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U.8. Nurlear Regulatory Commission
Vashington, D. C. 20555

Attn: Docketing and Service Branch

Perry Nuclear Pover Plant

Docket No. 50-440

Comments on Proposed Rule - Minor
Modifications to Nuclear Fover
Reactor Event Reporting Requiremente
{57 FR 28642, June 26, 1992)

Gentlemen:

on June 26, 1992, the NRC issued for public comment proposed amendments to
10CFRS0. 72 and 1JCFRS0.73 regarding notification and reporting requirements fo.
nuclear pover plants. The Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company (CEI},
operator of the Perry Nuclear Pover Plant, appreciates the opportunity to
comment on the proposed rule changes and the associated Statements cf
Consideration.

Operating experience at the Perry Plant supports the ¢~ clusions stated in the
subject Federal Register notice, vherein it is sta*ed chat the NRC " ..has
determined that certain types of events prin.. ily involving invalid engineere.
safety feature (ESF) actuations are of little or vo satety sipnificance," and
that "...reporting of certain types of events are no longer contributing userul
information to the operating reactor events database and, therefore, are no
longer necessary." Reduction of the reporting requirements will allov a more
appropriate utilization of resources vhile internal corrective antion programs
required by 10CFRSO, Appendix B, wvill continue to ensure that these minor
events vill be effectively addressed. Accordingly, CEI concurs in general vith
the proposed rule changes.

The attacament to this letter provides specific comments on tie content of the
proposed rule changes and the associated Statements. These comments wvere
generated through reviev of the preposed rules, Statements of Consideration
asscciated vith the issuance of the existing rules, and gu.dance peovided in
NUREG-1022 and its Supplementi. These comments are not Intended to broaden the
scope of the reporting requirement reductions proposed by the NRC; ra.her, they
are intended to clarify the recommended provisions to aveid differing
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interpretations upon future use. In addition to the comments provided herein,
CE! endorses the comments provided by the BVR Owners Group.

0f specific Interest to the Perry organization are therse provisions of the
proposed rules vhich address Reactor Water Cleanup System isolations, Because
of certain design characteristics, the RVCU system at Perry is susceptible to
isolations as a result of differential flov durir~ routine cperational
maneuvers. These isolations are unpredictable and difficult to avoid, and have
resultea in numerous reportable events over the last several years.

Engineering evaluation has shovn the system conditions vhich cause the
{solations (o have no significant negative effects on the system. Also, in
each case, the isolation has occurred as designed, demonstrating a high level
of rcliability of the isolation system. These events, therefore, are not
con-idered to be safety significant, and should be included in the scope of the
reporting reduction, Clarification of the definition of a valid ESF actuation
vould eliminate potential confusion on the reportability of such actuations,
and specific comments tovard that objective are provided in the attachment. A
115t of specific LERs submitted on this lssue could be provided upon request.

CEI commends the NRC for this effort and o .ers aimed at improving reporting
requirements, ard ve appreciate your consideration of our cotsents. If there
are any questions regarding the comments provided, please contact Mr. Henry L.
Hegrat, Supervisor - Compliance, (216) 259-3737 Fxtension 5185,

Sincere
\‘./L.l £
Michazl D. Lyster
MDL:HLH: 88
Sttachment
cer NRC Project Manager
NRC Resident Inspector Office
NRC Regica ITI

V. A, Zarbig - BVROG
V. A. Horin - NUBARG
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Attachment
Page 1 of 2

A copy of 57 FR 28642 through 28645 is included as part of this Attachment,
The appropriate FR parayraphs have been annotated to correspond vith the
comments provided belowv.

1.

Under Background, paragraph 4, the definition of valid signals should be
chinged to "...those signals that ar initiated in response to actual
plant conditions which require initiation of the ESF to mitigate the
consequences of a significant event.”

This definition vould exclude those signals caused by unexpected or
unpredictable changes in system conditions which do not require the
initiation of the ESF., For example, RWCU isolations caused by system
voiding during operating staius changes (Startup, Shu down, shifting of
Filter/Demineralizerr) are recognized operational nuisances vith no
safety significance. Hovever, because such an ESF gignal is caused by
", ..parameters satisfying the requirements for ESF initiation," the
reporting of these events vould still be required through literal
application of the definition provided.

