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TRANSNUCLEAR
July 1, 2003
NUH03-0341
Ms. Mary Jane Ross-Lee
Spent Fuel Project Office, NMSS
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
11555 Rockville Pike
Rockville, MD 20852
Subject: TN Review Comments on the Preliminary Certificate of Cox%pliance and Safety

Evaluation Report for the Amended Standardized NUHOMS
5, TAC No. L23343)

System (Amendment No.

Reference: Preliminary Certificate of Compliance and Safety Evaluation Report for the Amended
Standardized NUHOMS?® System, dated June 20, 2003 (Amendment No. 5, TAC No.
L23343)

Dear Ms. Ross-Lee:
Enclosed herewith is a marked up copy of the reference document which reflects TN’s review comments.

Should you or your staff require additional information to support review of this application, please do
not hesitate to contact me at 510-744-6053.

Sincerely,

u’@ a\bf/\‘
U. B. Chopra

Licensing Manager

Docket 72-1004

Enclosure: As stated

39300 CIVIC CENTER DRIVE, SUITE 280, FREMONT, CA 94538

Phone: 510 795-9800 ¢ Fax: 510 744-6002 Mm SS O I
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555-0001

June 20, 2003

Mr. U. B. Chopra

Licensing Manager

Transnuclear, Inc.

39300 Civic Center Drive, Suite 280
Fremont, CA 84538-2324

SUBJECT:  PRELIMINARY CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE AND SAFETY EVALUATION
REPORT FOR THE AMENDED STANDARDIZED NUHOMS® SYSTEM

Dsar Mr. Chopra:

By letter dated June 29, 2001, as supplemented, Transnuclear, inc. (TN} submitted a request
to amend Certificate of Compliance (CoC) No. 1004, under the provisions of Subpart K of

10 CFR Part 72. TN requested approval to add the NUHOMS®-32PT dry storage canister
(DSC) to the Standardized NUHOMS?® System. This canister is designed to accommodate 32
Pressurize Water Reactor fusl assemblies with or without Burnable Poison Rod Assemblies. It
is designed for use with the existing NUHOMS® Modular Storage Systemn and NUHOMS®
transfer cask. '

As a result of our review of your application and its supplements, the staff prepared an
amended CoC and supporting Safety Evaluation Report (SER) pursuant to the requirements of
10 CFR Part 72. Enclosed is a preliminary copy of the CoC and SER for TN review and
identification of inaccuracies and omissions.

TN is requested to respond with any comments by close of business on June 25, 2003. Please
continue to reference Docket No. 72-1004 and TAC No. L 23343 in future correspondence
related to this request. If you have any comment or question concerning this request, please
contact Mary Jane Ross-Lee, at (301) 451-3781

Sipcerely,

Jo . Monninger, Chief

Licensing Section

Spent Fuel Project Office

Office of Nuclear Material Safety
and Safeguards

Docket No.: 72-1004

Enclosures: 1. Preliminary CoC
2. Preliminary SER



by Iuod SSSESIPTeE TE:TT £8. 02 NNf

g;%?m €51 ' U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
10CFR72 CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE
FOR SPENT FUEL STORAGE CASKS Page 1  of 3

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission is issulng this Cenificate of Compliance
] : ) : pursuant to Title 10 of the Cod
Regulations, Part 72 "ng.ensm_g Requirements for Independent Storage of Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-Level Raadi‘::ai%egrsl\laste" {10
CFR Pan 72). ms_eemhcate is Issued In accordance with 10 CFR 72.238, certlfying that the Storage dssign and contents described
::Felsoplnn Toefe:l': t:e @:splfl&bslji sa;helty stanl:fqargs i:et fod@'; in a1l 0 (:FR“P'?rtr 72, Subpart L, and on the basis of the Final Safety Analysis Repart
- This centificate is eonditional upon fulfilling th i i
et the cask design. po! ing the requirements of 10 CFR Part 72, as applicable, and the

Certificats No. | Effective Date | Expiration Date Docket No. Amendment No. | Amendment Effective Date | Fackage Idantfication No.
1004 1/23/85 1/23/2015 72-1004 5 TBD USA/72-1004
Issued To: (Name/Addross)
Transnuclear, Inc.
Four Skyline Drive
Hawthorne, New York 10532
o B 2 TRINEN
Safety Analysls Repon Tile T o

.- - el
' S .

g S .{:.‘.l

Transnuclear West, Inc., "F"mak-.é"&féty Analysis Report for the Standardized"NkJI.‘;!pMS‘ Horizontal Modular

Storage System for Irradiated™Niclear Fuel’ Y
. T e T
g ude T
CONDITIONS R e e
1. Casks authorized by this certificalé are hereby approved for:isé by holders of:40 CFR Part 50 licenses

for nuclear power reactors at reatiorsites under the.generarficenise issued pursuant to 10 CFR Part

72.210 subject to:the conditions sggc_ig byt 6‘ém'7zzfzgﬁa the attached:Technical Specifications.
- . .:i“ b _.{_s:; I :}1:~':Ej‘>ﬂh~;: £ KI I,

e _n.:'--,-‘—_’;‘.:-.-;.q'}.,:;;_ v, "8%

2. The holder of this'certificaetwho desire§ .19 change: gtae;;ge;ﬁhcagg‘gﬂ'ue’chnzqaj;Spectﬂcatlons shall
submit an application for ari shidmeit of the'certificate:dr Technical:Specifications.
e L Sy Lrrl i) e .':.‘}‘::??" By

3. CASK: - s
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a. Mode! Nos. Standsrdifed NUHOMS®-24F, 528, VBT, \32PT .50,

Fi e E
The two digits refer to the humber of fuel assemblies stored in thﬁ;ﬂry'é’hielded canister (DSC), the
character P for pressurized water rgactor (PWR) or B for boiling water reactor (BWR) is to designate the
type of fue! stored, and T is to desigqa’te*_t_r;igt the,DSC is ifitended for transportation in a 10 CFR

Part 71 approved package : FEA
b. Description

The Standardized NUHOMS® System is certified as described in the final safety analysis report (FSAR)
and in the NRC's Safety Evaluation Report (SER). The Standardized NUHOMS® System is a horizontal
canister system composed of a steel dry shielded canister (DSC}), a reinforced concrete horizontal
storage module (HSM), and a transfer cask (TC). The welded DSC provides confinement and criticality
control for the storage and transfer of irradiated fuel. The concrete module providss radiation shielding
while allowing cooling of the DSC and fue! by natural convection during storage. The TC is used for
transferring the DSC from/to the Spent Fuel Pool Building to/from the HSM.
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The principal component subassemblies of the DSC are the shell with integral bottom cover plate and |3
shield plug and ram/grapple ring, top shield plug, top cover plate, and basket assembly. The shell %
length is fuel-spectfic. The internal basket assembly for the 24P and 52B DSCs is composed of guide £
sleeves, support rods, and spacer disks. This assembly is designed to hold 24 PWR fuel assemblies, [
52 BWR assemblies. An alternate basket assembly configuration, consisting of assemblies of stainless
steel fuel compartments held in place by basket rails and a holdown ring, is designed to hold 61 BWR  [$
assemblies. The 32PT DSC basket assembly configuration is similar, consisting of welded stainless 4
steel plates or tubes that make up a grid of fuel compartments supported by aluminum basket rails, and 5
is designed to accommodate 32 PWR assemblies. The basket assembly aids in the insertion of the |4
fuel assemblies, enhances subcriticality during loading operations, and provides structural support %
during a hypothetical drop accident. The DSC is designed to slide from the transfer cask into the HSM f
and back without undue galling, scratghing;: go{ifjing; or-other damage to the sliding surfaces. ?

The HSM is a reinforced cq_r.\cﬁé;_g. uriit with penetrations loc‘é’té;i at.the top and bottom of the side walls
for air flow. The penetratioris.ére protected from debris intrusions by wire mesh screens during storage
operation. The DSC Suppbrt Structure, a structural steel frame with ralls, is installed within the HSM

module to provide for-gliging the DSC in and out of the HSM and to support the DSC within the HSM.

The TC s designed’ahd fabricated as a iiting device to meet NUREG-0612 and ANS| N14.6
requirements. Itis:used for tréinster-operations within the Spent:Fuel Pool Buillding and for transfer
operations to/from the HSM. Tt{gj‘(; is a cylindrical vessel with'a bottom end closure assembly and a
N bolted top coverplate. Two uppEriifting:truniilons are locatsd:pear the top df the cask for
downending/uprighting and litting:ofathe caskin the Spenfiiel:Fool Building,- The lower trunnions,
located near the base of the ;a"%_l;;;‘g;é;nfa.qs.&ié':aﬁéqt..rg}ta}jgrgiduring downending/uprighting
operations and s suppartsdiringRratispont to/from thelndependerit Spent Fuel Storage Installation

:\‘
N
N
N (ISF8I). The 32PT. DSC istfanstéred inaTC vith & radaHiquidnetitron shield.
N
N

T f ki i R TR s

With the exception of the TE;Hiéltranster sind auxiliary: equipment necessary for ISFSI operations are

not included as part.of the Staﬁiﬁlﬂﬁeﬂm%%.sﬁéﬁﬁm%@femed irf¥his Certificate of
b

L |

Compliance (CoC)*Such sité%spécific equit

sAthay ing_l‘q;;i:_é‘-;'but is not [irfiited to, special lifting
devices, the transfefi?gj}_e__r. and the $kid positioning:systemm. - -

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

N

N T
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& c. Drawings Ty

'\: ':'::.' N ‘v Y "::‘. .

N The drawings for the Standardized*NUHOMS® System are:gontained in Appendix E, K, and M of the

R FSAR. T TN T %
Q d. Basic Components &
B v
N . ¢
Q The basic components of the Standardized NUHOMS® System that are important to safety are the f
N DSC, HSM, and TC. These components are described in Section 4.2, Table K.2-8 (Appendix K), and ',’
¥ Table M.2-18 (Appendix M) of the FSAR. 4
Q 4. Fabrication activities shall be conducted in accordance with a Commission approved quality‘ assurance %
‘ program which satisfies the applicable requirements of 10 CFR Part 72, Subpart G, and which is 5
N established, maintained, and executed with regard to the cask system. %
v: :/'
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5. Notification of fabrication schedules shall be made in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR
72.232(c).

6. All Standardized NUHOMS® Systems must be fabricated and used in accordance with CoC No. 1004,
Amendment No. 5. Standardized NUHOMS® Systems that were previously fabricated and put into
operation by general licensees in accordance with the original CoC, or Amendment Nos. 1, 2, 3, and 4
may continue to be used under the appropriate CoC or Amendment.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
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PRELIMINARY
SAFETY EVALUATION REPORT

Docket No. 72-1004
Standardized NUHOMS® Modular Storage System for
Irradiated Nuclear Fuel
Certificate of Compliance No. 1004
: Amendment No. 5




L =uod SLSES P LWL ce:IT €8. B2 NNC

TABLE OF CONTENTS
QUMM ARY . i it ittt e 1
1.0 GENERAL INFORMATION .............. Pe s et et eataen e aan ——
1.2 Drawings ....... S h el i esesateaseesantts it annanas 1-1
1.3  DOSS CoMeNtS .. .ottt i ettt ree e . 12
1.4  Qualification of the Applicant ....... et e et ree e, 1-2
15 Evaluationof FIndings ...oovvevinrriiieiiiiiieiiiiiiieiinnnans 1-2
16  References ......cciiiiiiiiiiiiiieteaiei ettt 1-2
20 PRINCIPALDESIGNCRITERIA ................ et bee e ean e 2-1
2.1 Structures, Systems, and Components important to Safety ............. 2-1
22 DesignBasis for SSCsimportanttoSafety .......c.eciiiieinnnnnnn. 2-1
2.21 SpentFuel Specifications .....cocveiiiiiiriiieiiaiieerianns 2-1
222 ExtemnalConditions ........ccieiiiiriiiiiiiieienenineannn 21
2.3  Design Criteria for Safety Protectlon Systems ........ciiiiiiinniann.. 2-1
24 BEvaluationFindings ........ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii it 2-2
25 References ..........ccoiiiiiiiiiieiietiiiiiitcnteoitaaceaanan 2-2
3.0 STRUCTURALEVALUATION ........cc.0vnveennee teeteseresaeceraneenns 341
3.1 Structural Design of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC - v, . 3-1
3.1.1 StructuralDesignFeatures ... ..o civeniiiiiieiieiinerancens 3-1
3.1.2 StructuralDesignCriteria ........cccviiiiiiiii it 3-3
1.2 Individualloads ........hh ittt ittt ia e 3-4
8121 1Deadloads .......cviiveinnerinnnccanaens 3-4
31212Liveloads ......cciiiiiii e it ier i 34
S8.1.2.13Pressureboads .....c.c.coiiiiiiiiiiiinianes 3-4
3.12.14Themmalloads ................ < 1)
3.1.215F100dL0oads ....iie0n0000ntreriessionanaes 3-5
3.1.2.1.6 Tornado Wind and Tornado Missiles ............ 3-5
3.1.21.7SeismiC ...ovverreneennnnnnns Veerseisesnans 3-5
31.2088nowandlce ........iiiiiiiietiiacenennan 35
31.218Lghtning ....ccviiiiiiiiiii it 3-6
3.1.2.1.10FireandExplosion ...........cceiieeninnn.. 3-6
3.1.2.2 Loading Combinations ................ cevirens 36
3.1.3 Allowable StresSSeS ....ieriirtecncctsiennanns tevrtesresanennne 3-6
3-1-4 Mateﬁals..-.....--...........-. ----------------------- . 3'7
314 1StructuralMatenials ... .....veciiiiiiaia tereesaneee 3-7
3.14.2NonstructuralMaterials . . ......... .o ittt enianen 3-8
3143Welds ......covvviiinnen, eeieesisestassasttaanne 3-8
3144BoltingMaterials .............. . iiiiiiiiiaaae, 3-9
3.145C0atiNgS .......ciireiniieiriaireasatatiiitiaas 3-9
3.1.4.6 Mechanical Properties .......ccoevieenieinereneeane. 3-9
3.1.4.7 Chemical and GalvanicReactions ........cveeveeeecene. 3-9
3.2 Normaland Ofi-Normal Conditions ........c..oveviveeenns creaesse 310
821 AnalysisMethods ..........cciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinenaan, 3-10
3.22 LoadingCasesAnalyzed ............ccicvtiiiiiennnnn.n. 3-10
323 AnalysisResults ........coceinreteieaiiitiinaniiiannaans 3-11



80 °39dd SSSESTPI0E ce:1T £0. 82 NN

33 Accident Conditions

3.31 AnalysisMethods ....................... g-::

3.3.2 LloadingCasesAnalyzed ............coovvuveunennnnnnn ., 31

333 AnalysisSReSUNS .. ouuviii it e 3-13

34 EvaluationFindings .......... ..o 3-13
35 References ............ciiiiiiiiii e 314
40 THERMALEVALUATION .......... ittt 4-1
41 SpentFuelCladding ..........c.coiiiiriinrernnnnnnrinnnnns 4-1
42  Cask System ThermalDesign .............o...... veeeran teteenaen 4-1
4.3  Therma! Load Specifications ....... PP r e e et atenctcasaneneanattenn 4-1
4.4 Model Specifications .........cccvetieieiiin 4-2
4.4.1 Thermal Propertiesof Materials ............coovevenunnn.... 4-2

4.42 Use of Effective Thermal Conductivity Models .................. 4-2

4.4.2.1 Spent Fuel Effective Thermal Conductivity ............... 4-2

4.4.2.2 Neutron Shield Region Effective Thermal Conductivity ..... 4-2

443 BoundaryConditions ...........coviirinnnnnnn. Ceerterennns 4-3

4.4.4 Model Configuration ........cvveiveneernnrnneneeannannnnns 4-3

4.5  Evaluation of Cask Performance for Normal COndmons ................ 4-3
4.6  Evaluation of Cask Performance for Off-Normal Conditions ............. 4-4
4.7  Evaluation of Cask Performance for Accident Conditions ............... 4-4
4.8  Evaluation of Cask Performance for Loading/Unloading Conditions ....... 4-4
4.9  Staff's Confirmatory Analysis of the NUHOMS®-32PTDSC .............. 4-5
410 Evaluation FIndings .....cviiiieiiriintiiirieieneenencacennnnns 4-5
411 References ............ it it et ite et 4-6
50 SHIELDINGEVALUATION ........ccciivinnnnsn et heebeeatatetenennane 5-1
5.1  Shielding Design Features and Design Cntena ....................... 5-1
5.1.1 Shielding DesignFeatures ...........cuuvunn Cesresssanaanan 5-1

