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fUNITED STATES
NUCLEAR R EGULATORY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION

ROCHESTER GAS AND ELECTRIC CORPORATION

R. E. GINNA NUCLEAR POWER PLANT

DOCKET NO. 50-244

1.0 INTRODUCTION

As a result of the NRC review of load handling operations at nuclear power
plants, NUREG-0612, "Control of Heavy Loads at Nuclear Power Plants-
Resolution of TAP A-36," was issued. Following the issuance of NUREG-0612,
a generic letter dated December 22, 1980, was sent to all operating plants,
applicants for operating licenses and holders of construct'ion permits
requesting that responses be prepared to indicate the degree of compliance
with the guidelines of NUREG-0612. If the plants were not in compliance
with the guidelines, the utilities were to discuss any differences identified
in their submittal and commit to mutually agreeable changes and modifications
that would be required to fully satisfy the guidelines. The responses were
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 load paths, procedures, operator training, special and general
purpose lifting devices, the maintainence, testing and repair. of equipment
and the handling equipment'pecifications. The second response (Phase II)
was intended to show that either single-failure-.proof handling equipment was
not needed or that single-failure-proof equipment had been provided. This
safety evaluation contains the staff 's evaluation of Phase I. An evaluation
of Phase II will be the subject of future correspondence.

2.0 EVALUATION

Rochester Gas and Electric Corporation's (RG8E's) (licensee's) submittals
dated February 1, 1982, March 2, 1983, and October 12, 1983 have been
reviewed by our consultant, Franklin Research Center (FRC), under a technical
assistance contract. A copy of FRC's Technical Evaluation Report (TER) is
attached. The staff has also received the licensee's letter of, January 11,
1984 regarding, compliance with additional guidelines subsequent to issuance

, of the TER.

2. 1 General Provisions for Load Handlin

The staff has established seven guidelines concerning provisions
for handling heavy loads in the area of the reactor, vessel, n'ear
stored 'spent fuel, or in other areas where an accidenta'1 load
drop could damage equipment required for safe shutdown or decay heat
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removal. As detailed in Section 2 of the attached TER, it has
been found that load handling operations at the Ginna plant can.
be expected to be conducted in a highly reliable manner
consistent with the staff's objectives as expressed in these
guidelines.

The TER indicates that, although RG&E was in compliance with a
majority of the general guidelines, the technical evaluation
reviewed proposed licensee actions which were currently under
development or being implemented for General Guidelines I, 2, 5,
and 6. Substantial action remained to be completed by the
licensee to fully comply with NUREG-0612, although proposed
actions were reasonable and consistent with NUREG-0612 if
implemented in the manner specified by the licensee.

Subsequent to the preparation of the TER, the licensee informed
the staff by letter dated January 11, 1984 that actions have
been implemented for General Guidelines I, 2, 5, and 6. The
actions implemented were consistent with the proposed ones
evaluated by FRC.

2.2 Interim Protection Neasures

The staff has established (NUREG-0612, Section 5.3) that certain
measures should be initiated to provide reasonable assurance that
handling of heavy loads will be performed in a safe manner until
final implementation of- the general guidelines of NUREG-0612,
Section 5. 1 is complete. Specified measures include the imple-
mentation of a technical specification to prohibit the handling of
heavy loads over fuel in the storage pool; compliance with
Guidelines I, 2, 3, and 6 of NUREG-0612, Section 5. I. 1; a review of
load handling procedures and,operator trainino; and a visual
inspection program, including component repair or replacement as
necessary of cranes, slings, and spe'cial lifting devices to
eliminate deficiencies that could lead to component failure. An
evaluation of information provided by the licensee indicates that
measures have been properly implemented which ensure compliance
with the staff's measures for interim protection at the R.E. Ginna
Nuclear Power Plant.

3. 0 .CONCLUSION

The staff and its consultant, the Franklin Research Center (FRC), have
reviewed Rochester Gas and Electric Corporation submittals for Ginna. As a
result of its review, FRC has issued a Technical Evaluation Report (TER).
The .staff has reviewed the TER and concurs with its findings that the
guidelines in NUREG-0612, Sections 5. 1. 1, and 5.3 have been satisfied. The
staff therefore concludes that Phase I for Ginna is acceptable.
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