Under Discussion, paragraph 3, the vords "...the event continues to be
reportable under..." should be changed to "...the event must be evaluated
under..." Likevise, at the end ot the paragraph, the vords "...the
event/discovery continues to be reportable..." should be replaced vith
",,.the event/discovery is potentially reportable under other provisions
of 10 CFR 50.72 or 10 CFR 57.73."

Su~h events or conditions do not necessarily constitute a reportable
event under the current rule . For example, lors of a single train of a
safety system does not necessarily constitute a los. »f a safety
function, as addressed in 50.72(b)(2)(1i1) and 50.73(a)(2)(v).
Additionally, if the reason for the failure vas introduced at or near the
time of the failure, the event might not constitute operation or
conditions prohibited by the Technical Specifications, reportable under
50.73(a)(2)(1)(B).

Under Discussion, paragraph 4, the wvords "...to address vhether
corrective actions for events or conditions that are adverse to quality
are reportable or not..." should be changed to "...to address corrective
actions for events or coaditions that are adverse to quality vhether the
event it repor.able or not."

Appendix B does not establish reporting requirements or specifically
require evaluation of corrective actions for reporting. Additionally,
the rest of this paragraph seems to be directed at ensuring that
licensees do not fail to fully address a condition adverse to quality
just because it is not reportable.

Under the proposed vording changes to 10 CFR Part 30, Sections
§0.72(b)(2)(11)(B)(3) and 50.73(a)(2)(1v)(B)(3) should be changed to read
"Involves(ed) only the following specific ESFs, as applic ule, or their
equivalent systems."
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fhe Teporting requirements {or some
events that have been determined 10 be
or no safety significance. These
umendments would reduce the
try's rep. rting burden and the

NRC = response burden in event review
. and assessmen!.

* DATES: The comment peried expires July

27, 1992. Comments received after this

date will be considered if It (s practical
10 do so. but the Commission is able 1o
asaure considerstion only for cormments
received on or before this date.

ADDRESSER: Mail writien commants to:
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Washington, DC 20888, ATTN:
Docketing and Service Branch.

Deliver comments to One White Flint
North. 11558 Rockville Pike. Rockville,
MD 20882, berween 730 am and 415 pm
on Federal workdays.

Copies of the draft regulatcry
analysis, the supporting statemen!
submitted to OMB it comraenta
received may be exam ned 4t The NRC
Public Document Room, 2120 L Street,
NW. (Lower Levell, Washington, DC
20885
FOR FURTHER INFONMATION CONTACT
Pfi Tripatht (10 CFR 50.73) ar En
Weiss (10 CFR 50.72), Office of Analysis

and Evaluation of Onerational Data.
U.S. Nuclear Reguistory Commission,
Washington, DC 20855, Telephone (301)
492-4438 and (301) 492-9005,
respectively. "

BUPPLEMENTARY INFORMA TIOM

Heck ground
The Commission is ing munor

- JEopos
amer dments to the eameat Jucienr
b 1x 10 CIR 50.72.

zace sad o petome of
opersting experience and the patterns of
licensees reporting of opersting eveats
since 1664 have indicated that reports * *
un some of these events are not A
aecessary for the NRC o perform its
safety mission. The reporting of sertain -
types of events are no
coutrib. ting useful information to the
opersting reactol events database and,
therefore, are no longer necessary. The
ULDECERBATY ITDOMS 458 CONNUMINg
resources o prepass lion and review that
would be better .00 Led elsewhare.

Over the past several years, the NRC
has increased 1% sttention to event
reporting issues (o ensure uniformity,
consistancy, and completeness in event
reporting. As & resull, in September
1991 the NRC's Office far Analysis and
Evaluation of Operetional Daia (AEOD)
issuad for comment a draft NUREG-
1022, Revision.' “Event Reporti.sg
Systems 10 CFR 50.72 and 12 CFR
$0.73-~LClarificanon of NRC Systems
and Guidelines for Reporting "
Following resolution of public
comments, tne NUREG will contain
improved guidance for event repor:
The NRC's continuing examination
reported everts duning develcpment of
this drcument has determined that
certain types of events pruvanly
involving wvalid engineered sajety
feature (ESF) sctustions are of little or
no safety significence.