5.12 ShieldingDesignCriteria .......cccivieiitirerenennnanans 5-2

52 Source Specification ......... . ittt it ittt ittt B2
521 GammMaSOoUICe ........ovviererrvocenoconssansoanssnaneas 5-3

622 NeUtrON SOUMCE .....civvineerinetacnereenennnsassnoasnas 5-3

523 Confirmatory Analyses .......covvieereinnenraneenanoanss «vs 5-4

5.3 Shielding Model Specifications ... .cccvieennn.. Peerteatetteniannn s 54
5.3.1 Shislding and Source Configuration ..........cccvevieenennnn. 5-5

632 Material Properties ........cciiieiniiiiiieerenanaanioanennns 5-5

54 Shielding Analyses ......oovitervneeriererosnscecrenssrsassnanna 55
5.4.1 Computer Programs ......coievenenraronineenceannscncnnns 5-5

5.4.2 Flux-to-Dose-RateConversion ...........civivieennneronnens 5-6

5.4.3 Normal Conditions ............. Cheetaeereretarsansranne .. 56

5.4.4 Accident Conditions ........... Cireereetteteesatonaasanaa 5-6

54.5 Occupational EXpOSUresS ... cvvcveevennenansen tieseressraass 5-7

54.6 OffsiteDoseCalculations ........cccviieiieiienriirnenenne 5-7

6.4.7 Confirmatory Calculations ....... cereeneseanaristansenannas 5-7

55 EvaluationFindings ..........c.iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiitiierirreanetenann 5-7
56 References ........ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiticteetsetanantantoaneanans 5-8




60°3949d SSSESTYIeE cE:T1 £0. @2 NNr

6.0 CRITICALITY EVALUATION . ...........cciiriiimienian 6-1
6.1 Criticality Design Characteristics and Features ...... Peteareriaianaea. 6-1

62  CriticalityModel .......c.cvvvivvinnnnnennn S eeer s iteeaaea e, 6-1

6.3 Criticality ANalysiS .....ovviniiiniieitetineiie et 6-1

6.4 Benchmarking Evafuation ...........c..ccvveunn. Cersiatsertrrannnne 6-2

65 Evaluation Findings ......cvvcevereniocenennnnencneenness ceseres 6-2

7.0 CONFINEMENT EVALUATION ... iitiiiiiiieiiiiiireenneennanrennnn ve 7-1
7.1 Confinement Design Characteristics .................cciivvvennn.... 741

7.2  Confinement Monitoring Capability ........c.oveieieierrrrnnnnnnnn o 72

7.3  Nuclides with Potential Release ............ccounne.. Veteseesaanaan 7-2

74 Confinement Analysis . .......ciiiiunnienrnoinrenennnarenennann,s 7-3

75 MaximumPressureloads ..........ccciiitiiria it 7-3

768  Misloading ...c.viiiiiniirieneineeeeeteneneecrnsessnoennennns 73

7.7 Supportive Information . ........ciiti it ittt i ittt 7-3

78 EvaluationFindings ........cocviiiiiiiiiiiiietcinainainnnnnnn. 7-4

77 References ...........c.ciiiiiiinineraieranconnnn Ceetrareanes 74

80 OPERATING PROCEDURES .. cviversrernosestocencronsnscssnsasnaaanns 8-1
8.1 Caskloading . cioiiieiiit ittt e i ct ettt e sttt 8-1

8.1.1 Fuel Specifications ........ b et i tceesiesatonnooeoansenans 8-1

81.2 ALARA ... ... ... it stae et ettt et 8-1

8.1.3 Draining, Drying, Filling and Pressurization .................... 8-1

814 WeldingandSealing .........c.oeviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii, 81

82 CaskHandling and Storage Opserations .........cictiieiiinncnerenns 8-2

8.3 CaskUnloading ..... Cereaereenraccesarannannas Periereseeaceans 8-2

84 EvaluationFindings .......cvciveieneiana, Leteereiriesenaaananas 8-2

BS ReferanCes ........i.civiiieintiineertereceenicieiaseaonaconns 8-3

9.0 ACCEPTANCE TESTS AND MAINTENANCE PROGRAMS ..... tetecerananas 9-1
9.1 Acceptance Tests ......cvevneerennans Ceebereaterscrntteneannan g-1

9.1.1 Visualand Nondestructwe Exammatlon Inspections ............. o-1

912 leakageTesting........coiimiiiniiiriiiiiieincennaanns 9-1

9.1.3 Neutron AbsorberTests .........eceevrcnnciarecnnnannns veo 9-2

9.1.4 Qualification TestProgram ............ ... teearssrarsanens -2

9.1.4.1 Borated Aluminum Acceptance Testlng. Neutronic ......... 9-2

9.1.4.2 "°B Areal Density Testing of PoisonPlates ............... 9-3

82 EvaluationFindings .......ccievenrnecnsecrasen Cettesesenansann 94

93 References. .......c.cveiieiiriacratoniateteatitiettnasaanannan 9-5

10. RADIATION PROTECTIONEVALUATION ......ccoivieeiriaiinincnnnnnes 10-1
10.1 Radiation Protection Design Criteria and Design Features ............. 10-1

10.1.1 DesignCriteria ........cciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinn, cves 1041

10.1.2 DesignFeatures . . ........cveienien Cesesttenasseeansanne 10-1

10.2 Occupational EXposSUres .........ccveeeeinreicerasiasaranccaanns 10-2

10.3 Public Exposures From Normal and Off-Normal Conditions . . ........... 10-2

10.4 Public Exposures From AccidentsandEvents ............... ... ..., 10-3

108 ALARA ... ... ...ttt ieeeerorassoaosansnssonstosrsncsssscsans 10-4




01 "399d SSSEsTrioe €E:1T 80, B2 NNL

106 EvaluationFindings .........coiiiiiiiiiii i ittt et 10-4
10.7 Referentes .......ciiiiiieiiieiatnntnerenioenoncessasonanans 10-5
110 ACCIDENT ANALYSES ......iiiiiiiiiitarncactrarentoaseeneanaonans 1141
11,1 Off-Normal Operations . .. eoveviieieerieiriceeinsninnans vreesess 1141
11.2 Hypothetical Accidents ............ Chheerecert ettt ceransona 11-2
11.3 Evaluation Findings ........ociieieiareeenieienotatanenennannns 11-4
114 References .............. Lt eesesessenasnraasansasttantnanans 114
12.0 CONDITIONS FOR CASK USE - TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS ............. 12-1
121 ConditionsforlUse ... viiviiiniirinnieriinennernsareneaannss . 1241
122 Technical Specifications .. ......cciviiiiniiiienieeereaeerrnnans 1241
123 Evaluation of FINdings .......cvcvevieennnenncnenans Cetseanenenn 12-1
130 QUALITYASSURANCE ......cciiiiiiinirerecansnnnsessaronaansacens 13-1
140 DECOMMISSIONING .......ciciiiciiieiiieescranssoeasosasassannnse 14-1
CONCLUSIONS ......... treraeran Ceesvenmstnrasstattasanonannearanoaeans 16-1



11 °3909d SSSBSTrIBE E€:TT £9. @2 NNr

UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555-0001

PRELIMINARY
SAFETY EVALUATION REPORT

Docket No. 72-1004
Standardized NUHOMS® Modular Storage System for Irradiated Nuclear Fuel
Certificate of Compliance No. 1004
Amendment No. §
SUMMARY

ebruary 21,

April 18, 2003, Transnuclear, Inc. (TN) submitted a request to amend Certiti
(CoC) No. 1004. TN requested approval to add the NUHOMS®-32PT dry canister
(DSC) to the Standardized NUHOMS® System. This canister is designed to accommodate 32
Pressurize Water Reactor (PWR) fuel assemblies with or without Burnable Poison Rod
Assemblies (BPRAs). It is designed for use with the existing NUHOMS® Modular-Storage

Modnle w (HSM) and NUHOMSS® transfer cask (TC). Horinodnd

The application, as supplemented, included the necessary engineering analyses and proposed
Safety Analysis Report (SAR) page changes. The proposed SAR revisions will be incorporated
into the Final Safety Analysis Report (FSAR).

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) staff performed a detailed safety evaluation of
the proposed amendmaent request which is documented in this safety evaluation report (SER).
The staff’s evaluation and conclusions are based on information submitted by TN on June 28,
2001, as supplemented, requesting an amendment to add the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC to CoC
No. 1004. The staff determined that the addition of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC meets the
requirements of 10 CFR Part 72.
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1.0 GENERAL INFORMATION

The objective of the review of the general description of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC' is to ensure
that TN has prowdaq & non-proprietary description that is adequate to familiarize reviewers and
other interested parties with the pertinent features of the system.

1.1 General Description and Operational Features

The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is a new DSC design which consists of a fuel basket and a canister
body, designed to hold 32 intact standard PWR assemblies, with or without BPRAS. The
NUHOMS?®-32PT DSC is designed to maintain the fus! cladding temperature below allowable
limits during storage, short term accident conditions, short term off-normal conditions, and fuel
transfer operations.

The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC system consists of four design configurations; 32PT-S100 short
canister, 32PT-L100 long canister, 32PT-S125 short canister and 32PT-L125 long canister.
The 100 designates that the canister is qualified for lift with a 100-ton capacity crane, and the
125 designates that the canister is qualified for lift with a 125-ton capacity crane.

The basket structure consists of a grid assembly of welded stainless stesl plates or tubes that
make up a grid of 32 fuel compartments. Each fuel compartment accommodates aluminum
and/or neutron absorbing plates that provide the necessary criticality control and heat
conduction paths from the fuel assemblies to the canister shell. The confinement vessel for the
NUHOMS®-32PT DSC consists of a shell which Is a welded stainless steel cylinder with an
integrally-welded, stalnless steel bottom closure assembly; and a stainless steel top closure
assembly, which includes the vent and drain system. The NUHOMS®-32PT DSCs are designed

and tested to mesttheteak tight criteria of ANS| N14.5-19972.
The NUHO I be stored in the previously approved NUHOMS
Storag and transferred in a 0S197 or 0S197H TC with a radial

. Those-eomponents were only reevaluated during this safety evaluation to theex
that they were compatible with the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC.

The applicant updated Section 7.2.3 of the Standardized NUHOMS® System’s FSAR® to
document the methodology used to determine fuel qualification tables for the NUHOMS 24P
and 528 canisters. The qualification tables are presented in Tables 3.1-8a and 3.1-8b of the
FSAR. The staff administratively reviewed the updated FSAR Section 7.2.8. The updated
information and associated qualification tables appear to be consistent with information
previously submitted. Therefore, this update is adequate to reflect the methodology used to
generate the fue! qualification tables in Tables 3.1-8a and 3.1-8b of the FSAR.

1.2 rav:ing

Secti e e SAR contains the non-proprietary drawings for the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC,
including drawings of the structures, systems and components (SSC) important to safety. The
staff determined that the drawings contain sufficient detail on dimensions, materials, and
specifications to allow for a thorough evaluation of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC. Specific SSC
are evaluated in other sections of this SER.
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The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC system is designed to store 32 intact standard PWR fuel
assemblies with or without BPRAs. Each NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is designed for a maximum
heat load of 24kW/canister and 1.2kW per fuel assembly. Fue! specifications are detailed in
Section 1.2.1 of the Technical Specifications (TS).

1.4  Qualification of the Applicant

Apper]dix M, Secﬁpn M1.3 of the SAR contains details of the applicant’s qualifications and
experience regarding its ability to design and fabricate the NUHOMS?®-32PT DSC in accordance
with an approved 10 CFR Part 72 quality assurance program.

1.5 Evaluation of Findings

F1.1 A general description of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is presented in Appendix M, section
M.1 of the SAR.

F1.2 Drawings for the SSC important to safety are presented in Appendix M. Section M.1 of
the SAR.

F1.3 Specifications for the spent fuel to be stored in the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC are provided
in the SAR Appendix M, Section M.2, and TS 1.2.1.

F1.4 The technical qualifications of the applicant are identified in Appendix M, Section M1.3
of the SAR.

F1.6 The quality assurance program was previously approved for the Standardized
NUHOMS?® System, and is referenced in Section 13 of the SAR.

F1.6 The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC has not been certified under 10 CFR Part 71 for use in
transportation.

F1.7 The staff concludes that the information presented in this section of the SAR satisfies
the requirements for the general description under 10 CFR Part 72.

1.6 References

1. Amendment 5 to NUHOMS?® GCertificate of Compliance No. 1005, Revision 6, June 29,
2001, as supplemented.

2. “Amsrican National Standard for Radioactive Materials - Leakage Tests on Packages for
Shipment,” ANSI N14.5 - 1997, American National Standards Institute, Inc., New York,

New York, 1897.

3. Transnuclear West, Final Safety Analysis Report of the Standardized NUI-I.O.MS°
Horizontal, Storage System for Irradiated Nuclear Fuel, October 2001, Revision 6.

‘\ Modmwlan
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20 PRINCIPAL DESIGN CRITERIA

The objective of evaluating tl]e principal design criteria related to the SSC important to safety is
to ensure that they comply with the relevant general criteria established in 10 CFR Part 72,

21  Structures, Systems, and Components Important to Safety

The SSCs important to saft_aty are summarized in Appendix M, Table M.2-18. Only those
features that were not previously approved by the staff for the Standardized NUHOMS® Systern
are addressed in the table.

22  Design Basis for SSCs Important to Safety

The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC design criteria summary inciudes the range of spent fuel types and

contigurations to be stored, and design criteria for environmental conditions and natural
phenomena.

2.2.1 Spent Fuel Specifications

M-YU-

act standargPWR fusl
ijhrorwithout BPRAs. Appendix M, Table M.241 provides & description of the
sserbly characteristics. Tables M.2-1 throuljh M- provide fffers

2.2.2 External Conditions

Section M.2.2 of the SAR identifies the bounding site environmental conditions and natural
phenomena for which the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is analyzed. In cases where these did not
change, no descriptions were given. External conditions are further evaluated in Sections 3
through 12 of this SER.

23  Design Criteria for Safety Protection Systems

A summary of the design criteria for the safety protection systems of the NUHOMS®-32PT
DSC, is presented in Section M2.3 of the SAR. Details of the design are provided in Sections
M.3 though M.11 of the SAR.

The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is designed to provide storage of spent fuel for 40 years. The
Standardized NUHOMS® System is licensed for 20 years of storage. The fuel cladding integrity
is assured by the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC and basket design which limits fuel cladding
temperatures and maintains a nonoxidizing environment in the cask cavity.  The NUHOMS®-
32PT DSC is designed to maintain a subcritical configuration during loading, handling, storage,
and accident conditions. A combination of fixed neutron absorbers, soluble boron in the pool,
and favorable geometry are employed. The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC shell, closure, and basket
are designed and fabricated in accordance with ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code?

(BP&YV), Section lll, SubsecﬁonANﬁ. A—}
UJAA (J.:l\nc & Mi ES
RB ond Pppondyi (ARett) “;f Swise N&, NF Pt

F (boaleh) Wit allinadiven whAD oo Seclm M3.026 MK,



ar e A2I0I vV UL FE:TT £0. @2 NNL
S1'd KiloL

2.4  Evaluation Findings

F2.1 The staff concludes that the principal design criteria for the NUHOMS®.-32PT DSC are
acceptable with regard to meeting the regulatory requirements of 10 CFR Part 72. This
tinding is reached on the basis of a review that considergd-theegulation itself,
appropriate regulatory guides, applicable codes and sjandards/ interim Staff Guidance
(ISG), and accepted engineering practices. A more dgtal] evajdation of design criteria
and an assessment of the compliance with those critega is pfesented in Section 3

through 12 of the SER.

