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June 26, l19€3

J. P. C'Reilly, Chief, Reactor Inspecticn and 2nfcrcement
3ranch, Division of Compliance, Headquarters

U. S. ARMY MATERIALS AND MECHANICS RISZARCH CENTER
DOCKET NO. 50-47

T™he attached report of a special visit to th2 subject
fa2i1lity by our assigned inspector con April 24 and 25,
13628, is forwarded £cr action.

The »rincipal purpose uf the visit was to provide follcwup
£9 a situaticn relating to the unauthorized medificaticn
to the facility Specifically, during the previous visit,
it was notad tHat certain mcdificaticns had k2en made
without priocr as:r~va’ £ DRL. The licensee was advised
at that time that such approval wculd be necessary prior
to the resumption of operaticn. Proger agproval was sub-
sequently reguested and granted: tha lattes in the form

of Change MNe. 1, which authorizas operation at 2 MWt with
certain specified facility mcdifications and with the
acdditicnal requirement that cne of the primary lcops e
isolatad. ©During this wvisit, the inspector confirmed

that the subject mcdificatici . had been completed in
acacrdance with the authoriza:.cn. Alsc, that the raguirad
isclation of a primary lcop was in 2ffect. It is uctod
that operaticn of the facility, following th

subject mcdificaticns, was rasumed on April
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In additicn, during this visit, the inspector discussad
tha requirements ¢£ 10 CFR 50.36(¢c) and 50.59 with the
licensea, Such a”thﬁ was sag; ested by DPL in the transe-

mittal m:mc:ari~w for Change MNo. 1. The results of this
discussion ar nsid erad *o e satisfactoxy.
"he resulss of ccntainment lsals rata tests wera raviswed kv
our inspector and crserved to te within the requiramants cf
th2 lizensa, During his reviaw, the inapector noted that
the ~ontainment oversrassurizaticn preotestiocon davice, 3
WETeL 123, Aaa bean inadvertaently! blown during cne pnhase
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for 5 Mwt operatiocn®, currently under review by DRL.
Additional information relating tc the device is contained
in this repecrt. It is recommendad that CRL be requested
to include in their review of the application for 5 MWt
cperaticn the adaquacy of the design of this device, in-
cluding specifically the csontrols for maintaining proper
watar lavel and the lack of a feature for reset after relief.
I+ is noted that the facilitiss for the ramcval of a beam

tube with the scol full cf water were reviawed by the in-
spector. It was concludad that thaese facilitiss will permit
adequate control of the bean tuhe during remcval or installa-
tion. we do continue to have scme raservation, hcwever, about
the desirability of performing this cperation with the reactcer
core in place.

T+ i3 also notad that this viait includes a review of the

adequacy of cperator coverage ané of the facility emergency
plans as requested by CO:EQ directives. No deficiencias cf
gsignificance were datactad in 2ither subject area.

R. T. Carlscn
Saniocr Reactcor Insgectcer

Znclosure: 2

CO Regort No. 47/6
by G. L. Madsen
dated 5/17/43
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