Valid ESF sctuations are those
actuations that result from “valid

' A free single copy may be reauesied by wriling
10 the Distribution and Mail Serveoss Section, 1/ S
Nucienr Reguistory Commumon. Washingion DC
A58 A copy W e By uladie lor tepectey o
copymg lor & fee at e NRC Pubic Documen|
Room 2120 L Sireet. NW (Lower Levei)
Washington. DC 20888

————

- ﬁ'. -

Lare iitiated in response o sctual
plant conditions or parameters .
satisfyioy the requirements for ESF
initistion. -
A actustions are by definition -
those that do nu’ meet the criteria for
being valid. Thus. invalic sctuation. -
include ¢ stustions Lhat are not due to
valid signals and are not istentional
manusl sctustions. nvalid actuations
include instances where instrument
dnft. spurous signals. humen error, or
other invalid signais caused actuation of
the ESF (e.g. jarring # cabinet, an error
in use of jusipers ot lifted leads. an error
in actuation of switches or controls,
equipment failure or radio frequency
interference ).

: NRC's evaluation of both tha reported
events since |anuary 1984, when the
existing rules firs! became effective, and
the comments neuvoddunn.mnt;ow
Reparting Workshops conuucted in Fa
of 198" identified needed improvements
in the rules. The NRC determined that
invalid actuation, isolation, or
realignment of » limited set of ESFs or

isolation, or realignment of only the
g:aar ;‘am clean-up (RWCU) system,
control room emerge.cy ventilation
(CREV) system. the reactor building
ventilation system. the fuel
ventilation system, or the suxiliary
building ventilatioa system) are of little
or no safety significance. However.
these events are currently reportable
under 10 CFR 50.72 (b)(2)(1]) and 10 CFR
50.73 (a)(2Xiv)

The final rules for the current event
reporting regulations, 10 CFR 50.72 and
10 CFR 50.73 (48 FR 30009 August 28
1383, and 4C FR 33850. july 24, 1983,
respectively), stated that ESF systems,
including the resctor protection system
(RPS), are provided to mitigate the
consequences of & ngnificant event.
Therefore. ESFs should (1) work
properly when called upon and (2)
should not be challenged frequently or
unnecessarly. The Statemer's of
Consideration for thess final rules also
stated that operation of ac ESF as part
of a pre-planned operstional procedure
or test need not be reported. The
Commission noted that ESF actuations
including reactor trips, are frequently
associated with significant plant
trensients and are indicative of events

'
i
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8t are of salety significance. At that

time. the Commission aiso required all

e hehit ty
Cg omi;ﬁm conlinues (o be )
al ectusuons that would be

ESF actuauons, including the RPS
actuations, whether manual or
automatic. velid or invalid—except as
noted, 1o be reported to the NRC by
telephone within 4 hours of ocourrence
followed by & written Licensee Event
Report (LER) within 30 deys of the
incident. This requirement on timeliness
of reportng remauns unchanged.

The reported informstion s used by
NRC in confirmation of the licensing
beses, identification of precursors to
severe core damaye, identification of
rum specific deficiencies. genrric
ensons, review of management control
systems, and licensee performance
assessment

k §
Re reporting requirements for
certain ESF sctustions, pricartly invelid

actuations, could save resources for
ammmdmuymmm rhe

UL K800 n!guhu that only
specific invalid sctustions would be
sxempt from reporting. The relexations
n event requirements
e nl . lhow mﬂ
apply only to & set y
mod inrvalid ESF actustions. These
svents are limited to invalid sctustion,
isolation, or of the RWCU
system, the system, the resctor
Juilding veptilation system. the fuel
Julldin ventilation system. or the
ruxiliary building ventilation system.
nvalid actustion/isolation/realignment
vents in these systems are of little or
10 sufety s ’

Invalid sctuations of sll other ESFs,
:xeept those noted above, have been
‘ound to be safety mgnificant and would
continue (o be ble under 10 CFR
W.72AbN2)M) 10 CFR 50.73(a)(2)(iv).
eportable invalid actuations would
nclude emergency core cooling sysiem
solziions/sctuations. containment
solation valve closures that affect
‘ooling sysiems. main steam flow.