25 References

1 U.S. Code of Federa!l Regulations, "Licensing Requirements for the Independent
Storage of Spent Nuclear Fuel, High-Level Radioactive Waste, and Reactor-Related
Greater Than Class C Waste,” Title 10, Pant 72.

2. American Society of Mechanical Engineers, ASME Boiler And Pressure Vesse! Code,
Section Mll, Division 1, 1988 edition including the 2000 Addenda.
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3.0 STRUCTURAL EVALUATION

This section presents the results of the structural design review of the amendment request for
the addition of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC to the CoC, and the safety analysis report submitted
under 10 CFR Part 72, Subpart L'. The review was conducted to assess the safety analysis of
the structural design features, the structural design criteria, and the structural analysis
methodology to evaluate the expected structural performance capabilities under normal
operations, off-normal operations, accident conditions and natural phenomena events for those
SSCs important to safety. The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is to be utilized in the Standardized
NUHOMS?® System, consisting of the 0S197 or 0S197H TC, and the NUHOMS Horizonta!
Storage Module (HSM), Model 80 or 102. The evaluation considers only the canister since as
stated in Section M.1, “there is no change to the HSM or the TC as described in the NUHOMS
FSAR.® In the description, justification, and evaluation of amendment changes provided, it is
stated that, “No change to the HSM or TC design is required to accommodate the new
canister.” The compatibility of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC for use with the TC and the HSM
models identified above is included in the evaluation.

The review was conducted against the appropriate regulations as described in 10 CFR 72.236
that identify the specific requirements for spent fuel storage cask approval and fabrication. The
unique characteristics of the spent fuel to be stored are identified as required by 10 CFR
72.236(a) so that the design basis and design criteria that must be provided for the structures,
systems and components important to safety can be assessed under the requirements of

10 CFR 72.236(b). The structural evaluation of the SSCs important to safety must also
consider and be compatible with the other specific applicable requirements of 10 CFR 72.236
addressing maintaining the spent fuel in a subcritical condition, providing adequate radiation
shielding and confinement, providing redundant sealing of the confinement system, providing
adequate passive heat removal, providing for wet or dry transfer capabilities, providing for ease
of decontamination, providing for a minimum design life of 20 years, providing for testing or
other appropriate means to demonstrate acceptable performance under the design conditions.
The structural systems are also evaluated to determine if the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is
compatible, to the extent possible, for retrievability of the stored spent fuel. The evaluation also
must address whether or not the design, fabrication and testing are conducted under a quality
assurance program meeting 10 CFR Part 72, Subpart G, as required by 10 CFR 72.234.

The staff's evaluation and conclusions regarding the acceptabllity of this canister for use in the
Standardized NUHOMS® System with the issuance of a CoC are based on information provided
in proposed Amendment No. 5.

3.1  Structural Design of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC
3.1.1 Structural Design Features

The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC consists of two main structural ponents that can bg described
as the cylindrical stainless steel shell confinerent vessel or r ganister that in the
transport or storage mode is supported by two rails on the in ace of the cask and the
stainless steel basket assembly. Inside the canister is the welded stainless steel basket
structure that is supported laterally by eight transition rails against the inner surface of the
canister. There are two fabrication options provided for the basket structure. One utilizes

3-1
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welded 1/4-inch stainless steel plate and the second utilizes 1/4-inch wall stainl

and 1/4-inch stainless steel plate welded together to form the basket structure. eﬁ: ﬁashtl:ﬁ;

ceflular basket structure has tube compartments with.a naminal 8.7 inch by 8.7 inch openings
The transition rail structural system is fabricated s a-salid-s 6061 aluminum alloy..
The four (4) large rails and the four (4) smaller Se=segres-auadra t rapis are attached to the

to the basket assembly.
is rails provide the lateral

r the fuel assemblies. Attached to the various tube compartment walls of

e screws are the neutron absorbing plates and the aluminum thermal
plates that are considered as non-structural elements in the design and analysis although they
can transmit compressive loads through the thickness of the plate material and add dead loads
to the basket assembly. Such plates must maintain their integrity under their own weight for the
various conditions. The longitudinal loads from the fuel assemblies are supported by the
canister body end cover plates that are stainless steel. The end shield plugs used in the
canister are fabricated from carbon steel.

HE-So-eHNN -

)48

The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC basket assembly with the-tra
structural suppo

The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is similar to the NUHOMSS 24p'DSQ, but with increased fuel
assembly capacity. The design has added some dimehsionalt€hanges to the canister inner
volume, by reducing the material thickness. It is also designed as a leak-light confinement with
a top outer cover plate with a test port for leakage testing of the top inner cover plate, and has
the bottom cover closure weld for the container that is now in conformance with Subsection NB
of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vesssl (BP&V) Code, Section lll, Division 12. The
confinement boundary is illustrated in Figure M.3-1 of Appendix M and is a positive, fully welded
closure system for the container. The baskets used in the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC represents
new basket designs. It is noted that the canister is not lifted in & loaded condition by its own

litting lugs which are not important to safety, but is handWQ

The classification of the 32PT DSC canister assembly structural elements are clearly delineated
in Table M.2-18 for both of the structural components. The individual structura! elements are
identified as either *important to safety” or as "not important to safety.” The elements of the
canister that are considered important to safety include the canister cylindrical shell, inner and
outer top and bottom cover plates, the top and bottom shield plugs, the siphon vent block, the
siphon/vent port cover plate, the test port plug, the support ring segment, the grapple ring and
support, and the associated weld filler metal. All the elements of the storage basket assembly
that are considered important to safety include the basket plates, the basket tubes (if used), the
poison plates, the basket rail, the welded studs, washers and hex nuts, and the weld filler metal
used for fabrication of the important o safety elements.

The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC will be identified as four separate variants that will define the weight
and the size of the canister (32PT-$100, 32PT-$125, 32PT-L100 and 32PT-L125). Thereisa
long and a short version for each of the 100-ton versions and the 125-ton versions. There is a
6-inch difference in the canister lengths between the long and the short configurations and 8-
1/2-inches difference in the cavity lengths. The canister outside and inside diameters are
identicalfor all four variants. The loaded dry weights for these four variants of canisters range
K8,000pounds to 101,200 pounds. The loaded wet weights for thesefour variants range
frdrl 94,700 pounds to 112,500 pounds. The maximum critical lift weig any NUHOMS®-
3¢ PﬁDSC is/fapproximately 224,000 pounds. The previous evaluation &f iting trunnions of

- f
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the 0S197 and OS197HTC defines their critical lift capacity at 208,500 pounds and 250,000
pounds, respectively. Consequently, any of the46Ur variantsof the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC can
be accommodated by the 0S197H TC, but'the 0S197 TC can{nly accommodate the 32PT-
$100 and 32PT-L100 TCs with the watgr drained from the DSC/cavity.

kowh'

To preclude air in-leakage during storage
pressure with helium and the canister is tested
1997.

vity is pressurized above atmospheric
to meet the leak tight criteria of ANSI N14.5-

- 3.1.2 Structural Design Criteria

The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC design of the canister confinement vessel (the shell structure) is
based on the ASME BP&V Code (1998), Section lil, Division 1, Subsection NB, Class 1
Components, as identified in Sections M.2.2.5 and M.2.5 of the SAR amendment, with noted
alternatives. The 2000 Addenda to the ASME Code is also incorporated into the design criteria.
The specific alternatives to the Code have been identified and documentsd in Table M.3.1-1 of
the SAR amendment. In addition, the welded joints between the top inner and outer cover
plates and the cylindricyl shell are being designed and fabricated in accordance with ASME

iSe N-59Y aving the root and final passes of the partial penetration welds
examined by dye|pengtrant testing (PT). For normal loading conditions the stress limits will be
based on NB-3200that for Level A service limits means consistency with NB-3222 and for
Level B and Leve! C the stress limits are consistent with NB-3223 and NB-3224, respectively.
For accident loading conditions the stress limits will be based on the Level D service limits
defined in NB-3225 and Appendix F.

The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC basket design for the steel elements is also based on the ASME
BPA&V Code (1998), Section I, Division 1, Subsection NG, for Core Support Structures, as
identified in Sections M.2.2.5 and M.2.5 of the SAR amendment, with noted alternatives. The
2000 Addenda to the ASME Code is also incorporated into the design criteria. The specific
alternatives have been identified and documented in Table M.3.1-2. For normal loading
conditions the stress limits will be based on NG-3200. For Leve!l A service that means
consistency with NG-3222, and for Level B and Level C it means that the stress limits are
consistent with NG-3223 and NG-3224, respectively. For accident loading conditions the stress
limits will be based on the Level D service limits defined in NG-3225 and Appendix F.

For the aluminum structural element of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC basket assembly, the
aluminurn transition rail, under normal boading conditions iSevaluated under the requirements of
NG-3227.1(a). Under the accident loading genditions, the radially confined (except for radial
clearances and as-fabricated radial tolerange
deflections of the basket cell structure, rail caver plate, and the canister shell that confine the
rail. The rail must not allow the displacements orstresses of the basket cell structure to be

exceeded.

Stability criteria have also been defined for axial and lateral loads for the basket structure.
Design stresses under normal conditions are based on considering the Level A primary
membrane stress, 2/3 of the yield stress at temperature and the critical buckling stress for a
rectangular plate undergompression along two opposite edges. Under accident conditions the
Level D primary nembrahe stress, 0.9 of the yield stress at temperature and the same critical
buckling streks wilbe usgd to define the permitted stress. In addition, based on the results of

IS

3-3



>0 JU0Od SSSESIPTOE 48:1T £0. @2 NOI

finite_glement iy th&criter a of Appendix F of Section il of the ASME B&PV Code
specifically F p(witbe. applied for evaluation of the lateral stability. The criteria of '
F-1334.3(b sed for-a"supplementary hand calculation to ascertain the stability of
members underirn-plane compression.

3.1.2.1 Individual Loads

Section M.2.2 and Table M.2-20 of the SAR amendment identify the relevant individua! loads,
including those resulting from natural phenomena, that the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC system is
designed to resist. All analyses completed for the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC reflect the changes in
t}l':e \g:ights of loaded NUHOMS®-32PT DSC variants as a result of proposed Amendment 5 to
the .

l o?.‘ooo

3.1.2.1.1 Dead Loads “”MN. wﬂg

The maximum weight of the fully loaded (dry condition) NUHOMS®-32PT DSC series is 101,140
pounds with the design value taken as $64;260 pounds. The fully loaded NUHOMS®-$2PT
DSC series with water (wet condition) has a maximum weight of approximately 112,500
pounds. The maximum weight of a transfer cask with the heaviest NUHOMS®-32PT DSC
series is 213,200 pounds. These loads are considered for the design of the system in all of its
possible orientations.

3.1.2.1.2 Live Loads pscC

The live loads considered for the de‘sjgn% Nl&SMS‘”—aZF’T DSC are the-rior ling
loads associated with lifting the eask, placingfhe e2ek in the TC, down ending thesasieinthe
TC to a horizontal orientation, moving the in the TC with the transport tral | from

the transport system, and hydraulic insertion into the HSM or extraction from the HSM. The
transfer loads include the following loads: axial load of +/- 1.0, transverse load of +/- 1.0g,
vertical load of +/- 1.0g, and under a combined condition of all loads of +/- 0.5g in each of the
three directions. The normal design Insertion load into the HMS acting axially on the -
NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is 80,000 pounds and the extraction load is 60,000 pounds. The ofi-
normal design loads for both insertion and extraction are 80,000 pounds acting axially on the
NUHOMS®-32PT DSC. These criteria are consistent with those for the 24P, the §2B, and the
61BT DSCs.

3.1.2.1.3 Pressure Loads IT 1

The design intemnal pressure for normal %ns is 15 psig and for the off-normal conditions
is 20 psig. The internal test pressure is T& psig, which is applied without the NUHOMS®-32PT
DSC outer top cover plate in place during fabrication, a i ich- r used for
the entire DSC under the pressure of helium. The accident intemnal prgssure is 105 psig.
Tables M.4-7, 4-12, and 4-15 provide the maximum internal pressur during normel, ofi-
normal, and accident conditions that were used in the design and eyaluation of the NUHOMS®-
32PT DSC.

3-4
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3.1.2.1.4 Thermal Loads

The thermal loading is based on the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC containing spent fuel rejecting
24kW decay heat with the ambient air temperature range of -40 °F to 117 °F. The thermal
evaluation of normal conditions, off-normal conditions and accident conditions are provided in
Section M.4 of the amendment to the SAR, with Tebles M.4-3 thru M.4-5, M.4-9 thru M.4-11,
and M.4-14 providing the calculated temperatures under these various loading conditions on the
structural components as a maximum and a minimum temperature. These temperature
extremes are expected to occur only for short periods of time, on the order of hours. The range
of 0 °F to 100 °F are expected to bound the temperatures that could exist for a period of days.
The lifetime average tempsrature ambient is taken as 70 °F. Thermal conditions are also
calculated for other conditions of operation as described in Section M.3.4.4 of the SAR
amendment. The design is based on providing adequate clearances between the fuel, the
basket, the poison plates and the canister shell that experience temperature differentials and
aliow free thermal expansion.

3.1.2.1.5 Flood Loads

Flood loading is addressed in Section M.2.2.2 of the amendment. The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC
cask system is designed for flood water to a depth of 50 feet and water velocity of 15 feet per
saecond, consistent with the 24P, the 52B, and the 61BT DSCs.

3.1.2.1.6 Tornado Wind and Tornado Missiles

The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC cask system is designed for the same tornado wind loads and
tornado missiles as the 24P, the 52B, and the 61BT DSCs. The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC system
is evaluated for a design basis tornado wind velocity of 360 mph with a translational velocity of
70 mph and a pressure drop of 3 psig as discussed in Section 3.2.1 of the Standardized
NUHOMS® System FSAR. Tornado missiles are listed in Section 3.2.1.2 of the FSAR.

3.1.2.1.7 Seismic

The design earthquake for the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC system is based on an earthquake that
produces a horizontal ground acceleration of 0.25g and a vertical acceleration of 0.17g that is
consistent with the design earthquake for the 24P, the 528, and 61 BT DSCs. The location of
these accelerations is taken at the top of the concrete pad/basemat of the HSM. NRC
Regulatory Guides 1.60 and 1.61 are utilized in the seismic design.

3.1.2.1.8 Snow and lce

The environmenta! loads on the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC canister and basket, from snow and ice,
are negligible or zero, and do not have to be considered since either the TC or HSM will be the
loaded component in the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC system from snow or ice. Loads for the HSM
are provided in Section 3.2.4 of the FSAR and are consistent with the NUHOMS®-24P, the 528,

and the 61BT DSCs
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3.1.2.1.9 Lightning

The environmental effect on the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC canister and basket from lightning will
bedneghtglgt'?h and doets not have to be considered since either the TC or the HSM will surround
and protect the canister and its internals from lightning. This is consistent with the eriteri '
the 24P, the §2B, and the 61BT DSCs. rera for

3.1.2.1.10 Fire and Explosion

The NUHOMS?®-32PT DSC system contains no flammable material and the concrete and steel
used for the system fabrication can withstand any credible fire hazard. No explosions at an
ISFSI are considered credible, since no explosive materials are present in the fission products
or oover gases. Externally initiated explosions are considered to be bounded by the design
basis_ tornado generated loads. In order to utilize the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC, licenssees are
required by 10 CFR Part 72, Subpart K, to confirm that no conditions exist near the ISFSI that
would result in pressures due to off-site explosions which would exceed those postulated for
tornado wind or missile effects. This is consistent with the 24P, the 52B, and the 61BT DSCs.

