November 27, 2001

Dr. William G. Vernetson
Director of Nuclear Facilities
University of Florida

202 Nuclear Sciences Center
P.O. Box 118300
Gainesville, FL 32611-8300

SUBJECT:  UNIVERSITY OF FLORIDA - REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
RE: FUEL SURVEILLANCE AMENDMENT (TAC NO. MB3358)

Dear Dr. Vernetson:

We are continuing our review of your amendment request for Amended Facility Operating
License No. R-56 for the University of Florida Training Reactor which you submitted on
November 8, 2001. During our review of your amendment request, questions have arisen for
which we require additional information and clarification. Please provide responses to the
enclosed request for additional information within 30 days of the date of this letter. In
accordance with 10 CFR 50.30(b), your response must be executed in a signed original under
oath or affirmation. Following receipt of the additional information, we will continue our
evaluation of your amendment request.

If you have any questions regarding this review, please contact me at (301) 415-1127.
Sincerely,
/RA/
Alexander Adams, Jr., Senior Project Manager
Operational Experience and

Non-Power Reactors Branch

Division of Regulatory Improvement Programs
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Docket No. 50-83

Enclosure: As stated

cc w/enclosure:
Please see next page
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REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
UNIVERSITY OF FLORIDA TRAINING REACTOR
DOCKET NO. 50-83

Your proposed change to Technical Specification (TS) 4.2.7 (1) also impacts

TS 4.2.2 (4). Changing the fuel inspection requirement in TS 4.2.7 (1) from biennially to
every five years in effect eliminates the inspection of the mechanical integrity of the
control blades and drive system in TS 4.2.2 (4) that occurred during fuel inspections
under the two year fuel inspection interval. The control blades and drive system will
continue to be subject to the requirement in TS 4.2.2 (4) to be fully checked at least
once every five years. Please describe the difference between conducting an inspection
and a full check of the control blades and drive system. Please give a justification for
dropping the inspection requirement and only needing to perform a full check every five
years on the system.

Your proposed change to TS 4.2.7 (1) contains a surveillance frequency of every five
years at intervals not to exceed six years. One of the advantages of your proposed TS
change was the ability to perform a full check of the control blades and drive system
required by TS 4.2.2 (4) at the same time as the fuel inspection. Please consider
changing the wording on the interval of surveillance for TS 4.2.2 (4) to match that
proposed for TS 4.2.7 (1) by adding “at intervals not to exceed six years” to TS 4.2.2 (4).