ssential support systems. etc.,
ontainment spray actustion, and
esidusl heat removal system isolations,

However, the Commission emphasizes
hat if an invaiid ESF sctustion reveals
i defect in the system so that the system
tled or would fail 1 p

ondition or deficiens / has (1) an
Jversn impact on safety-related
nuipment and consequently on the
bility te shut down the reactor and
nnintain it in e sale shutdown
ondition, (I) has a potential for

gnificant radiologicel relesss or
otential exposure i¢ plan! personnel or

Federal Register / Vol 57, No 124 / Friday. june 26. 1992 / Proposed Rules
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the genersl public. or (¥ would

exciuded by tus propused rule, but
occur as & part of & reportable event,
would continue (o be desaribed as part
01 the reportable event. The proposed
amendments are not inten ded o
preciude submitial of a cumplete,
sccurste, and thorough description of &u
event that is otherwise reportable under
10 CFR $0.72 or 10 CFR 50.73. The
Cotmmussion is proposing 1o relax only
the selected event

requirements specified in this proposed
rule. Licensees are still required under

(such as RWCU isolations) to reduce
operstional radistion exposus es
sssocisted with the wovestigation and
recovery {rom the se. wtions, are

existing
50.72 (b)(2)(ii) and 10 CFR 50 73(a)(2)(iv).
require the reporting of an event ar
condition that resuils in & manual or
automatic actuation of an ESF, including
the RPS. except when the actuation
results from and is part of the pre-
planned seuence during testing or
reacior operstian. A pre-planned
sequence unplies that the procedural
step indicates the specific ESF or RPS
actuation that will be generated and
control room are aware of the
specific signal generation before its
ocowrence or indication in the control
room. Howevar. if the ESF. including the
RPS, actuates durine the planned
operation or irg way that is not
part of the plans. < ocedure, such as
at the wrong step, the event is

nmahh.

Commission proposes (o make
additional relaxations to event reporting
by excluding three sdditional categories
of events as f-llows:

{1) The first ca excludes events
i whuch an invalid ESF or RPS
sctuat.on ocours when the syetamn 18
slrexdy properly removed from service
if all requirements of plant procedures
for equipmant from service
have been met. THis would include
requirecd clearance documentation,
equipment and control board tagging.
and properly positoned vilves and
power supply breskers.

(2) The second category excludes
events in which an invelid ESF or RPS
actuation occurs afier the safety

—-—

function has aiready been completed
(eg. &n invalid conle naen! isoletion
signal while the coniainment solation
viives ere alresdy closs . or an invalid
actua ion of the RPS when &ll rods are
fully inserted)

(3) The third category excludes events
when an iwalid actuation. isolation. or
realignment of only the resctor ~ater
clean-up (RWCU) system, or any of the
following ventilation systems: Control
room emergency ventilation (CREV)
system, reactor building ventilation
system. fuei building ventilation sysiem,
auxiliary building ventilation system, ar
their equivalent ventilation « ystems
occurs. Invalid actuations that involve
other ESFs not specifically excluded.
(such as emergency core cooling system
isolations or actuations; containment
isolation valve closures that affect
cooling systems. mein steam flow,
essentia’ ripport systems, elo.
containtaent spray sctuation: and,
residual heat removal system
isolations), would continge to be
reportable.

Licensees wouid continue to be
requird 10 submit LERs if a defllciency or
condition associated with any of the
invalid ESF sctustions of the RWCU or
the CREV systems (or other equivalent
ventilation systems| satisfies any
npoﬁ’ ability criteria under § 50.72 and

§0.73.

lmpact of the Proposed Amendments

Relaxing the current requirement for
reporting of certain tpes of ESF
actuations will reduce the industry's
reporting burCen and the NRC's
response burden. This reduction would
be consistent with the objectives and
the requirements of the Paperwork
Reduction Act. The proposed
amendments would have no impact on
the NRC's ability to fulfill its mission 1o
ensure public health and safety because
the reparting requirements that the
Commission proposes o delete have
little or no safety significance.

It is estumated that the propor »d
changes to the existing rules will result
in about 150 (or 5-10 percent) fewer
Licensee Event Reports each year.
Similar reductions are expected in the
number of prompt evert notifications
reportable under 10 CFR 5072

Submittal of Comments

The licensees are encouraged to
submut their estimates on ‘mpact of the
proposed amendments in their
comments on the proposed rule.