3.1.2.2 Loading Combinations

The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC system is subjected to the same loads and load combinations as
the existing NUHOMS®-24P, -52B, or the 61BT DSCs. The loading combinations are provided
in Table M.2-15. The loading combinations reflect the various operational conditions and
events including accidents that may occur during the lifetime of the utilization of the
NUHOMS®-32PT DSC. The design calculations reflect evaluations against these combinations.
The loading combinations include the following cases:

Non-operational events
Fuel loading
Draining/Drying
Transfer Trailer Loading
Transfer toffrom ISFSI
HSM Loading

HSM Storage

Table M.3.6-1 shows the normal operating loads for which the safety-related/important to safety
components are designed. Table M.3.6-8 provides the same information for the off-normal
operating loads. The loading combinations represent the design events identified by ANSVANS
57.9-1984, “Design Criteria for an Independent Spent Fuel Storage Instaliation” and are in
accordance with NRC Regulatory Guide 3.48. These design events are defined in the FSAR in
Section 8.1 and B.2. For the accident events the considerations to be made are based on the
accident analysis scenarios identified in Section M.11 &

3.1.3 Allowable Stresses

The allowable stresses for the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC canister shell are based on the ASME
BP&V Code (1998), Section lil, Division 1, Subsection NB-3200, for normal and off-normal
conditions and Appendix F to Section Il for accident conditions. The 2000 Addenda is also
incorporated into the design bases. Section M.2.2.5.1.1 and Table M.2-1€ of the SAR
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amendment provide the detailed guidance for the stress allowables under the various loading
conditions and events, including normal, off-normal and accident conditions. The stress
allowables are identified with respect to each category of stress, whether as a primary
membrane stress, such as induced by internal pressure, a primary membrane plus bending
stress that can occur in the shell geometry transition regions, or a bearing stress. Also the
various service levels {Level A through Level D) are identified. It is noted that the stress
allowables are also based on the temperature conditions of the material that will exist under the
specific service conditions. Fatigus considerations are also made for the normal loads that
include repetitive loads.

The allowable stresses for the steel elements of the fuel basket assembly are also based on the
ASME BP&V Code (1998), Section Il Division 1, Subsection NG-3200, including the 2000
Addenda, for normal and off-normal conditions and Appendix F of Section 1ll for accident
conditions except as noted in Table M.3.1-2 listing the Code altematives. Section M.2.2.5.1.2
and Table M.2-17 of the SAR amendment provide the detailed guidance for the stress
allowables under the various loading conditions and events, including normal, off-normal and
accident conditions, The stress allowables are identified with respect to each category of
stress, whether pure primary shear or a buckling compressive stress. Provisions are identified
for addressing such conditions as setvice temperatures, fatigue, and impact loadings. The
numerical values of the stress limits for service at 650 F for normal and accident conditions are
provided in Tables M.3.3-1 and M.3.3-3 of the SAR amendment.

The allowable stresses for the aluminum transition rails are based on the ASME B&PV Code,
Section lil, Division 1, Subsection NG, Paragraph NG-3227.1(a). Tables M.3.3-4 thru M.3.3-6
of the SAR amendment provide the materials data based on the ASME B&PV Code (1998),
Section I, Part D, with 2000 Addenda, and the American Society of Metals (ASM) and the
Aluminum Association.

3.1.4 Materials

The applicant provided a general description of the materials of construction in SAR Sections
M1.2 and M.3.1. Additional information regarding the materials, fabrication details and testing
programs can be found in SAR Section M.S.1. The staff reviewed the information contained in
these Sections; Table M.3.1-1, ASME Code Alternatives, and the information presented in the
license drawings, to determine whether the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC meets the requirements of
10 CFR 72.24(c) (3) and (4), 72.122(a), (b), (h) and (I}, and 72.236(g) and (h). In particular, the
following aspects were reviewed: materials selection; brittle fracture; applicable codes and
standards; weld design and specifications; and chemical and galvanic corrosion.

3.1.4.1 Structura! Materials

The material properties used in the structural analyses are in accordance with the ASME BP&V
Code (1998), Section I, Part D, with the 2000 Addenda. Tebles M.3.3-1 and M.3.3-3 _of the
SAR amendment provide the basic mechanical properties of the stainless steel materials. In
the structural analysis, the bilinear behavior of the SA-240, types 304 and XM-19 stainless
steel, was utilized based on the properties identified in Section M.3.7.5.3.1 and Tables M.3.7-3
of the SAR amendment. The top and bottom shield plugs are fabricated from A36 steel with the
material properties from the ASME B&PV Code, Section i1, Part D as shown in the SAR
amendment, Table M.3.3-2. The durability of the canister shell, basket, and other assembly
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components of stainless steel will allow the material to parform its design function be

des!gn life of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC system. In achl’ition. the baskg and the inter)i!:: gf?hi
canister shell are under a constant inert helium gas environment once the spent fue! has been
loaded end the system sealed with the final structura! and confinement welds. The DSC may
be fabricated by other than ASME Certificate Holders, and the quality assurance requirements
of 10 CFR Part 72, Subpart G and NQA-1 are imposed instead of the requirements of
NCA-3800 of the ASME B&PV Code, Section lli, Division 1.

3.1.4.2 Nonstructural Materials

The basket assembly structure consists of a grid assembly of welded stainless stee! plates or
tubes that make up the fuel compartments. Each fuel compartment accommodates alumi
and/or neutrari-ebsorbing plates for criticality control. The neutron absorber plates for oriti
control ap either an alloy (e.g., borated aluminum) or a metal matrix composite (e.g./t
METAM(C, Borat, eie). Additionally, B,C (boron carbide) pellets enclosed in stainle
tubes aré.also used for criticality control. In accordance-with Section M.9 of the amendmieTt,
appropriaté acceptance testing will be used to ensyre that thefie absorbers have the
minimum specified *°B loading for borated aluminufn, Besad, BQra P

rod assemblies. An 1100 aluminum alloy is also used in the‘gnd-asse
plates.

The staff concludes that the aluminum plates used for the grid assembly are suitable for heat
transfer. Further, the staff concludes that the neutron absorbers (i.e., plates and rods) will be
adequately durable during service life of the cask. The acceptance and qualification for the
neutron absorbers are discussed in Chapter 9 of this SER.

3.1.4.3 Welds

The DSC cylindrical shell is assembled using full penetration longitudinal welded joints and
circumferential welded joints at the junction between the bottom plate and the shell. These
welds are performed in eccordance with ASME BP&V Code Section i, Subsection NB-4000.
The top outer and inner cover plates are joined to the shell by partial penetration groove welds.
The applicant has taken an alternative to the ASME Code, Section lll with respect to the design
of this redundant closure. All top and bottom end closures welds are multiple-layer welds. Al
welded components of the basket assembly are performed in accordance with ASME Code,
Section lll. Radiographie, ultrasonic and liquid penetrant examination requirements of these
welds are summarized in Section M.3.1.2.1 of the SAR. All altematives to the ASME Code are
identified in Table M.3.1-1 of the SAR.

The DSC materials of construction (e.g., stainless steel, carbon steel, efc.) are readily weldable
using common available welding techniques. The use of an experienced fabricator will ensure
that the process chosen for tabrication will yield a durable canister. The DSC welds were well-
characterized on the drawings, and standard welding symbols and notations in accordance with
American Welding Society (AWS) Standard A2.4, *Standard Symbols for Welding, Brazing, and
Nondestructive Examination” were used.

The staff concludes that the welded joints of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC meets the requirements
of the ASME Code. Although the DSC closure welds are partial penetr_ation welds, this
configuration will perform its intended structural and confinement functions.
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3.1.4.4 Bolting Materials
The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is an all-welded canister.
3.1.4.5 Coatings

No zinc, zinc compounds, or zinc-based coatings are used on the mnp(eeltop shigid plug
of the DSC. The shield plug will be coated with an electroless nickeld ating

which has been used in the nuclear industry. The coating will protect excessive
oxidation of the surfacs.

3.1.4.6 Mechanica! Properties

Tebles M.3.3-1 through M.3.3-6 of the SAR provide materia! propery data for the major
materials including: stainless and carbon steels, and aluminum alloys. The values were
obtained from ASME Code, Section |I, Part D, or other acceptable references. The staff
independently verified the temperature dependent values for the yield and ultimate stresses,
modulus of elasticity, and coefficient of thermal expansion. The staff concludes that these
material properties are acceptable and appropriate for the expected load conditions (e.g., static
or dynamic, impact loading, hot or cold temperature, wet or dry conditions) during the license
petiod.

3.1.4.7 Chemical and Galvanic Reactions

In Section M.3.4.1 of the SAR, the applicant evaluated whether chemical, gatvenic or other
reactions among the materials and environment would occur. The stafi reviewed the design
drawings and applicable sections of the SAR to evaluate the effects, if any, of intimate contact
between various materials of construction during all phases of operation. In particular, the staff
evaluated whether these contacts could initiate a significant chemical or galvanic reaction that
could result in components corrosion or combustible gas generation. Pursuantto NRC Bulletin
96-04, a review of the DSC system, its contents and operating environments, has been
performed to confirm that no operation (e.g., short-term loading/unloading or long-term storage)
will produce adverse chemical or galvanic reactions. The DSC is primarily fabricated with
stainless and carbon steels, and aluminum. The vacuum drying procedures of SAR Section
M.8.1.3, (two cycles of sequentially evacuating and backfilling the cask with the inert helium),
and the design, configuration and operation of the vacuum drying equipment will ensure that
contamination of the cover gas with alir is minimal. The staff concludes that in this dry, inert
environment, the DSC componsnts are not expected to react with one another or with the cover
gas. Further, oxidation, or corrosion, of the fuel and the DSC internal components will
effectively be eliminated during storage.

The applicant identified that small amounts of hydrogen gas may be generated in the DSC prior
to the submersion of the transfer cask into the spent tuel pool due to initial passivation state of
the aluminum. The applicant conducted tests on aluminum metal matrix composites coupled
with 304 stainless steel. The applicant concluded that the small amounts of hydrogen which
may be generated during the DSC operation does not result in a satety hazard. To ensure that
the safety hazards associated with the ignition of hydrogen gas are mitigated, the procedures of
SAR Section M.8.1 and M.8.2 are employed to monitor the concentration of hydrogen gas
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during any welding or cutting operations. The staff concludes that these procedures are
adequgte to prevent ignition of any hydrogen gas that may be generated during welding
operation. Further, the potential reaction of the aluminum with the spent fuel poo! water will not
!mpact the ability of the aluminum grid plates and the neutron absorbers to perform their
intended function because the loss of aluminum metal is negligible.

3.2 Normal and Off-Normal Conditions
3.2.1 Analysis Methods

The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC assembly was analyzed using the finite element method of the
ANSYS(Re¥sicnEET software package. The model was developed by creating two separate
models, one each of the top and bottom half-length of the canister shell and utilizing the
symmetry of the shell so that only a quadrant was idealized for the model. This is an
acceptable modeling technique because the known stress conditions for most loadings, such as
internal pressure, are based on classical unique numerical solutions. With this information it is
possible to verify the acceptability of the model in representing the shell halves in the more
difficult regions to define stresses without computer capability. Boundary conditions can be
imposed to duplicate the prototype behavior. Figures 8.1-14a and 8.1-14b of the FSAR present
the two models used for the analyses. The models were three-dimensiona! models that
included the details of the cylindrical shell and the closure plates. For one specific loading
condition, addressing the loading arising during the horizontal loading and unloading of the
gUHOMS‘-SZPT DSC via the grapple ring, another finite element mode! was used as shown in
igure 8.1-15.

The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC basket assembly was also analyzed using a two-dimensional finite
element model using the ANSYS software package. The mode! represented the canister shell,
the rails, the basket, and the connections or boundary conditions between them. A minimum
of three (3) finite elements were used through the thickness of all parts being represented in the
2D-plane. The section or disk thickness of the 2D model represented one element of the
NUHOMS®-32PT DSC system model, and was analyzed as representative of the actual
physical prototype. This technique is acceptable because the boundary conditions that can be
imposed at the model edges, can be related to the full physical prototype. The model used for
the aluminum rails and basket assembly is shown in Figures M.3.6-3 and M.3.6-4. The finite
element modsl also included a representation of the gap spaces that would exist between the
basket rails and the inner surface of the canister, the gaps that would exist between the
canister and the transport cask, and the connections that exist between the basket and the
rails. This latter detail was represented by spring elements, which act in paralie! to the contact
elements and are defined with non-linear stiffnesses. This provides for the capability to
represent drop loadings that can then be analyzed.

3.2.2 Loading Cases Analyzed

The normal operating load cases analyzed for the canister included the dead weight loads,
design internal pressure, design external pressure, design basis thermal loads, operational
handling loads and design basis live loads. In order to complete the analysis for the operational
handling loads there were actually two situations considered. The first addressed the inertia
loads associated with on-site handling and transporting the DSC between the fuel
handling/loading area and the HSM, and the second associated with loading the DSC into (or
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removing the DSC from) the HSM. Each of the loading cases was analyzed for -
32PT DSC in each of the key orientations. Table M.a.%-1 of the SAR a?nzendme:::?d’:r?tggy :ﬁ:
individual loads and the components to which they apply and Table M.2-15 identifies the
loadipg combinations for normal loads. Itis noted that the A-36 steel shield plugs are not
sggc':g!cally analyzed since they are free to expand thermally and serve only as a mass for
shielding.

The normal loading cases analyzed for the basket assembly included the dead weight loads,
the thermal loads, and handling/transfer loads including side drop loads. In addition, individual
elements within the basket assembly were analyzed for the loads to determine the compressive
strength and determine the buckling loads, and weld stresses.

The off-normal loading cases evaluated include a jammed DSC either during a loading or an
unloading operation, and operation during either the cold temperature extreme of ~40°F, or
operation during the hot temperature extreme of 117°F. These conditions are included with the
off-normal internal pressure in the DSC of 20 psig.

3.2.3 Analysis Results M. 3.0 -~ lo

The resulls of thevarious analyses for normal and off-normal loads are shown graphically in
Figures &8:6<0 through M.3.6-13 of the SAR amendment. Table M.3.6-2 presents a summary
of the resulting stresses for the various loadings from the normal and off-normal conditions for
the NUHOMS®.32PT DSC shell structure. All computed stresses are well within the allowable
stress values. Tables M.3.6-5 and M.3.6-6 provide the calculated stresses for the basket
assembly elements under the normal loading conditions for the aluminum rails. All stresses are
less than the allowables.

3.3 Accident Conditions
3.3.1 Analysis Methods

The analysis methods include static and dynamic analyses utilizing elastic and elasto-plastic
methods, as well as classical methods with hand and computer based computations and
numerical methods, such as finite element methods. The specific analytical methods used are
identified for the particular structural element, component, or assembly being analyzed and the
selection of the method for use is influenced by the complexity of the structure, the importance
of the structure, the loading conditions, and other characteristics.

The finite element analysis methods described herein in Section 3.2 were also utilized in the
analysis of accident conditions. Many of the same idealized models were used for evaluating
the accident conditions, with the only difference being the loading conditions imposed. All
methods of analysis used for evaluation of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC are accepted methods
and have been previously used for similar analyses.

3.3.2 Loading Cases Analyzed

Section M.3.7 of the SAR amendment addresses the accident load conditions vghich alsg, in this
document, encompass the loads resulting from natura! phenomena. The following loading
cases have been addressed.
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a. Reduced HSM air inlet and outlet shislding

b. Debris blockage of HSM air inlet and outlet opening

c. Accidental transfer cask drop with loss of neutron shield
d. Pressurization due to fuel cladding failure within the DSC
e. Postulated DSC leakage

f. Design basis flood

g. Tornado winds and tormado generated missiles

h. Lightning eflects

i. Design basis seismic event

Loading Case &)is bounded by Loading Case t(?for the therma! effects on the structural
aspects of the scenario. In addition, the thermal effects of Loading Case b., with the resulting
temperatures of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC components, are listed in Table M.4-14 of the
Amehdm ent to the SAR. These temperatures were considered in the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC
uation, and the impact on the canister is encompassed in the analyses. The

i L rmal loads on the HSM are bounded by the thermal effects of the NUHOMS®-
24P DSC sfstem that is already addressed by the current CoC.

