note that the Rule requirements have also been interpreted by our section to be on a 
sliding scale that diminishes with the age of the spent fuel. That is, the interpretation of the 
requirements is much less stringent for a plant that has been shutdown for a long while, well 
past the potential for a Zircaloy fire, than for a recently shutdown plant with a fresh pool of spent 
fuel. This regulatory position recognizes the much longer time available for a recovery response 
to assure the storage, control, and maintenance of spent fuel in a safe condition.  

"Requested Actions 

Immediately upon receipt of this bulletin, all action addressees are requested 
to take the following actions to ensure that the quality of the SFP coolant, 
and the cooling and shielding for fuel or equipment stored in the SFP is not 
compromised and that all necessary structures and support systems are 
maintained and are not degraded.  

1. Verify that the structures and systems required for containing, cooling, 
cleaning, level monitoring and makeup of water in the SFP are operable 
and adequate, consistent with the licensing basis, to preclude high



levels of radionuclides in the pool water and adverse effects on stored 
fuel, the SFP, fuel transfer components, and related equipment.  

2.Ensure that systems for essential area heating and ventilation are 
adequate and appropriately maintained so that potential freezing 
failures that could cause loss of SFP water inventory are precluded.  

3.Ensure that piping or hoses in or attached to the SFP cannot serve as 
siphon or drainage paths in the event of piping or hose degradation or 

failure or the mispositioning of system valves.  

4.Ensure that operating procedures address conditions and observations 
that could indicate changes in SFP level and address appropriate 
maintenance, calibration and surveillance of available monitoring 
equipment. This should include any leak detection systems."