Commenters are encouraged o
submat. in addition to the onginai paper
copy. & copy of their comments in an
electronic formet on [BM PC DOS-
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compatbie 3.5 or $.25-inch. double-
sided diskettes. Data files should be
provided in WordPerfect 5.0, or 5.1,
ASCH code is also scoeptable, or f
formatied text is required. das fles
should be submutted in [BM Revisable
Format Text Document Content
Architecture (RFT/DCA format

Finding of No Sigadicant Eovironmeotal
lmpact: Avel ty

The NRC bas determuned thai thie
propused regulation (s the type of action
described in categoncal exclusions 10
CFR 5122 (¢)(2)(1) and (L) Therelure
peither an environmenial inpact
sialement nor an envirsimental
sasessmant hae bean prepared for this
propased reguiation.
Paperwork Reduction Act Statement

are subject to the Paperwork

Act of 1980 (44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq). This
rule has been submitted to the Otfice of
Management and Budget for raview and
approval of the paperwork reductivn

ulraments.

Lu-u the rule would relax sxisting
rvpoﬂl?,:.qmucm public reparting
burden for the collection of information
i» axpectad 0 be .sduced. I i
estimated that about 150 fewer Licensee
Event Renorts (NRC Form 366) and &
suzilarly reduced number of prompt
avent potifications. made purs.ant to 10
CFR 5072 will be required each year.
The resulting reduction in burden is
estumated to average 50 hours per
response. including the time for

instructions. searching
existing dats sources. gathering and
the data needed, and
und re viewing the collection
of information. Send comments
mmumu burden
or any other aspsct of this
callection of nformation. including
suggestions for further reduciag
reporting burden. to the Information and
Records t Branch (MNEB-
7714}, !’ 8. Nuciear Regulatory
Commission. Washington. DC 20855,
and to 9 Desk Officer. Office of
n'u  on and Regulatory Affairs.
NEOB 3019, (71500011 and TS0-0104),
Office of Mans t and Budget
Washington, 20500
Regulotory Analysis

The Commission has prepared a draft
regulatory analysis on this proposed rule
change. The analysis examnines the costs
and benefits of the alternatives
conmdered by the Comtussion. The
draft analywis (s evaiable for ingpection
‘n the NRC Publie Document Room. 2120
L Sireet. NW.. Lower Lavel, Washington

DC 206 Single copies of the draft
analysis may be obtained from: Raji
Trip athy. Office for Analysis and
Evaluation of Operstional Data, US
Nuclesr Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20558. Telephone (310
AU2 4405,
Regulatary Flexibility Certification

In sccordance with the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980 (8 U 5.C. 808 (B)),
the Commiseion certifies that this rule
will not. | promulgeted. have a
significant sconomic impact on a
substantial mumber of small entities. The
proposed rule alfects only the event
reporting rec urements for operstionsl
nuciear power plants. The companies
that own these plants do not fall within
the scope of the definition of “small
entitiea” set {orth in the Regulstory
Flexibility Act or the Small Business
Size Standards set out in regulations
issued by the Small Business
Administratios Azt in 13 CFR part 121,

Backfit Analyss

As required by 10 CFR 51100, the
Cotnmission has completed au
asaessment of the need for Backfit
Anatysis for the proposad rule. The
mdunrhnumdm
relaxations of certain exi
mmum%ucn
to the NRC. These changas neither
impose additional reporting
requirements nor require modifications
10 the facilities or their licenses.

y. the NRC has concluded
that the proposed rule does not
~onstitute 8 beckfit and, thus, & backfit
analysis ‘s not required.

List of Sabjects i 16 CFR Pt 50

Antitrust. Classified information,
Criminal penaity, Pire prevention.

refarence,

relations, Nuclear
power plants and reactors, Radlation
protection. Reactor siting criteria,
Reporting and recordkeeping.