Loading Case df with the loss of the neutron shield, has no direct impact on the structure, but

the initiating event of the transfer cask being dropped is considered. The components of the
NUHOMS®-32PT DSC system that are evaluated due to their influence on structural

performance are the canister shell, the basket, and the on-site transfer cask. The drop

scenarios for the design are for a horizontal side drop from a height of 80 inches with the Tusesl=
vertica! end drop being an 80 inch drop on the top or the bottom of the transfer cask. AThe @
comer drop considered for an 80 inch drop at 30 degrees to the horizontal was found to be

enveloped by the end and side drops. The cask side drops consider the various orientations

with respect to the two support rails of the canister so &s to bound the possible maximum stress
orientation for stresses within the canister shell. In addition, for a conservative assumption, the

entire fully loaded weight of the DSC is assumed to be on one support rail. For the vertical drop

effects on the canister shell, it is conservatively assumed that no energy is absorbed by the

cover plates. [nertia loadings are based on the forces associated with the 75g deceleration

value used for the Standardized NUHOMS® System. The comer drop produces a 25g loading

and the end drop presents a 60g load. The canister shell was also analyzed for buckling under

the vertical drop loads. In addition to the analyses for the canister shell, the basket assembly

and its various components were also analyzed under these loading conditions for the dropped

transfer cask scenario.

Loading Case dresults in a computed maximum internal pressure of 102.9 psig in the canister
shell which remains below the accident design pressure of 105 psig.

Loading Case qﬁl_as no structural loading implications.

Loading Case §is the result of specific design bases selected for the cask which must not be
exceeded at the Jocation where the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC system is used.

Loading Case g{g the result of the specific analysis of the Standardized NUHOMS® System
since the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC should not be directly exposed to tonado effects.

Loading Case h?as no structural loading implications.
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Loadmg Cage éa ressed using Regulatory Guides 1.60 and 1.61. Natural frequencies are
determmgd or the-Shell bending mode as well as the shell ovalling mode. Spectral
accelerations are determined for use in analysis of the seismic loads on the DSC shell and the
internal basket. For this loading it was necessary to re-evaluate the HSM for compatibility with
the NUHOMS?®-32PT DSC since it has a larger weight than the 24P and 52B systems.
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3.3.3 Analysis Results

Tables M.3.7-4 and M.3.7-5 of the amendment to the SAR provide the summary results for the
enveloping loading cases for the accident load conditions on the basket assembly from the
controlling drop loading cases. The highest percentage of the allowable stress calculated was
97% for a condition of combined primary membrane and primary bending, that occurred in the
cellular structure of the basket resulting from the 759 side drop. Based on the calculated
stresses for the various components of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC shell structure for the various
loading combinations, the highest stresses based on & percentage of the allowable, were as
follows based on the stress summaries of Tables M.3.7-8 through M.3.7-10.

For the normal and off-normal copxflions, the hi
DSC was 94.7% of the allowableferprimansmembrane-pluspriman:bhapting-ofthe-DSG-she
under the normal transfer loading conditian. Only one other area was stressed above 807
the allowable, with most of the maximum values at 60% or1ess. 5

M.3.7-8.

ghest stress calculated for the NUH

For the accident conditions for Level C allowable stress limits, the highest stress was 94.5% of
the allowable stress under a condition of off-normal unloading, during the hot temperature
condition. This calculated stress was located in the outer bottom cover plate and is reported in
Table M.3.7-9.

For accident conditions for Level D allowable stress limits, the highest stress was 95.3% of the
allowable stress under a condition of an accidental side drop under the hot thermal conditions.
The calculated stress was located in the outer top cover plate as a primary membrane plus
primary bending stress as reported in Table M.3.7-10.

3.4  Evaluation Findings

F3.1 The SSCs important to safety are described for the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC System in
proposed Amendment 5, in sufficient detail to enable an evaluation of their structural
effectiveness and are designed to accommodate the combined loads of normal, ofi-

normal, accident and natural phenomena events.

F3.2 The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC System is designed to allow retrieval of spent nuclear fuel
for further processing or disposal. The staff concludes that no accident or natural
phenomena events analyzed will result in damage of the system that will prevent
retrieval of the stored spent nuclear fuel.

F3.3 The cask is designed and fabricated so that the spent nuclear fus! is maintained ina
subcritica! condition under credible conditions. The configuration of the s}ored spent
fuel is unchanged. Additiona! criticality evaluations are discussed in Section & of this

SER.
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F3.4 The cask and its systems important to safety are evaluated to demonstrate that they will
reasonably maintain confinement of radioactive material under normal, off-normal, and
credible accident conditions.

F3.5 The staff concludes that the structural design of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC system is in
compliance with 10 CFR Part 72 and that the applicable design and acceptance criteria
have been satisfied. The structural evaluation provides reasonable assurance that the
NUHOMS®-32PT DSC system will enable safe storage of spent nuclear fuel. This
finding is based on a review that considered the regulation itself, appropriate regulatory
guides, applicable industry codes and standards, accepted practices and confirmatory
analysis.

35 References
1 U.S. Code of Federa! Regulations, “Licensing Requirements for the Independent
Storage of Spent Nuclear Fuel, High-Level Radioactive Waste, and Reactor - Related

Greater Than Class C Waste,” Title 10, Part 72; Subpart L, “Approval of Spent Fuel
Storage Casks.”

2. American Society of Mechanical Engineers, ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code,
Section lll, Division 1, 1998 including the 2000 Addenda.
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4.0 THERMAL EVALUATION

The staff reviewed the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC thermal design and performed independent
confirmatory calculations to assess that the cask and fuel material temperatures are within their
allowable values or criteria for normal, off-normal, and accident conditions, as required in

10 CFR Part 72'. The staff’s independent analyses confirmed that the temperatures of the fuel
cladding (fission product barrier) will be maintained below the acceptable limits during DSC
loading, draining, drying, and inerting, as well as throughout the planned storage period. The
staff's review followed, &s appropriate, guidance outlined in Section 4 of NUREG-1536,
“Standard Review Plan for Dry Cask Storage Systems,* as well as associated ISG documents.

4.1  Spent Fuel Cladding

The predicted tuel cladding long term storage temperatures were assessed to be below the
expected damage thresholds identified in Table M.4-1 of the SAR for the three acceptable heat
load configurations, as proposed by the applicant. These configurations are shown in Figures
M.4-1, M.4-2, and M.4-3 of the SAR, Tables M.4-2, M.4-8, and M.4-13 of the SAR present the
maximum temperature criteria for fuel cladding short term normal conditions, off-normal events,
and accident conditions, respectively. The temperature limits for spent fuel cladding are based
on the SFPO I1SG-11, Revision 2°. 1SG-11 establishes that a maximum fuel cladding
temperature limit of 752°F (400°C) is applicable to both normal conditions of storage and all
short term operations. In addition, thermal cycling of cladding temperature with differences
greater than 117°F (65°C) during drying or backfilling operations is not permitted per ISG-11.
The maximum fuel cladding temperature limit of 10S8°F (570°C) is applicable only for accidents
or off-normal thermal transient congition or-the- NUHOMS-32BT DISC unloading operations,
the maximum fuel cladding Temperature during cask reflood is postulated 1o be significantly less
than the vactum drying condition because of the presence of water/steam. Fre-refiooding-

P TOCEUT

Consequently, during cask reflood, a lower temperature rise is expected when compared to the
cask vacuum drying operations.

42 Cask System Therma! Design

The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is designed to store 32 intact standard PWR fuel assemblies with or
without BPRAs, (supported by the thermal analysis presented in Appendix J of the
Standardized NUHOMS® System FSAR) with assembly average burnup, initial enrichment and
cooling time as described in Table M.2-1 of the SAR. The DSC is evacuated and backfilled with
helium at the time of loading. The DSC is designed to passively reject decay heat during
storage and transfer for normal, off-normal and accident conditions while maintaining
component temperatures and pressures within the limits specified by the applicant in the SAR.

4.3 Thermal Load Specifications

The maximum total decay heat load per DSC is 24 kW, with a maximum per assembly heat
load of 1.2 kW when zoning (preferential loading) is used to distribute the heatloadina
nonuniforrm manner. The loading configurations, based on the decay heat that is approved by
the staff, are presented in the Certificate of Compliance (CoC) for the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC.
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44  Model Specifications
4.4.1 Thermal Properties of Materials

Material property tables for the DSC shell and basket components are included in Section M4.2
of the SAR. The temperature range for the material properties covers the range of
temperatures encountered during the thermal analysis with some exceptions. The extrapolation
of material propetties for higher temperatures not provided in the SAR is justified by the fact
that for most of the DSC materials, thermal conductivity increases with temperature. Therefore,
an increase in material thermal conductivities for higher temperatures makes the thermal
results presented in the SAR slightly conservative. The applicant stated that material
properties, which are determined to be critical to the thermal performance of the design (i.e.,
emissivity of materials used in radiation heat transfer calculations), will be validated by the
quality assurance program.

4.4.2 Use of Effective Thermal Conductivity Models
4.4.2.1 Spent Fuel Efiective Thermal Conductivity

The applicant developed models to simulate the effective thermal properties of the fuel with a
homogenized material occupying the volume within the basket by using the tota! fue! active
length. The calculated effective thermal conductivity of the fuel assemblies takes credit for
conduction and radiation heat transfer only. The fuel assembly with the lowest effective thermal
conductivity for the design basis heat load is used to determine the bounding assembly to -
perform the thermal evaluation of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC. The applicant calculated the
bounding assembly to be the Westinghouse (WE) 14x14 fuel assembly array.

4.4.2.2 Neutron Shield Region Effective Thermal Conductivity

The neutron shisld of the 0S197/0S197H transfer cask is a water filled jacket surrounding the
cask’s structural shell. Support ribs act to divide up the void volume within the neutron shield
into multiple enclosed regions. Effective thermal conductivity values for these enclosures are
obtained by considering a combination of conduction and convection heat transfer through
these regions. Using a series of correlations that were developed to model the heat transfer
inside vertical and horizontal enclosures, the applicant computed effective thermal
conductivities as a function of angular position around the cask circumference. These effective
thermal conductivities are correlated to the calculated Nusselt number for each of the
circumferential positions of the cask. According to the applicant’s calculations, the presence of
convection within the shield will enhance the thermal conductivity by a factor of 10 to 20 over
that computed assuming conduction only through the shield region.

To justify the assumed modes of heat transfer through the water filled neutron shield region of
the transfer cask, the applicant provided a confirmatory computational fluid dynamic (CFD)*
calculation. The applicant used the CFD calculation to directly determine the flow regime
pattemn that would exist within the neutron shield at various circumferential positions around the
cask. The CFD calculation results confirmed the computed values of effective thermal
conductivity within the neutron shield that were determined by the applicant applying a set of
semi-empirical relationships for convection inside a generic enclosure.
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4.4.3 Boundary Conditions
Thermal analyses were performed for normal conditions involving the following cases:

m_aagimum normal temperature of 100°F (37.7°C) with insolation
minimum normal temperature of 0°F (-17.7°C) without insolation

. average ambient temperature of 70°F (21.1°C) with insolation for long term
storage

Previous analysis of the HSM and Transfer Cask (TC)* furnished the surface temperature of the
DSC shell. The maximum calculated DSC temperatures are applied to the DSC surface as
boundary conditions for the detailed DSC thermal model. Off-normal conditions for storage and

transfer that were analyzed included:; cnteats b
Tilia (\"%“) K;,/C i ey

. maximum temperature o &OPF (41.66°C) with insolation
. minimum temperature of 0°F?-40°C) without insolation

As before, previous analyses of the HSM and TC provided the surface temperatures. For
transfer operations when ambient temperatures exceed 100°F (37.7°C) up to 117°F (47.2°C), a
solar shield is utilized. Steady state, off-normal conditions were assumed prior to the fire
accident analysis. A fire temperature of 1475°F (801.6°C), with emittance of 0.9, and a duration
of 15 minutes, (based on a full consumption of a 300 gallon diese! fue! source) with complete
engulfment of the TC for the duration of the fire accident, was assumed.

4.4.4 Model Configuration

Mode! dimensions were verified according to the DSC drawings presented in Safety Analysis
Report (SAR) Chapter 1. To bound the heat conductance unceriainty between adjacent
components, conservative gaps have been included in the model. ANl heat transfer across
these gaps is by gaseous conduction (helium backfill). Assurance of retention of the backfill
gas inside the DSC is achieved by meeting the leak tight criteria. The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC
thermal analyses consider the effect of the decay heat varying axially along & fuel assembly.
The axial heat flux profile utilized is based on the report entitied: “Topical Report on Actinide-
Only Burnup Credit for PWR Spent Nuclear Fuel Packages,” Office of Civilian Radioactive
Waste Management, DOE/RW-0472, Revision 2, September 1998. Within the three-
dimensional DSC models, heat is transferred via conduction through fuel regions, the poison
plates, steel of the basket and the gas gaps between the poison plate and steel members. All
heat transfer across the gaps is by gaseous conduction. Heat is transferred through the basket
support rails via conduction. The epplicant modeted the performance of the NUHOMS®-32PT
DSC using the ANSYS® finite element analysis code which is capable of solving steady state
and transient thermal analysis problems in one, two or three dimensions. Models developed for
nommal storage included a three-dimensional modet to represent approximately half of the
length of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC cavity.

45  Evaluation of Cask Performance for Normal Conditions

The maximurm fuel cladding temperature for long term storage is evaluated by the applicant for
each of the three decay heat load zoning configurations that are shown in Figures M.4-1, M.4-2,
and M.4-3 of the SAR. The results obtained are compared with the corresponding ISG-11 fuel
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cladding temperature limits for long term storage in Table M.4-1 of the SAR. j

results presented in this table, the bounding case corresponds to Loading cor{s\f?go:rrgt’;% g’:ﬂhih
is shown in Figure M.4-3 of the SAR. For this case a margin of 114°F (63.34°C) against the
allowable limit of 752°F (400°C) per ISG-11 was calculated by the applicant for the maximum
fuel cladding tempsrature. The predicted fuel cladding temperatures for short term storage and
normal transter conditions are given in Table M.4-2 of the SAR. The maximum fuel cladding
temperatures are below the allowable short term limit of 752°F (400°C) by 32°F (17.77°C) for
Loading Configuration 3, which is the loading case calculated by the applicant to be the
bounding configuration. Under the minimum temperature condition of 0°F (-17.77°C), the SSCs
important to safety continue to perform their safety function. The maximum calculated pressure
for normal conditions corresponds to 6.37 psig, which is well below the DSC normal condition
design pressure of 15 psig.

4.6 Evaluation of Cask Performance for Off-Normal Conditions

Maximum calculated temperatures for off-normal storage and transfer are given in Table M.4-8
of the SAR. According to this table, the maximum calculated temperature of 715°F (379.44°C)
was obtained for the transfer case of Loading Configurations 1 and 3. Since a maximum fuel
cladding short term temperature of 720°F (382.22°C) was obtained for normal conditions of
transfer, the ofi-normal maximum fuel temperature is bounded by the normal conditions of
transfer. For off-normal conditions the maximum fuel cladding tempsratures are below the
allowable fuel cladding temperature limit of 752°F (400°C). The maximum calculated pressure
for off-normal conditions corresponds to 13.87 psig, which is below the DSC off-normal
condition design pressure of 20 psig.

4.7 Evaluation of Cask Performance for Accident Conditions .2

{ol.

The maximum cask temperature for the transfer accidefit case (loss of solar shield and liquid
neutron shielding) is 863°F (461°C), which is belgwthe maximum fimit of 1058°F (670°C). The
maximum calculated temperature for the blocked vent event after 40 hours is 788°F (420°C),
which is below the maxirmum limit of 1058°F{570°C). The maximum calculated pressure for
accident conditions corresponds to psig, which is close to the DSC design pressure limit
of 105 psig. The calculated maximum fire transient DSC surface temperature is 545°F (285°C),
which is less than transfer accident maximum DSC surface temperature of 600°F (315°C).
Therefore, the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC temperatures and pressures calculated for the loss of
solar shield and neutron shielding accident case bound the hypothetical fire accident condition.

