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EXHIBIT 4



RADIOACnWVEWASTE MANAGEMzNT ASSOCIATES 

Mar S Da di De=eirbercioa1991 
* ~SpcatFuelu= Sctionl 

IOASS 
UlS Nuclear Rtgu~aloxy Commission 
Wash'ivton. DC 20555 

ThLAk you for your Nweemba 19 response to my February 27 Iettw. Your ktta did ota 
faly anzww my concams, so Ill try owce mars., 

From sevCe1 NRC-convimdor reports, it Is my und~stavndi tWa firrdiae4 fuel cladding 
is more britte than uninsaesd fitl cldin.T issould a"e the- coiequeca of a 
fasoth=iOA flo or ISFSI as4den1 involvng Imp acC. Yo6 *A"~ tWa irradiated Wue 
Clasding has P¶A greaer gr~gth Value thanUnilrridiae fUil Cladding, but this does not 
addres my cowcerns abovt brittleness. It does nbt a Werta NRC staff Mre quryIng 
Holtoc and SNC about this Important Wid~o bewe rada wauirradiaed fuel 
Cladding. pimply Usig Unirrdite cldding Vgetigh linthi IHolec and SNC SAP~s'zmay 
DMt beacetb.  

I am swie'that the ful assembly we!&h Is taken into account In the JIM report mid 
the Holte'i S A-R, bui the loidinZ -is tha'te'. 60u w-elihi Is A's =med to be eveny'c 
dirtribute4 alons the claddins. Thne model is essnttl~y i-beam betwe*en twr) supports.  
But this model may not bour4 the physlic~l sta In"A side impact. the clading a&0 
the fu~el are distinct beams. U~nder impact the fuel pefllts Y;,uld be expected to break' 
their fixed conflg=ratn vAn strike the claddiiig`Vtb forcc., Thui dynamic loading Isno 
consi dered In the LLNL report and ma~y b` lflpOtrflI.- It doets not .appcar tha NRC WEaf 
are que g *Holtec and SNC aboutthis tmD"OftU-nI distinCtion between tatc and dynamic 

Thank you for reconslder4n thes Issues. And begt wishes fr nWyear./ 

Marvin Re-snikoff, Ph.D. + Senlo~ __________ 
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