For the reasons set out in tha
preamble aad under the authonty of loe
Atomic Energy Act of 1904, as amended.
the Energy ton Act of 1974,
a8 amended. and 5 US.C. 553, the
Commission 8 proposing (o adop the
following amendments 1o 10 CFR part
50

PART 50--DOMESTIC LICENSING OF
PRODUCTION ANU UTILIZATION
FACILITIES

1. The authonty citation for part 50
continues to read as follows:
Authority: Secs. 102 102, 104, 108, 181, 185

181 108 169 88 Stal, 504 937, 904 B4 950,
254 955 958 v emended. sec. 204, 83 Stat

1264 a9 amended (42 US.C 232 2133 214
7138 2200, L2338 ISX1 ZX08 108 DAY secw
0. as amended. 202 208 A8 Stal. 1242 s
amended 1264, 1248 (42 US.C G841, 5642
e

Section 507 slso ssusd under Pub. L 35
801, sec. 10 92 St 2981 (42 US.C 5881)
Section 5310 also wsued under secs. 101 188
68 Stal 936 @85 as amended (42 US.C 2100
22350 sec. MR Pub. L 914190, 83 Stal 853 (42
U.S.C 43371 Sections 5013 and 50.54(dd),
and 50.100 also ispued under sec. 108, 88 Stat
H39. as amended (42 US C 1138). Sections
5023, 5098 S0.55 and S0.50 also issued under
sec. 188, 068 Stat 988 (42 USC 238). Sections
50,334, 50554 and Apperrits Q also issued
under sec. WL Pub. L N-190. ) Stat 852 (42
USC 43320 5w s S0 and 5054 also
seued under sec. 204, 886 Stat 1248 (42 USC
5844). Sections S0.58, 5091, and M.42 also
issued under Pub. L 97-4145 98 Stal. 2073 (42
US.C 2209 Section 50.7v slso issued under
sec 122 68 Siat 839 (€2 US.C 1152) Sections
50.40-50.51 abwo (ssued under sec. 154, 08 Stat.
954, 89 amended (42 U S.C 2231 Appendix F
0180 (zaued under sec. 117, 88 Stat 985 (42
USC 22

For the parposes of sec. 221 68 Sial 958 ws
amenc (4 US.C 2273k 4§ 505 504608
sad (b), end S0.54c) are weued under sec.
1870, 68 Sial G48, as amended (42 US.C
2201(b)k 4 08 50.7a) S0 el S034(a)
wnd (), S044a){c) 504808 ) and (b), 50.47(b),
so.48a) (o) (d) as (e 50608 ). S0.54(a), (1),
(I (1o (ph (Qh (1) (v o (). 20.88(0).
S0.55a 0k (ep<el (g} and (h) S0.5Mc).
SO.MA ) SORZ(L) SO64D) SOA% and S0.8a)
and (b] sew meusd wedes sac. 1511 08 St
946, a» amended (62 US.C. 23m01)k and
3 S0.40d) -, and (j). SO54wh (o). (bbh
(el and (ad), 50.55 e}, S0.58(b). 50.61(b)
SOAZ(bL SO0 e ), SO71(ab¢) and e} 50 a)
S0.73(a) and (b), 5074 5078 and S0.90 are
ssued undar sec. 1810, 09 Stat. 350 as
amendad (42 US.C 2m{u]}

2 lo § 5072 peragraph (b} 2)(11) is
revised to read e (olows

§ 5077 ammciads notifcathon -
OOATSTrRS O IR | A oW ST
resciove.

(b) Non-emergency events * * ©

(2) Fourhour reports. * * *

(1i) Any event ar con. it'an that results
in & manual or sutomatic actuation of
nywmmm
inc'uding the reactor protection sysiem
(RPS), except when:

(A) The sctuation resuits from and is
pert of a pre-planned sequence dunng
LesLing OF reactor operation:

(B) The actuatioa is invalid and:

(1) Ocours while the system s
property mmoved from service:

(2) Ocours after the safety (unction

e ovat 02 e
k) Y ng specaf

ESFs or thetr equivalent systems: -~
(# water -up system
(i) Comtrol room emergency

ventilation system:
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(140) Renctor bullding ventilstion
system:
(/v) Puel building ventistion system;
£

(v) Auxiliary building ventilation
system.