4.8  Evaluation of Cask Performance for Loading/Unloading Conditions

The maximum cladding temperature reached during vacuum drying after approximately 33
hours is 676°F (358.88°C). This is below the maximum limit of 752°F (400°C) per ISG-11. The
maximum temperature difference for the fuel cladding during drying and backfilling operations is
100°F (55.55°C). This meets the thermal cycling criteria specified by 1ISG-11, which states that
the temperature differences greater than 117°F (65°C) should not be permitied. Steady state
(\maximum fue! cladding temperature during transfer to the ISFSI pad is 720°F (382.22°C). The
maximum fuel cladding temperature during cask refiood operations will be significantly less than
the vacuum drying condition because of the presence of water and/or steam in the DSC cavity.
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49  Staff's Confirmatory Analysis of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC

Confirmatory analyses of the NUHOMSS-32PT DSC thermal design, using the COBRA-SFS
finite volume thermal code, were performed by the staff as an independent evaluation of the
thermal analysis presented in the applicant’s SAR. The stafi's three-dimensional thermal model
explicitly modeled the fuel assemblies, including individual rods, inside the DSC. It also
included an explicit representation of the DSC shell, basket support plates, poison plates,
aluminum plates, aluminum transition rails, and helium cover gas. COBRA-SFS thermal
calculations were performed for normal condition of storage and differences in psak cladding
temperatures between the applicant’s results and the staff’s confirmatory analysis were found.
However the staff found these difierences acceptable because the peak cladding temperature
predicted by the stafi’s confirmatory analysis shows an acceptable margin against ISG-11
criteria. Temperature discrepancies were also acceptable to the staff because no safety issue
was identified and because of low risk associated to spent fuel dry storage. Therefore, based
on its own confirmatory thermal analysis the staff concluded that the applicant’s thermal design
of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is acceptable because it meets the thermal design criteria
imposed on this design.

4.10 Evaluation Findings

F4.1 Appendix M, Section M.2 of the SAR describes SSCs important to safety to enable an
evaluation of their thermal effectiveness. Cask SSCs important to safety remain within
their operating temperature ranges.

F4.2 The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is designed with a heat-removal capability having verifiability
and reliability consistent with its importance to safety. The cask is designed to provide
adequate heat removal capacity without active cooling systems.

F4.3 The spent fuel cladding is protected against degradation leading to gross ruptures under
accident conditions by maintaining cladding temperatures below 1058°F (§70°C).
Protection of the cladding against degradation is expected to allow ready retrieval of
spent fuel for further processing or disposal.

F4.4 Based on the staff’s confirmatory analyses which have indicated that differences in
temperature values for normal conditions of storage between the applicant’s resuits and
staff’s confirmatory analysis results are on the leve! of acceptable range, the staff finds
the design acceptable.

F45 The stafi concludes that the thermal design of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is in
compliance with 10 CFR Part 72, and that the applicable design and acceptance criteria
have been satisfied. The evaluation of the thermal design provides reasonable
assurance that the cask will allow safe storage of spent fuel. This finding is reached on
the basis of a review that considered the regutation itself, appropriate regulatory guides,
applicable codes and standards, and accepted engineering practices.
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5.0 SHIELDING EVALUATION

The.staﬁ reviewed the capability of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC to provide adequate protection
against direct radiation from the canister contents when used with the Standardized NUHOMS®
System. The regulatory requirements for providing edequate radiation protection to licensee
personnel and members of the public include 10 CFR Part 20°, 10 CFR 72.104{a)?, 10 CFR
72.106(b), 10 CFR 72.212(b), and 10 CFR 72.236(d). Because 10 CFR Part 72 dose
requiroments for members of the public include direct radiation, effluent releases, and radiation
from other uranium fuel-cycle operations, an overall assessment of compliance with these
regulatory limits is evaluated in Section 10 of this SER. This amendment was also reviewed to
determine whether the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC fulfills the acceptance criteria listed in Section 5
of NUREG-1536, “Standard Review Plan for Dry Cask Storage Systems.”

§.1  Shielding Design Features and Design Criteria

The applicant requested the addition of a new storage canister, the NUHOMS®.32PT DSC, for
use with the Standardized NUHOMS Horizontal Modular Storage System which includes the
HSM and the TC. There were no changes to the HSM which is described in the Standardized
NUHOMS® System FSAR. Therefore, the HSM and TC are not reviewed here except as to how
they relate to the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC. The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC will be used to store up
to 32 PWR fuel assemblies in one of three configurations. These configurations are described
in Figures M.2-1, M.2-2, and M.2-3 of the SAR Appendix M. Table M.5-1 of SAR Appendix M
lists the PWR fuel assembly design characteristics used in the analysis. in ali cases, the
maximum heat load for the canister is 24 KW.

5.1.1 Shielding Design Features

The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC, when used with the Standardized NUHOMS® System provides
both gamma and neutron shielding during loading/unloading, transfer, and storage operations.
The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC consists of four design configurations as described in Section
M.2.1 of the SAR. There are two different canister weights, 100 tons and 125 tons; and two
lengths available, long and short. The only difference betwesn these configurations for
shielding purposes is the thickness of the shield plugs, which are nominally 1.25 Inches thinner
on the 100 ton versions. The long versions were selected by the applicant as the bounding
shielding case due to the inclusion of BPRAs, which add to the gamma source term.

The 32PT-L100 and L125 consist of a 0.5-inch thick steel canister. The 32FT-L100 has a 7.42
inch thick stee! bottom shield plug assembly, and a 8.92 inch thick steel top shield plug
assembly. The 32PT-L125 has a 8.67 inch thick steel bottom shield plug assembly, and a
10.16 inch thick steel top shield plug assembly. The TC, as dspicted in drawing NUH-03-8000-
SAR, consists of a stee! shell, lead shielding, and a water jacket. The HSM is constructed of
thick concrete walls and a shielded access door. The HSM air inlet paths are designed to
preclude radiation streaming.

The staff evaluated the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC shielding design features and found them
acceptable. The applicant's analysis provides reasonable assurance that the shielding design ot

the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC, when used with the Standardized NUHOMS?® System, meets the
regulatory requirements of 10 CFR Part 20, 10 CFR 72.104{a), and 10 CFR 72.106(b).

5-1
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S.1.2 Shislding Design Criteria

The overall radiological protection design criteria are the regulatory dose requirements i
nts in
10 c:zi r:sa:s 2‘%“’125 CFR72.1 gltt(a)c.hw (a:g-'lR (Tf&ORS(b). and maintaining ocgupational
expo -low-as-reasonably-achievable A). The applicant analyzed the NUHOMS®-
32PT DSC loaded with spent fue! as described in Section M.2.1 and Tabley:n.SJ of the SAR.

The SAR analysis providss reasonable assurance that the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC can meet the
regulatory requirements in 10 CFR Part 20, 10 CFR 72.104(a), and 10 CFR 72.106(b). Dose
rates must meet the limits incorporated into the technical specifications.

§2  Source Specification

The source specification is presented in Section M.5.2 of SAR Appendix M. The gamma and
neutron source term calculations were performed with the SAS2H/ORIGEN-S modules of the
SCALE 4.4 computer code. The fuel types considered in this application are listed in Table
M.5-1. The B&W 15x15 Mark B assembly type was chosen as the deslign basis fuel assembly
~ because of its assembly weight and it has the highest initial heavy metal loading (0.475 MTU).

The applicant generated fuel qualification tables for the individual heat loads specified for
Configuration 1, 2, and 3 depicted In Figures M.2-1 through M.2-3. The applicant used
SAS2H/ORIGEN-S to verify each fus! combination (with and without BPRAs) listed in Tables
M.2-§ through M.2-14, resulted in decay source terms below the individual assembly heat fimits.

The applicant used ANISN, a 1-D discrete ordnance code, to examine the relative source
strength of each fue! combination, based on the resutting ANISN dose. The applicant
subsequently determined the design-basis source term for bounding shielding calculations of
the HSM and TC. The applicant stated this method is consistent with the method used to
calcutate fuel qualification tables for the Standardized NUHOMS® as described in Section 7.2.3
of the FSAR. As discussed in Section M.5.2.4 of the SAR amendment, the applicant calculated
dose rates on the surface of the HSM and TC for the three configurations with ANISN. A
sketch of the ANISN model for the HSM and TC are depicted in Figures M.5-31 and M.5-32.
The materia! densities used for the various modeling regions are listed in Table M.5-27. The
ANISN model used the CASK-81 22 neutron, 18 gamma cross section library and ANSV/ANS-
6.1.1-1977 flux-to-dose conversion factors. An example ANISN input file is included in Section
M.5.5.5

Based on the ANISN calculated doses listed in Tables M.5-28 through M.5-37, the applicant
determined that Configuration 2 resulted in bounding dose rates for both tha HSM and TC. For
the HSM, the applicant determined the design-basis source terms for the outer and inner 16
assemblies in Configuration 2 are 41 GWD/MTU, 5-years cooled, and 3.1 wi% enrichment and
30 GWD/MTU, 8-years cooling, and 2.5 wt% enrichment, respectively. For the TC, the
applicant determined the design-basis source terms for the outer and inner 16 assemblies in
Configuration 2 are 41 GWD/MTU, S-years cooled, and 3.1 wt% enrichment and 45 GWD/MTU,
23-years cooling, and 3.3 wt% enrichment, respectively.

Canister total source terms were then calculated for the design basis assembly for the design-
basis burnup/enrichment/cooling time combinations and the loading configuration described in
Figure M.2-2. The design-basis burnup/enrichment/cooling time combinations, Including model
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locations, are listed on page M.5-2 of Appendix M of the SAR. However, contrary to Figure

M.2-2, all 16 assemblies in the outer ring are modeled with the 1.2 kW source term. This

results in a fue! source term based on & heat load of 28.8 KW compared to 24kW and Is

conservative. The design basis source terms for the authorized BPRAs are taken from

:\ppendix J of the Standardized NUHOMS?® System FSAR, and are added to the fuel source
erm.

The bounding gamma and neutron source terms were then combined in the shielding models to
calculate the dose rates. To correct for changes in the neutron flux outside the fuel zone during
irradiation, the masses of the materials in the bottom end fitting, plenum, and top end fitting
were multiplied by scaling factors of 0.2, 0.2, and 0.1, respectively. These ‘
factors recommended in Reference 4 and are considered to provide boungirg values) Axial
peaking factors are taken from the NUHOMS® MP-187 transportation cag R, which has
been approved by NRC to store similar fuel. These peaking factors were deri
performed by the Department of Energy in support of its topical report forbumup-<redit. The
data provided are shown in Table M.5-15, and are source term peaking factors for 12 axial
locations along the assembly.

5.21 Gamma Source

Gamma source terms are calculated for each burnup/enrichment combination and are listed in
Tables M.5-9 through M.5-11. The design basis BPRA source term is listed in Table M.S-12,
The applicant determined that the fuel configuration shown in Figure M.2-2, modified with all 16
outer assemblies contalning the 1.2 kW heat load source term, resulted in the design basis
gamma source term. The source term for the outer assemblies is calculated using fuel with a
burnup of 41 GWd/MTU, 3.1 wt.% enriched U-235, and cooled for § years for both the HSM
and TC models. The sourcs term for the inner assemblies is calculated using fue! with a
burnup of 30 GWdMTU, 2.5 wt.% enriched U-235, and cooled for 8 years for the HSM models,
and using fue! with a burnup of 45 GWd/MTU, 4.1 wt.% enriched U-235, and cooled for 23
years for the TC models. This combination had the largest number of particles closest to the
outer shell of the canister.

The hardware activation analysis considered the cobalt impurities in the assembly hardware.
The cobalt content is listed in Table M.5-1. The activated hardware source terms are calculatdd
using the hardware masses listed in Tables M.5-6 and M.5-7. Although cobalt impurities can
vary, the applicant’s assumed values are reasonable and acceptable.

5.2.2 Neutron Source

Neutron source terms are calculated for each burnup/enrichment combination and are listed in
Table M.5-14. The applicant calculated the neutron source terms for use in the shielding
models by muttiplying the individual essembly sources by the number of assemblies in the
region and then dividing by the appropriate region volume. The appropriate regional volumes
are listed in Table M.5-13.

53
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523 Confirmatory Analyses

The staff reviewsd the proposed contents and the assumed hardware cobalt impurities fisted in
Table M.5-1 of Appendix M of the SAR. The staff has reasonable assurance that the design
basis gamma and neutron source terms for the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC are acceptable for the
shielding analysis. The staff also reviewed the flux scaling factors for the hardware source
terms and the BPRA source term and found them to be appropriate.

The staff reviewed the description in the amendment of the method used to determine the
bounding configuration and design-basis source terms, and found it acceptable. The staff
notes that use of the ANISN 1-D mode! to represent the 3-D NUHOMS®-32PT DSC shielding
system results in uncertainties. However, the use of ANISN in the shielding analysis is
essentially limited to evaluating the relative changes in dose rates versus relative changes in
source terms for the alternate combinations of bumup, cooling time, and enrichment. The staff
finds the use of ANISN acceptable for this specific design and contents for the following
reasons: (1) higher energy gamma source terms dominate public dose rates and any ANISN-
related uncertainties should be relatively systematiccFeash-fuel combination; (2) the use of
ANISN has been previously approved for the 24P And ; () the staff has
incorporated specific dose rate limits in Technicg! Spegifications for the HSM and TC based on
bounding dose rates; and (4) the general licensqe will pperate the N OMS®-32PT DSC
storage system with &n established radiation protectior\program as req) ired by 10 CFR Part
20, Subpart B.

The staff performed confirmatory calculations of the source terms for the specified fue! types,
burnup conditions, and cooling times. The staff used the Origen*-ARP module of SCALE 4.4
and the associated 27 neutron, 18 gamma group cross section library. The staff's overall
source term calculations were in general agreement with the applicant's calculations. While the
staff’s neutron source terms wers slightly higher than the applicant’s, the staff's gamma source
terms were much lower than the applicant’s. Differances are expected due to the use of
different codes and assumptions, and the conservatism introduced by the applicant’s total
gamma source heat load of 28.8 kW instead of 24 kW. The exterior dose rates are adequately
controlled by limits in the CoC for maximurn burnup, minimum cooling time, and minimum
enrichment.

5.3 Shielding Mode! Specifications

The shielding analysis was performed with a discrete-ordinate neutron/photon transport code
(DORT), a 2-D discrete ordinates code to calculate the doss rates on and around the HSM and
TG for Contiguration 2. To determine the total ofi-site dose, the Monte Carlo n-particle
transport code (MCNP) computer code was used. The off-site dose n}odels gndude.1) a2x10
array of HSMs and, 2) two 1x10 arrays (facing front-to-front) loaded with design basis fuel in the
NUHOMS®-32PT DSC.

confirm the validity of the 2-D shielding code. This 3-D analysis was itself validated by actpal
measurements from installed NUHOMS® systems and is shown in Section M.5.4.14, Section
M.5.5.4, Figures M.5-29 and M.5-30, and Table M.5-25 and M.5-26. .As shown by the results in
Table M.5-24, the 2-D DORT analysis bounds the 3-D MCNP analysis.
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56.3.1 Shielding and Source Configuration

The shielding source is divided into 12 axjal regions as summarized in Table M.5-15. The
source Is dividgd into the following regions; in-core, plenum, bottorn end fitting, and top end
fntt!ng._ The poison in the BPRAs is modeled as aluminum because it's a light element with litlle
shielding effect. The fuel compariment material is modeled with only 20% of the steel plates as
are actua[ly used to form the fuel compartments, and all of the other basket materials are
conservatively neglected in the shielding mode! which reduces the amount of actual shielding
and results in a bounding dose rate. A number of other simpiifications and bounding
assumptions, that reduce the amount of actual shielding, are discussed in Section M.5.4. The
analysis includes streaming paths through the HSM air vents and the TC-DSC gap. The overall
design eliminated other potential streaming paths. Evaluation of streaming from narrow and
long holes is difficult with the program DORT. While DORT is subject to ray effects, this tends
to over-predict radiation streaming.

5.3.2 Material Properties

The composition and densities of the materials used in the shielding analysis are presented in
Table M.5-16. For the HSM axial models and all of the TC models, the homogenized fuel
assembly region accounts for the UO2; the Zircaloy (modeled as pure Zr); the inconel and steel
(modeled as pure Fe) present in the in-core region of the assembly; and 20% of the steel plates
(also modeled as pure Fe) used to form the fuel compartments. For the HSM lateral model, the
analysis was similar except that the homogenized fuel regions also includs all of the steel from
the DSC basket inner fuel compartment. The materials used in the HSM were praviously
reviewed and accepted by the staff.

