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clEMORANDUM FOR: A. Bert Davis, Regional Administrator
]

FROM: M. J. Miller, Director, Division of Reactor Safety
SUGJECT: MEtTING WITH IDNS ON ASME HOU IMPl.EMENTATION

On September 8,1990, Duanc Danielson, John Jacobson, Kavin' Ward, Mark Ring hnd
1 met with Roy Wight and members of his staff at the facilities of the Illinois
Department of Nuclear Safety (10NS) in Springfield. The purpose of the_ meeting
was to discuss specific plans for implementing the IDNS/NG memorandum of
understanding on the ASME Code which provides a mechanism for the State to
participate in NRL inspections. The meeting provided an opportunity to learn i

more about IDNS current and planned activities in the reactor safety area, to '

describe our inspections, and to meet IDNS staff members who will be involved in
implementing the M00,

1

Thq following summarizes the major points of discussion and other highlights ofthe meeting. {

1. Roy Wight described the various functions of his organization, the Officeof Nclea Facility Safety, beyond its extensive . emergency response i

!

responsibilities, it has three distinct groups that are involved in
reactor safety and " accident prevention" activities as they describe it.
'These are: the resident engineer group, the ASME Code compliance section )
and the reactor safety sect'<1. The latter t ) groups are likely to be
most directly involved in ASME MCJ %plementation.,

1

2. There are slots for three individuals in the ASME compliance area. Two
dividuals are onboard now working principally on regulation development;

ttay are also very active in the ASME Code committee work. They are
somwhat limited in how many inspections they can be involved in at the
present time.

3. The reactor safety section has seven positions including experts in PRA,

already been actively involved in reviewing licensee) event reports anothermal-hydraulics and reactor operations (former SR0 . -This group has -
licensing amendments, for example, the group has been conducting an -
extensive si.udy of a tech spec amendment request by Byron to eliminate r.
requirement for system venting following maintenance. They havt .;veloped
a sophisticated, finite-element fluid dynamics model . of the system tu
evaluate the potential effects voids in the system may have if a pump 'is
started without venting. They had some preliminary results but would not-
release them as they were predecisional.
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Other issues that the group' has been in"olved infinclude: IPEs,x
-

: containment venting,- station . blackout, reactor risk stufy--and-
decommissioning. Mr. Wight said1 that while much of"his has been generic.-
activity (such as commenting on NRC NUREGs and rules),- they have also-had

i.
-

contact with licensees on. selected issues.' .'Mr. Wight: said they may do_-
some " jawboning" of licensees with respect to their positions en; such .
issues as containment venting.

4. They gave us a demonstration- of their emergency response center (REAC)-,
,

capabilities. including its real time, continuous monitoring of reactor j
safety parameters at all Illinois plants. To support this activity, the
State has controlled copics on hand of all Pal 0s, CalDs and arregement
drawings for- each plantLin _ the State. 10NS4 saidL efforts to mate Ethis- i
emergency response center operational are pretty much complete. freeing a

their staf f 'to spend 'more time _ on the "accidentL prevention" side of-
things. '

- , -

.

5. We confirmed with Roy Wight agreement to start implementation of he MOV'

on a small scale, focusing:on ISI inspections which are closest to the-

t 1ditional ASME concerns for pressure vessel and piping integrity Xavin -,

Ward, John -Jacobson and Duane Danielson-' described in some:.dettil the
nature and scope of NRC routine -lSI and related reactive inspecti ns.

| e 1
1 6. Specific plans for involvement by IDNS in two inspections-(Quad Cities in 'I

October and Braidwood ,in carly 1991) were agreed to. 10NS is t: .be an
i

observer in these first inspections. 'We. stressed the need for flexibil_ity
given frequently changing Llicensee outage schedules (-inspection' chages on-
sometimes only: a day's notice).. They said-1they can accommodatr this,
understanding the need to :observeiactual7 work' in progress during an _;
outage. j,

7. Wa i scussed b'rior b i4 tion on=pending lDNS ASME regulati:ns
i

o

-!

They provided us with'co' pies of current ~ Fire Marshal; rules that hare been-

on the books. and applicable to nuclear- plants' for- many years,'_ and which
have virtually all of the.same provisions that proposed 10NS rults havt
(e.g., ins tion certificates. -im oundment of failed equipment, etel
T fore
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i i described to Wight and 1DNS lawyers how NRC's purview extends to "non-
safety relate" equipment. As with. many, this was a point of confusion-
for them. I explained the "important-to safety / safety-related"

; distinction and the NRC's position regarding the FSAR and associated
licensing documents being " contracts" with licensees on reactor safety"

4

t, even for things labled "non-safety related". !

h from these discussions,
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i (IDNS noted-that,
while t ey ave not been success ul in putung in e the regulations
that are intended to govern their ASME activities, there is no gap in.the
ASME framework in Illinois since ah MOU between the Fire Marshal and IDNS
has the Fir _e Marshall continuing to be responsible until the IDNS rules,

are finalized.)
}

8. I expressed the Region's feeling of responsibility about being the NRC's
central -point of contact with the- IDNS 'on reactor safety issues. I
assured 10NS. that this did not mean we felt that they should not be
dealing directly with NRR and Lother offices on generic matters (such asi

rulemaking) as all States and citizens do. I did say, .however, we ielt
they should address all Illinois plant-specific. issues through the Region.
Mr. Wight commital on this especially as it relates to licensing
actions.

. n tTis connection, was careful
to point out we did not wan clude- informal conversations and
discussion with NRR and other offices that we recognized may take place.)
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As u-are aware, 1
-1

if you have any. questions _ on1this' matter,- can respond at ,your.:
conven ence. .

i.

ORIGINN gigi;Eg gy HUBERT j. MILLER !

IH..JE Miller, Director.
Division.of Reactor? Safety;.

cc: .C. J. Ptperiello Rill
E. G.-Grtenman, Rlll! 1
J .- A. 'Zwol i nski , -' ilRR
Ti 0. Martin,1 Rill'
B..A. Berson, Rill
R~. Lickus,,R!!!
S, A. Schwartz, GPA
F.-Combs, GPA-
R. J. Bosnak,'RES ,

J. R. Mapes, 0GC |
"

R.'H Gallo, E00
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