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Spent Fuel Liceasing Section .~ .~

NMSS o
US Nuclesr Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20558 =
Dear Mark:

Thank you for ymn'November 19 raponsetomy February 27 letter. Your letter dxdnot
fully snswes my concerns, 30 Tl try once more. - -

is more brittle than unimadiated fue! cladding. -This should alter the consequences of g -

transportation or ISFST accident involving impact. You ‘sated that irradiated fuel .- -

cladding has "s grester strength value® than unirrsdiated fuel ¢ladding, but this does not -
N address my concerns about brittleness. It does not sppear that NRC stafT are querying -
' Holtec and SNC about this impartant distinction between imadisted and unirradiated fisel
cladding. Simply using unirradiated cladding strength in the Holtec and SNC SAR's may
ot be acceptable. ST o .

T am sware that the fuel assembly weight Is taken into account in the LLNL report and
the Holtec SAR, but the loading Is static, that s, the fuel weight Is assumed to be evenly
distributed slong the cladding. The modél is essentially a beam between twn supports.
But this mode] may not bound the physical situation. In‘s side impact, the cladding and
the fuel are distinct beams. Under impact the fuel peliets would be expected to break’
their fixed configuration and sirike the cladding with force, . This dynamic loading is not
considered in the LLNL report and may be important,’ It dots not appear that NRC staff
are querying Holte and SNC about this imortant distinction between static and dynamic
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