The staff evaluated the shielding models and found them acceptable. The material
compositions and densities used were appropriate and provide reasonable assurance that the
NUHOMS®-32PT DSC was adequately modeled. In addition, the methodologies used are
similar to those previously used to support NUHOMS? storage and transportation applications
including the 61BT application and the Rancho Seco application, and have been accepted by
the staff in the past. A supplemental 3-D analysis (which was benchmarked by measurements
of actual installed NUHOMS® systems) provides further assurance that the DORT model is
conservative in predicting dose rates. However, the staff notes that as the design complexity of
systems increases; including increasing dose rates, source terms, and geometry complexities,
a fully 3-D analysis is the more acceptable methodology for shielding design and analysis.

5.4  Shielding Analyses

5.4.1 Computer Programs

The applicant’s shielding analysis was performed with DORT, supplemented using MCNPX,
and is presented in Section M.5.4 of the SAR. For DORT, the cross section data used are
based on the CASK-81 22 neutron, 18 gamma energy group coupled cross section library.
Figures M.5-4 through M.5-8 show simplified pictures of the input model for the DORT code,

HSM models; and Figures M.5-19 and M.5-24 show a picture of the input mode! for the DORT
code, TC model, including the welding configuration.
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The analysis also makes the assumptions described in Section M.5.4.6 of the SAR. The staff
agrees that the§e assumptions are reasonable and conservative. Finally, the supplemental
MCNPX analysis discussed earlier, which is benchmarked by measurements of installed
NUHOMS® systems, also shows that the 2-D DORT method is conservative.

5.4.2 Flux-to-Dose-Rate Conversion

The SAR uses the ANSI/ANS Standard 6.1.1-1977 flux-to-dose rate conversion factors to
calculate dose rates, which are acceptable.

5.4.3 Normal Conditions

Appsndix M of the SAR presents calculated dose rates for normal condition design-basis dose
rates for the HSM and TC in Tables M.5-3 through M.5-5. The dose rates for the HSM are
dominated by the gamma component. This is expected due to the thick concrete walls of the
HSM. Due to the conservatism in the analysis, the staff has reasonable assurance that dose
rates will be below the dose rate criteria specified in the TS.

For the transter cask, there is a significant contribution from neutron radiation to the dose rates,
in addition to the more dominant gamma component. The dose rates for the TC assume that
there is 3 Inches of supplemental shielding on top of the DSC during welding. Table M.5-3 also
gives the surface peak dose rate at the top of the DSC as approximately 3366 mrem/hr.
Exposure from localized peak dose rate may be mitigated by the actual locations of personnel
and use of temporary shielding during loading/unloading operations.

Figures M.5-8 through M.5-18 show the calculated dose profiles for the DORT code, HSM
models. Figures M.5-20 through M.5-23 and M.5-25 through M.5-28 show the calculated dose
profiles for the DORT code, TC models, including the welding orientations. The dose profiles
for the TC at various distances show that the dose ratss significantly decrease from peak
locations to the edges of the top, bottom, and sides of the cask. The calculated average dose
rates are below the dose rate criteria specified in the TS, thus the staff has reasonable
assurance that the user will be able to meet the TS limits for the transfer cask dose rates.

544 Accident Conditions

Appendix M of the SAR does not identify an accident that significantly degrades the shielding of
the HSM. The bounding accident condition for the HSM considers sliding of an HSM, which
creates a 12-inch gap between the concrete HSMs. SAR table M.11-1 shows that the
maximum dose rate for this is approximately 1.7x10° mrem/hr at 600 meters for a 2x10 array of
HSMs, based on the results presented in Table M.5-17 for the HSM accident dose rates. The
estimated recovery time for this accident is 6 days. Therefore, the estimated dose to a person
at 600 meters from the 1SFS! would be approximately 0.2 mrem which meets the requirements

of 10 CFR Part 72.

The bounding accident condition for the TC considers loss of water from the TC water jacket
combined with damaged fuel. This accident causes an increase in the dose rates by a factor of
approximately 2.2 times those reported in Section 8.2.5.3.2 of the FSAR. SAR Table M.11-2
shows that the maximum doses rate for this accident is approximately 1670 mrem/hr at 1 meter
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from the cask surface. For an 8 hour recovery time, the estimated dose rate to a m
X X ember of
the public at 600 meters is approximately 0.08 mrem which meets the regulatory requirements.

5.4.5 OQccupational Exposures

The analysis in Appendix M of the SAR used the design basis fuel o estimate occupational
exposures for the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC. Section M.10 of the SAR presents the estimated
occupational exposures that are based on dose rate calculations in Section 5 of Appendix M to
the SAR. The staff’s evaluation of the occupational exposures is in Section 10 of this SER.

5.4.6 Off-site Dose Calculations M.lo -9

Section M.10 of the SAR estimafes theOffsile dose rates from a 2x10 and two 1x10 cask
arrays. Tables M.10-7 through M348 present the calculated offsite annual doses for these
arrays at distances of 6 to 600\neters baséd on 100% occupancy exposure time. These
generic off-site calculations demdnstrate’that the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is capable of mesting
the ofisite dose criteria of 10 CFR 72.104(a).

Section 10 of this SER evaluates the overall off-site dose rates from the NUHOMS®-32PT
DSC. The staff has reasonable assurance that compliance with 10 CFR 72.104(a) can be
achieved by general licensees. The general licensee must perform a site-specific evaluation,
as required by 10 CFR 72.212(b), to demonstrate compliance . The actua! doses to individuals
beyond the controlled area boundary depend on several site specific conditions such as fuel
characteristic, cask-array configurations, topography, demographics, and atmospheric
conditions. In addition, 10 CFR 72.104(a) includes doses from other fuel cycle activities such
as reactor operations. Consequently, final determination of compliance with 10 CFR 72.104(a)
is the responsibility of the general licensee.

A general licensee will also have an established radiation protection program as required by

10 CFR Part 20, Subpart B, and will demonstrate compliance with dose limits to individual
members of the public as required by evaluation and measurements. An engineered feature for
radiological protection, such as a berm, is considered important to safety and must be
evaluated to determine the applicable quality assurance category.

5.4.7 Confirmatory Calculations

The staff performed confirmatory analyses of selected dose rates using the code MCNP version
4C2. The staff based its evaluation on the design features and mode! specifications presented
in the drawings shown in SAR Appendix M. Limiting fuel characteristics, and the burnup and
cooling time, are included in the TS, as are the dose rates of the TC and HSM. The staff's
calculated dose rates were in reasonable agreement with the SAR values or were generally
lower due to the applicant’s conservative loading assumptions. The staff found that the SAR
has adequately demonstrated that the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is designed to meet the criteria of
10 CFR 72.104(a) and 72.106.

5.5 Evaluation Findings

F5.1 Section 5 of the SAR, sufficiently describes shielding SSCs important to safety in
sufficient detail to allow evaluation of their effectiveness.
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F5.2 Radiation shielding is sufficient to meet the radiation protection requirements of 10 CFR
Part 20, 10 CFR 72.104, and 10 CFR 72.106.

F5.3 The staff concludes that the design of the radiation protection system of the NUHOMS®-
32PT DSC, when used with the HSM, is in compliance with 10 CFR Part 72, and the
applicable design and acceptance criteria have been satisfied. The evaluation of the
radiation protection system design provides reasonable assurance that the NUHOMS®-
32PT DSC will provide safe storage of spent fuel. This finding is based on a review that
considered the regulation itself, the appropriate regulatory guides, applicable codes and
standards, the applicant’s analyses, the staff’s confirmatory analyses, and acceptable
engineering practices.

5.6 References

1. U.S. Code of Federal Regulations, Standards for Protection Against Radiation, Title 10,
Part 20.

2. U.S. Code of Federal Regulations, Licensing Requirements for the Independent Storage
of Spent Nuclear Fue!, High-Leve! Radioactive Waste, and Reactor - Related Greater
Than Class C Waste, Title 10, Part 72.

3. U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Standard Review Plan for Dry Cask Storage
Systems, NUREG-1536, January 1997.

4. Luksic, A.T., et al., Revised Uranium-Plutonium Cycle PWR and BWR Model for the
ORIGEN Computer Code, ORNL/TM-6051, Oak Ridge National Laboratory, Oek Ridge,
TN, 1978. :
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6.0 CRITICALITY EVALUATION
6.1  Criticality Design Characteristics and Features

The applicant requested an amendment to add the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC. The applicant
revised the TS 1.2.1 and 1.2.15 to add fuel assembly spscifications and a minimum boron
concentration for the new NUHOMS®-32PT basket. The applicant included the following fus!
assembly classes as contents in TS 1.2.1: B&W 16x15, WE 17x17, CE 15x15, WE 15x15 and
the CE 14x14. The TS also includes Table 1-1g which specifies a minimum number of poison
rod assemblies (PRAs) depending on the average initial enrichment of the fuel assemblies. In
addition to the PRAs, the applicant revised TS 1.2.15 to require a minimum boron concentration
of 2500 ppm for all fuel assemblies while loading the -32PT basket.

€2 Criticality Model

The applicant performed a criticality analysis for all fuel assembly types that will go in the
NUHOMS®-32PT DSC system. The applicant used the 44GROUPNDFBS cross section set
with the KENO V.a code in the SCALE 4.4 system to perform the criticality evaluation.

The applicant explicitly modeled the fuel assemblies in the -32PT basket with a soluble boron
leve!l of 2500 ppm in the water. The applicant evaluated the cask both for enrichments that
require and that do not require the PRAs. The applicant assumed that fresh water was in the
gap between the pellets and the fuel rod cladding. The applicant evaluated this configuration
both with and without BPRAs. In addition to varying the water density to determine optimum
moderation, the applicant performed a parametric study to evaluate the effects of such things
as fuel assembly location in the basket slot, variation of basket dimensions such as transition
rails, poison plate thickness, and basket tube thickness.

6.3  Criticality Analysis

The applicant’s maximum calculated k-eff was 0.8409, including the Monte Carlo uncertainty,
which s less than the upper subcritical limit of 0.9411, from the applicant’s benchmarking
evaluation, '

The applicant also performed a sensitivity analysis to account for uncertainties in the material
properties of the poison plates (boron-10 loading). The applicant reduced the B-10 boading of
the poison plates to 40.5 weight % of the minimum loading shown on the drawings. The
reduced loading variation started with the center 14.4 inches (10% of the axial length of the
chevron) and increased 10% at a time until the entire chevron was assumed to be at the
reduced boron loading. A chevron is defined as the two orthogonal poison plates within a
basket tube. One of the four center fuel compartments was chosen since it should be at the
highest flux location within the basket. The applicant has shown that the reduced boron loading
of a single chevron, over the full length, only increases the k-eff of the package by
approximately 0.2%Ak. The applicant has shown that reducing the boron concentration in the
most reactive location of one chevron by over 50% from the minimum loading does not
significantly increase the k-eff of the system.
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The staff performed confirmatory criticality calculations using KENO V.a with the
238GROUPNDFBS cross section set in the SCALE 4.4 system. The staff's model Is similar to
the applicant’s. The staff’s model initially included borated water in all locations containing
water. The staff evaluated the reactivity of the system with fresh water in the fuel rod gap,
similar to the applicant. The staff's maximum calculated k-eff was 0.9338 for B&W 15x15 fuel
assemblies with a maximum enrichment of 3.9 weight % and four sets of PRAs. The staff's
results agreed with the applicant’s.

The staff also petformed verification of the applicant’s sensitivity analysis. The staff performed
a similar sensitivity analysis as the applicant. The staff's analysis was for 3.3 weight % B&W
15x15 fuel assemblies, that are not required to contain PRA rods. The staff also varied the
water density to ensure that the most reactive condition was determined. The maximum k-eff
increase determined by the staff was 0.2%Ak, from 0.9192 to 0.9224, which agrees with the
applicant’s calculated increase in k-eff. Additionally, the staff performed the calculation for a
reduced boron level in two chevrons in the center of the basket. The staff calculated a k-eff
increase to 0.9255 for the reduced boron in the second chevron, which is only a 0.5%Ak
increass.

6.4 Benchmarking Evaluation

The applicant performed a benchmarking analysis for the SCALE 4.4 system. The applicant
chose 121 critical experiments, which are included in NUREG/CR-6361, Criticality Benchmark
Guide for Light-Water-Reactor Fus! in Transportation and Storage Packages. The applicant
determined the Upper Subcritical Limit (USL) using method cne from NUREG/CR-6361. The
applicant evaluated the USL for a number of parameters, such as enrichment, fuel rod pitch,
water/fuel volume ratio, assembly separation, and average energy group causing fission. The
most limiting USL was calculated based on the limiting value for each parameter and the lowest
USL was taken to be the bounding value. The applicant determined the bounding USL to be
0.9411.

6.5  Evaluation Findings

F6.1 The cask and its spent fuel transfer systems are designed to be subcritical in all
configurations.

F6.2 The criticality design is based on favorable geometry and soluble poisons in the spent
fuel pool. Based on the information provided in the application and the staff's own
confirmatory analyses, the staff concludes that the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC meets the
acceptance criteria specified in 10 CFR Part 72.

F6.3 The staff reviewed the applicant’s benchmark analysis and agrees that the critical
experimentschosen are fefeyant to the cask design. The staff found the applicant's
method SL acceptable. The staff also verified that only biases that

6-2



2T 399d SSSBSTries 9S:17 £0. 82 NNC

7.0 CONFINEMENT EVALUATION

The staff reviewed the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC confinement features and capabilities to ensure
a) that any radiological releases to the environment will be within the limits established by the
regulation', and b) that the spent fue! cladding will be protected against degradation that might
lead to gross ruptures during storage, as required in 10 CFR 72.122(h){1). This amendment
was also reviewed to determine whether the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC fulfills the acceptance
criteria listed in Section 7 of NUREG-1536, Standard Review Pian for Dry Cask Storage
Systems?, and applicable Interim Staff Guidance documents (ISGs). The staff’s conclusions
are based on information provided in the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC SAR.

7.1 Confinement Design Characteristics

A description of the confinement boundary is given in Sections M.1.2.1, M.2.3, M.3.1.2.1,
M.7.1.1, and Figure M.3-1 of the amendment request. The confinement boundary consists of a
shell which is & welded stainless steel cylinder with an integrally-welded, stainless steel bottom
closure assembly; and a stainless stee! top closure assembly, which includes the vent and drain
system. The inner top cover plate has two penetrations for the vent and siphon ports which are
closed with welded cover plates. The outer top and bottom cover plates provide redundant
sealing of the confinement system. The system is designed to be leaktight as defined by
American National Standard for Leakage Tests on Packages for Shipment of Radioactive
Materials, ANSI N14.5-1897. Th or top cover plata has a single penstration to lsak test the
closure welds. This is closed wifh a Welded m\ r testing to complete the redundant
sealing of the confinement bounda& The wt orming the confinement boundary are
gescribed.in detall in Sections M.3.1.2.1 and M.7.1.3 okthe SAR,

st port P

r{ed. fabricated, and tested in accordance with the applicable requirements of
Code Section lIf, Subsection NB to the maximum extent practicable.
b ASME Code are listed in SAR Section M.3.1.2.3 and Table M.3.1-1 and

The applicant’s proposed procedures for drying and evacuating the cask interior during loading
operations were reviewed by the staff to ensure that the design is acceptable for the pressures
that may be experisnced during storage. The staff finds that this design, if fabricated and
tested in accordance with the SAR requirements, will maintain the confinement boundary.
Maintaining a stable vacuum pressure of 3 mm Hg for 30 minutes during vacuum drging
provides reasonable assurance the moisture content in the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC will be
acceptably low during its service life. The NUHOMS™-32PT DSC is designed to be Isaktight
and s tested to a leak rate of 1x107 atm cm¥sec, as defined in ANS! N14.5-1897. This testing
confirms that the amount of helium lost from the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC over the approved
storage period is negligible. Thus, an adequate amount of helium will remain in the canister to
maintain an inert atmosphere and to support the heat transfer during the storage period.
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For normal storage conditions, the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC uses multiple confi i
provided by the fuel cladding (for intact fuel), and the NUHOMS°-32FET DSC &e:’s:ﬁ:': Etlhrralﬁﬁe
confinement system will reasonably maintain confinement of radioactive material. The canister
is backfilled with an inert gas (helium) to protect against cladding degradation. Section 3 of the
SER shows that all confinement boundary components are maintained within their code-
allowable stress limits during normal storage conditions. Section 4 of the SER shows that the

peak confinement boundary component temperatures and pressures are within the design-
basis limits for normal conditions of storage.

