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Dear Mr. Price:

The Steering Committee of the American Standards Association Sectional
Cormmittee N6 wishes to establish as a ruatter of recurd its generai accep-
tance of the "Proposed Guides' dealing with reactor site criteria which
appeared as 10 CFR Part 10U :r the February il, 196! Federal Register.,
The Committee feels that the (Guides represeated are a great iimprovement
over the '"Notice of Preposed Rule Making' which was published in 1959.
It is especially gratifying that the proposed Guides suggest accidental
radiation dosage values for individuals off-site against which to measure
adequacy of safeguards in reactor designs.

While it is the consensus of the Steering Committee that, properly adminis-
tered, the Guide will present an important contribution to the solution of
siting problems, the following minor changes and additions are suggested:

1. Where more than cne reactor is locatdd at a particular site, the ther-
mal rating used in hazards caicutations pertaining to the total installa-
tion should lie sotnewhere between the thermal rating of the larges!
single reactor and the sum of all reactors present. If there is negli-
.ible possibility that an accident ir. one reactor could cause an accident
in another at the samne site, then the thermal rating of the largest
single reactor should be the vaiue used in hazards calculations.

2. Paragrapi: i00. 3 (a) The 1. eaning of 'full control of the reactor
licensce' shouid be clarified. "Full control' could be defined as author-
itv to determine all activities on the area including exclusion or removal
of personnel or property irom the area.
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Paragraph 100. 3 (¢} The "nearest boundary of a densely populated
center' is difficult to establish. A clear definition of what constitutes
such a boundary should be inciuded. We feel that ultimately a man-rem
type of criterion may be established, making this delinition unnecessary;
however, we do not suggest deiaying the issuance of the Guides until
such a criterion 1s established.

Paragraph 100. 11 {a) (b) Certain passages in these varagrachs, as
well us certain phrasecology elsewhere in the proposed (Guides snould
be altered to make it clear that the intent of Appendix A is to prowvide
an example of the method and of tvpical values of certain parameters
to be used in the estimation of the three distances specified in the
Guides. It should be specifically stated that the numericai values of
the parameters given in this examplie are illustrative only, and that
other values may be used if more appropriate to the particular case
under consideration. The Committee feels that it would be deerrable
to include not just one such example but two or more exarrples, cach
compiete with its own table of distances as a function or reactor power .
This would eerve to emphasize the illustrative naiure of tne examples
and would prevent the numerical values of the paramciers vsed ir them
becoming *'rules".

Appendix A - Paragraph (b) The ieak rate from the containmen:
vessels should be considered a time-dependent function reiated Lo tha
pressure within the vessei. Tne tinie behavior of the pressure should
be taken into account, rather than peing considered constant at its
maximum vaiue.

Anpendix A - Paragraph (¢} {h) The symbol Q skoule not ve emplcvad
for two different factors: It is suggestec that the factor in paragraph
{h) now des'gnated Q be desigrated "Q integral",

Appendix A - Paragraph (f) A dcfinition of a verage worst’ wealler
conditions should be inciuded.

assuined that revisions of the Guides will be made un a continuing bes:is,

The N6 Steering Committee suggests the foilowing items be considered for
incorporation into subsequent revisicns of the Guides-

Assumptions of f:ss10n product release fractions shou’d tane into
account the type of fu=) under conssderation. The releas: vailues csed
in Appendix A sl.oula not ve regarded as mandstiory 07 v, rsali
applicable,
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A list of reactor Lpes te which the Guides do not apply should be
included 1n a revision of the Gaides. Eventually separate Guides
sacuid be written ivr each such reactor type. Test reactors should
be excluded from the present Guides rather than being combined
Wilil power reactors.

The Guides shuald be reviewed in the light of the Tecent SL-i inci-
derl and cousideration given to further prudent relaxation of siting
restrictions based on experience gained on this incident.

An cffort should be made to establish the trade-offs wr:ch can accep-
tably be effecied between engincering safeguards incorpocrated in the
reactor system and the various distances specified in the present
Guides.

it is important to emphasize that increasing the key distances is not
the only acceptable netnod of achieving an acceptable degree of
safety for the construction of a reactor of a given pows=r level.

Very truly yours,
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M. C. Leverett

Chairman .
Sectional Comno:ittee N6
American Standards Association



