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SUSQUEHANNA STEAM SLECTRIC STATION QNIT 1

CONTRGL OF HEAVY LOADS - PHASE I ~ SAFETY EVALUATION RERORT

x

I. JINTRODUCTION

As a fesult of GenériéﬂTask A-36, "Con;rol of Heavy. Loads

Mear épent Fuel," NUREG-Oé{Zz "ControL of Heavy Loads at

Nuclear Plants" was developed. Following the, issuénce

; ) of NUR‘G -0612, a generic'lstter, dated Desenuar 22/ 1980,

was sent to altl operat1ng plants., apollcan;s for operat1ng

licenses agd holders of construction permits requesting

.' . T That responses be preparaed to indicats the degree o7
compliance with the guidelines of MUREG-0612. The
responses were to be made in two stages. The first
response (Phase I) was to identify the load handling
equipment within the scope of NUREG~0612 and to describe
the associated general 1oad handling c¢cperations such as
safe load paths, procedures, operator training, special
and ‘general purpose Llifting devices, the maintenances
testing and repair of equipment and the handling equip-
ment spacifications. The second response (Phase II) was
intended to show that either single-failure-proof handiing
esuipment was not needed or that single-failure-proof

equipment had 'been provided. This safety evaluation report
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’ contains the staff's evaluation of Phise I. “An evaluation ‘

‘ of Phase II will be the subject of future correspondence.
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' By lettér'dated_December_22z 1980, the Pennsy}vania‘Power'
,ﬁ . snd Light Compényz the licensze 7or Susquehan}a Unit 3
‘was requested to review their provisions for handling and
control of.heaJy,Loads at Susquehanna. bnit 1 to. deter-
mine the extent %o which the guideliness oFf MUREG-0812 zare
. ' presently satisfied and to discuss and cecmait to mutually
agreeable changes and modifications ghat gould be required
o in ordér to fully satisfy these guidelines.

II. NRC REVIEW AND EVALUATION

The staff and its consultant., Eé&G Idaho, Inc. have

;. ’ reviewed the Pennsylvania Power and Light Company submittals
for Susquehanna, Unit 1. As a result of its'}eview/ EGEG
has {ssued a Technical _Evaluation Report (TER). The étaff

. . has reviewed the TER and concurs with its findings that

-the guidelines in -NUREG-0612 Section 5.1.1 ‘have been QatiST

fied. Ye therefore conclude that Phase I for Susquehanna~

w

Unit 1 is acceptable.




