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1. This inspection of HMNB Devonport's arrangements to control spent fuel was held 28" —
29" September, 2015. The inspection tear~ was IRM and IRM-a from DNSR, supported by the
ONR Devonport Nominated Site Inspector 1d an ONR radiation protection specialist inspector.

2. The aim was to review the arranger...nts for interim fuel storage in 3 Basin against the
principles for current good practice, as laid out in ONR's Nuclear Safety Technical Assessment
Guide (TAG) TAST-GD-081, which is deriv--1 from IAEA guidance. Recall DNSR expectations 1
and 2, from JSP 518 Chapter 1:

(1) 'DNSR expects safety justifications to be developed, to be comprehensive in scope, to
be of a standard equivalent to industry good practice, and to provide a depth of analysis
appropriate to the risks.

(2) DNSR expects it to be clearly demonstrated that the risks from any DNP activity have
been reduced so far is reasonably practicable.’

3. The scope of the inspection was: control of spent fuel, including safety case, storage period,
passive safety, allowance for future changes, information recording and reporting and adequate
consideration to future arrangements with r~3spect to the future decommissioning of TRAFALGAR
Class submarines.

4, The inspection comprised a tour of 3 Basin submarines and a presentation against the
topics in the TAG, followed by detailed comparison of the arrangements and key aspects of the
guidance. The Regulators found that *-e arrangements for the control of spent fuel were generally
adequate; DNSR raised 3 Findings &..J 6 Observations, shown below. Passive safety was good,
and the fuel is being managed so as to remain in a retrievable condition at the end of the storage
period:
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serial JSP518 clause| RGP in Finding/ Crux
TAST Observation
081

11 Expectations 1] 5.20 - The site is cognisant of the potential for-
and 2 5.27
. ISM challenge to the platform safety

case assumptions, and NRPA challenge to the
plant safety case were tabled.

12 Expectations | 5.3, 5.10, If the storage period does not challenge the
1and 2 5.20 existing safety case, then the fuel will be in a
retrievable condition, with adequate criticality
control, heat removal and shielding

13 FACA1 5.20, Observation | The FO needs to continue to take cognisance
of the developing challenge to the platform
and plant safety cases

14 FAC1 5.21d Observation | The FO is should engage in the ongoing
LFE sharing processes

15 Expectations | 5.8, 5.9 Passive safety requirements are broadly met

16 1and 2, 5.10, An ALARP case was made for

ECR4
AC 34 (1)
17 |and(2) 523 Finding 3 | The Site need to mitiiate the iotential for a
AC 34 (1)
and (2)
18 AC32, FAC1 | WENRA The total inventories for each vessel are held
SRL 17 on live files.
19 AC18 Observation | The SHP FO should formalise the periodic
review of the radiological survey period
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