A ln § 5073, paragraph (0)(2)
introductary text s republished and

anph (@ {2)1v) is revised to read us
ollows:

15073 Loarmes avent report system.
(a) Reporteble eventa. * * *
(2) The licensee shall report:
(lv) Any event or condition that

resulted (o » manuai or sutomatic

0

L I

sctuation of any salety
feature (ESF), lncl the reactor
protection sysiem ), except when:

(A) The actuation resulted from &nd
was part of pre-planned sequence during
mtm;rgt reactor operstion;

(B) The sctuation was invelid and:

(1) Ocowrred while the system was
properly removed from service:

(2) Oceurred after the safety function

s
volved only the fo \

(K]
specific E5F¢ or their equivalent /
ate

enclor waler clean-up system:
(¢/] Control room emergency
ventilation systemy
(£4§) Reactor bullding ventilation
systemy
(iv) Fuel buildiag veatilation system:

ar

{v) Auxillary building ventilation
system.
. . . . .

Deted at Vockville. MD, this 19th dey of
June, 1962

For the Nuclear Regulatory Comumission.
James M. Taylor, -
Execuuve Direciar for Operation:.
[FR Doc. 0215067 Plled 6-25-42 848 am|
BLLIMG COO8 TR0 -

10 UFR Part 72
RIN J150-AE 1S

Lis* of 2pproved Spent Fuel Storage
Casks: Additions

Aaency: Nuclear Regulatory
Comrission.

AcTiON Proposed rule.

suMMANRY: The Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) is proposing to
amend its requlations te approve two
additional spent fuel storage casks (TN-
24 and VSC-24). These casks would be
sdded 1o the “List of Approved Spent
Fuel Storage Casks.” Holders of power
resctar operating licenses are permutted

to store speat fuel (o the approved casks
under & general license. This sction is
necessary o inform the public end NRC
licensees of the propose edditions.
paTE Comment pertod expires
September 8, 102, Comments received
after this date will be considered If it (s
practical to do so. but the Commission s
able 10 sssure consideration only for
comments recetved on or befare this
date.
ADORESSES: Mall written comments (0
the Secretery, US Nuclear Regulstory
Conunission, W DC 20858,
ATTN: Docketing Service Branch.
Hand deliver comments to One Whits
Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike,
Rockvills, MD between 745 am. and

37082, Washington, 200137082,
Copies ar» also aveilable froga the
National Technical Information Service,
5288 Port Royal Road, Springfield. VA
22161, A copy is also svailable for
inspection and/or copying st the NRC
Local Public Document Room, 2120 L
Street, NW. (Luwer Lavel), Weashington,

De.

Copies of the snvironmental
assesmuent and Anding of oo significant
environmentai impact. and sy
commants received on this proposed
rule are available for inspection and
copying for a [ee at the NRC Public
Document Room st the above address.
FOR FURTHER INFORMA TIOM CONMTACT:
‘Mr. Gardon E Gundersan, Office of

Section 218(a) of the Nuclear Waste
Policy Act of 1982 (NWPA| includes the
following directive: “The Secretary (of
DOE] shall establish & demonstratios
program (n cooperation with the privale
sector, for the dry storage of spent
nuclear fuel at avilian ouciear power
resctor sites, with the objective of
establishing oue or more technologies
that the (Nuciear Regulatory)
Commission may, by rule, approve (o
use at the sites of civilian onclear power
raactors without, (o the maxisum extent
practicable, the need for additional site-
specific approvals by the Commission.”

[iins———

The Commission approvad dry o' oruge
of spent nuciear fuel 1o publishing &
final rale an july 16, 1990 (88 FR 2n:),
which eswsblishad & new subpart K
within 10 CFR part 72 entitied. "Cenersl
License for Storage of Spent Fuel st
Power Reactor 8i'es.”

Saction 133 of the NWPA states. in
art, that “the Commission shail, by
rule, establish procedures for the
licensing of avy technology spproved by
the Commission under section 2188} for
use at the sile of any avillan ouclear

reactor.” This directive was

part
entitied “Approval of Spent Fuel Slorage
Casks.” ;
At the time of this rulemaking, four
casks wars listed in § 72.214 of subpart
Kasa by the NRC for storege of

are being proposed far listing under

§ 72214, “List of Approved Spent Fuel
Storage Caska.” Holders of power
reactor opersting licanses are permutied