Welding and weld examinations are evaluated in Section 3.1.4.3 of this SER and include the
following; multiple surface and volumetric examinations, pneumatic pressure testing, and
leakage rate testing on the finished shell and the inner cover plate at the fabricator; leakage
rate testing of the closure welds (inner top cover plate and vent and siphon port cover plates)
after loading the spent fuel; and multiple surface and dye penetrant examinations on the
redundant confinement boundary.

The applicant described the canister inspection and test acceptance criteria in Section M.9 of
the SAR. The closure weld examination and acceptance criteria are included in Sections
1.24.a and 1.2.5 of the TS. The staff finds that this is acceptable provided that all NDE
personnel, both at the fabricator and at the loading site, are qualified in accordance with
applicable standards and codes such as SNT-TC-1A. This is a requirement of ASME Section
V, Article 1, Paragraph T-140.

The staff analyzed any possible chemical and galvanic reactions in Section 3.1.4.7 of this SER
and concluded that in this dry, inert environment, the DSC components are not expected to
react with one another or with the cover gas. Further, oxidation, or corrosion, of the fuel and
the DSC internal components will effectively be eliminated during storage.

The all-welded construction of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC with the redundant closure, extensive
inspection and testing, ensures that no release of radioactive material for normal storage end
on-site transfer will occur.

7.2  Confinement Monitoring Capability

For redundant seal welded closures, continuous monftoring of the closure is not necessary
because thers is no known plausible, long-term degradation mechanism which would cause the
seal welds to fail. Periodic surveillance and monitoring of the storage module thermal
performance, &s well as the licensee’s use of radiation monitors are adequate to ensure the
continued effectiveness of the confinement boundary. The staff finds this adequate to enable
the licensee to detect any closure degradation and take appropriate corrective actions to
maintain safe storage conditions.

7.3  Nudides with Potential Relsase

Since the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is designed, fabricated, and tested to meet the leak tight
criteria of ANSI N14.5-1997, there is no contribution to the radiological consequences due to a
potential release of canister contents.
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7.4  Confinement Analysis

The confinement boundary is welded and tested to meet the leak tight criteria of ANS! N14.5-
1997 and is shown to maintain confinement during all normal, off-normal, and hypothetical
accident conditions. Also, the temperature and pressure of the canister are within the design-
basis limits. Therefore, no discernable leakage is credible. As discussed in Section 10 of this
SER, the staff finds that the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC meets the requirements of 10 CFR
72.104(a) and 10 CFR 72.106(b).

7.5 Madmum Pressure Loads

The maximum design basis internal pressures in the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC ere 10, 20, and 105
psig for normal, off-normal, and accident conditions of storage, respectively. For calculating the
maximurm internal pressures, the applicant assumed that 1% ot the fuel rods are damaged for
normal conditions, up to 10% of the fue! rods are damaged for off-normal conditions, and 100%
of the fuel rods will be damaged following a design basis accident event. A minimum of 100%
of the fill gas and 30% of the fission gases (e.g., H-3, Kr and Xe) within the ruptured fuel rods.
are assumed to be available for release into the DSC cavity. The staff agrees with these
assumptions used to calculate the maximum intemnal pressures.

76  Misloading

The NUHOMS®-82PT DSC may store PWR fuel assemblies arranged in any of three alternate
heat zoning configurations with a maximum decay heat of 1.2 kW per assembly and a
maximum heat load of 24 KW per canister. These different loading patters are shown in figures
M.2-1 through M.2-3 in the SAR. Currently, the NRC staff believes that a misloading, or
inadvertent placement of a fuel assembly with too high of & heat load in an incorrect location, is
a credible event. Howevsr, the applicant has included additional administrative requirements to
help minimize the possibility of a misloading occurring. These additional requirements are
included as additional checks in Chapter M.8, and assure that a “double contingency” criteria is
applied for misloading of an assembly, BPRA, or PRA hardware. These requirements are
summarized as: a) the utility must prepare loading maps of fue! assemblies including control
components and PRAs (if required) to be lcaded ina given canister before fuel load based on
technical specification, b) this loading map is required to be independently verified before any
fuel loading, c) additional independent verification that the loading map is followed correctly and
accurately is required after the fue! Is loaded but before the top shield plug is placed, and d) to
load poison rod assemblies (PRAs), steps are added to the procedures to require verification of
the number of PRAS based on maximum enrichment of fue! assemblies selected for loading.
The current staff position is that the consequences of a misloading accident are not safety
significant. With the additional administrative requirements in place, the overall risk from &
misloading is considered low.

7.7  Supportive Information

Supportive information or documentation includes drawings of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC
corfinement boundary and applicable pages from referenced documents.

73
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7.8  Evaluation Findings

F7.1  Section M.7 of the SAR describes confinement SSCs important to safety in sufficient
detail to permit evaluation of their effectiveness.

F7.2 The design of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC adequately protects the spent fuel cladding
against degradation that might otherwise lead to gross ruptures. Section 4 of the SER
discusses the relevant temperature considerations.

F7.3 The design of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC provides redundant sealing of the confinement
system closure joints using dual welds on the canister lid and closure.

F7.4 The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC has no bolted closures or mechanical seals. The
confinement boundary contains no external penetrations for pressure monitoring or
overpressure protection. No instrumentation is required to remain operational under
accident conditions. Since the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC uses an entirely welded
redundant closure system, no direct monitoring of the closure is required.

F7.5 The confinement system is leaktight for norma! conditions and anticipated occurrences,
thus the confinement system will reasonably maintain confinement of radioactive
material. Section 10 of the SER shows that the direct dose from the NUHOMS®-32PT
DSC satisfies the regulatory requirements of 10 CFR 72.104(a) and 10 CFR 72.106(b).

F7.6 The confinement system has been evaluated by analysis. Based on successful
completion of specified leakage tests and examination procedures, the staff concludes
that the confinement system will reasonably maintain confinement of radioactive
material under normal, off-normal, and credible accident conditions.

F7.7 The staff concludes that the design of the confinement system of the NUHOMS®-32PT
DSC is in compliance with 10 CFR Part 72 and that the applicable design and
acceptance criteria have been satisfied. The evaluation of the confinement system
design provides reasonable assurance that the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC will allow safe
storage of spent fuel. This finding considered the regulation itself, the appropriate
regulatory guides, applicable codes and standards, the applicant's analyses, the stafi’s
confirmatory analyses, and acceptable engineering practices.

7.7 References

1. U.S. Code of Federal Regulations, Licensing Requirements for the independent Storage
of Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-Leve! Radioactive Waste, Title 10, Part 72.

2. U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Standard Review Pian for Dry Cask Storage
Systems, NUREG-1538, January 1997.
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8.0 OPERATING PROCEDURES

The review of the technical bases for the operating procedures Is to ensure that the applicant's
SAR presents acceptable operating sequences, guidance, and generic procedures for key
operations. The procedures for the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC, as described in Section M.8 of the

SAI? are very similar to those previously approved by the staff for the Standardized NUHOMS®
ystem'.

8.1  Cask Loading
Detailed loading procedures must be developed by each user.

The loading procedures described in the SAR include appropriate preparation and inspection
provisions to be accomplished before cask loading. These include cleaning and
gecontaminating the transfer cask and other equipment as necessary, and performing an
inspection of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC to identify any damage that may have occurred since
receipt inspection.

8.1.1 Fuel Specifications

The procedures described in Section M.8 of the SAR provide for fuel handling operations to be
performed in accordance with the general licensee’s 10 CFR Part 50 license and requires
independent, dual verification, of each fuel assembly loaded into the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC. it
outlines appropriate administrative controls to preclude a cask misloading.

8.1.2 ALARA

The ALARA practices utilized during operations are discussed in Section 10.5 of this SER and
are found to be acceptable.

8.1.3 Draining, Drying, Filling and Pressurization

Section M.8 of the SAR clearly describes draining, drying, filing and pressurization procedures
for the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC that will provide reasonable assurance that an acceptable level of
moisture remalns in the cask and the fuel is stored in an Inert atmosphere. The procedures are
similar to those previously approved by the staff for the Standardized NUHOMS® System.

8.1.4 Welding and Sealing

Welding and sealing operations of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC are similar to that previously
approved by the staff for other DSCs used with the Standardized NUHOMS® System. The
procedures includs monitoring for hydrogen during welding operations. As discussed in Section
7.0 of this SER, leak checks performed by TS 1.2.4a for the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC
demonstrate that the inner top cover plate is leak tight as defined by ANSI N14.5-1997%,

Sealing opsrations invoke TS 1.2.5 for dye penetrant testing of the closure welds.

8-1
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8.2 Cask Handling and Storage Operations

All handling and transportation events applicable to moving the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC to the
storage location are similar to those previously reviewed by the staff for the Standardized
NUHOMS® System are bounded by Section M.11 of the SAR. Monitoring operations include
daily surveillance of the HSM air inlets and outlets in accordance with TS 1.3.1, and
temperature performance is monitored on a daily basis in accordance with TS 1.3.2.
Occupational and public exposure estimates are evaluated in Section M.10 of the SAR. Each
cask user will need to develop detalled cask handling and storage procedures that incorporate
ALARA objectives of their site-specific radiation protection program.

8.3 Cask Unloading
Detailed unloading procedures must be developed by each user.

Section M.8 provides unloading procedures similar to those previously approved by the staff for
use with the Standardized NUHOMS® System. The procedures provide a caution on reflooding
the DSC to ensure that the cask vent pressure does not exceed 20 psig to prevent damage to
the cask.

Section M.8 provides a discussion of ALARA practices that should be implemented during
unloading operations, however, detailed procedures incorporating provisions to mitigate the
possibility of fus! crud particulate dispersal and fission gas release must be developed by each
user.

8.4  Evaluation Findings

F81 The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is compatible with wet loading and unloading. General
procedure descriptions for these operations are summarized in Section M.8 of the
applicant's SAR. Detailed procedures will need to be developed and evaluated on a site-
specific basis.

F8.2 The welded cover plates of the cask allow ready retrieval of the spent fuel for further
processing or disposal as required.

F8.3 The DSC geometry and general operating procedures facilitate decontamination. Only
routine decontamination will be necessary after the cask is removed from the spent fuel
pool.

Fe.4 No significant radioactive waste is generated during operations associated with the
independent spent fuel storage installation (ISFSI). Contaminated water from the spent
fuel pool will be governed by the 10 CFR Part 50 license conditions

i=8.5 No significant radioactive effluents are produced during storage. Any radioactive
effluents generated during the cask loading will be governed by the 10 CFR Part 50
license conditions.
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F8.6

F8.7

Fe.8
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The technical bases for the general operating procedures described in the SAR are
adequate to protect health and minimize danger to life and property. Detailed
procedures will need to be developed and evaluated on a site-specific basis.

Section 10 of the SER assesses the operational restrictions to meet the limits of 10 CFR
Part 20. Additional site-specific restrictions may also be established by the site licenses.

The staff concludes that the generic procedures and guidance for the operation of the
NUHOMS®-32PT DSC are in compliance with 10 CFR Part 72 and that the applicable
acceptance criteria have been satisfied. The evaluation of the operating procedure
descriptions provided in the SAR offers reasonable assurance that the cask will enable
safe storage of spent fuel. This finding is based on a review that considered the
regulations, approptriate regulatory guides, epplicable codes and standards, and
accepted practices.

References

Transnuclear West, Final Safety Analysis Report of the Standardized NUHOMS®
Horizontal Storage System for liradiated Nuclear Fuel, October 2001, Revision 6.

age Tests on Packages for Shipment,” February 1998.

— 1997
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8.0 ACCEPTANCE TESTS AND MAINTENANCE PROGRAMS
9.1 Acceptance Tests

All materials and components will be procured with certification and supporting documentation
to assure compliance with procurement specifications.

8.1.1  Visual and Nondestructive Examination Inspections ne paal %g'.‘ﬁ“
Upon receipt at the fabricator’s facility, inspections are performed to ensure that the 9-1.3 .
components conform to the fabrication specification and drawings.

i e DSC conﬁnnt undaryista ca ' and
inspected in accordance wi ME BP&V Code' Section lll, Subsection NB. Two alternatives
to the ASME Code are identified in Table M.3.1-1 and M.3.1-2 of the SAR and include:

(1) Partia) penetration welds of the top outer and inner cover plates of the
containment shell joints. Note that this alternative does not epply to other shell
confinement welds, i.e., the longitudinal and circumferential welds applied to the
DSC shell, and the inner bottom plate cover plate-to-shell weld, which comply
with ASME Code, Section Ill, Subsection NB-4243 and NB-5230.

(2) Root and final layer surface liquid penetrant examination of the top outer and
inner cover plates of the containment shell welds.

The staff reviewed these alternatives, and the corresponding justifications, and found them to
be acceptable.

The nondestructive examination (NDE) of weldments is well characterized in the drawings and
discussed in Sections M.3.1.2.1 and M.9.1.2 of the SAR. Standard NDE symbols and/or
notations are used in accordance with AWS 2.4, "Standard Symbols for Welding, Brazing, and
Nondestructive Examination.” Fabrication inspections include visual (VT), liquid penetrant (PT),
ultrasonic (UT), and radiographic (RT) examinations, as applicable.

9.12 Leakage Testing

The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is designed to be leaktight and is tested to a leak rate of 1x107 atm
om3/sec, as defined in ANSI N14.5. The confinement boundary testing includes; leakage rate
testing on the finished shell and the inner cover piate at the fabricator, and leakage rate testing
of the closure welds (inner top cover plate, and vent and siphon port cover plates) after loading
the spent fuel. The staff finds that this is acceptable provided that all qersonne! performing ghe
leak rate testing, both at the fabricatgrénd at the, loading site, are qualified in accordance with
applicable standards and codes (suct &% J-1A%).

g-1



02 " 39dd SESBSIVIOE €S:1T £8. @2 NNf

8.1.3 Neutron Absorber Tests

The applicant has also committed to performing dimensional measurements (e.g., plate
thickness) and visual examination of the material for evidence of defects such as cracks,
porostty, blisters, or foreign inclusions.

8.1.4 Qualification Test Program

The applicant submitted procedures for qualifying a Metal Matrix Composite for both major and
minor processing changes. V*Mm
Major processing changes, such as biliet formation by processes other than hot vacym
pressing or CIP/vacuum sintering, or direct rolling of the billet, shall be subject to testing to
qualify the materials produced as a result of these major processing changes. Testing shall
include exposure of the absorber to a radiation field to assess the etfects of radi ,
exposure of the absorber material to the full range of service temperatures, and immersion of
the fabricated absorbar in pool water to simulate the cask environment during loading. The
qualification tests and test samples should be evaluated for the following effects: uniformity of
9B, and dimension and weight changes due to material instability (e.g., cracking, spalling,
debonding of absorber cladding from the poison matrix material or the matrix material from the
poison particles, embrittiement, galvanic reactions, hydrogen generation in spent fuel pool
water, weight reduction due to outgassing, OM. Other examples of major
processing changes include the following: €™ *

(1) B.C (boron carbide) content of > 15 volume % for BorAlyn or equivalent, or
(2) B,C content of > 40 volume % for Metamio or equivalént, or
(3) Product theoretica! density < 8%
iorathan 5% of B,C powdgf gt 40 mjcrons, and more than 20% of B,C powder
icrons.

Minor process.chahges that do not have an adverse effect on the particle bonding,
microstructure, or uniformity of the B,C particle distribution, may be accepted by engineering
feview. Section M.9.1.7.3.2.2 of the SAR amendment discusses these changes.

N
Staff concludes that the testing for mijor and-minar processing changes will ensure the
acceptability and durability of the resuifing neutron absorber product over the licensed service

life.
9.1.4.1 Borated Aluminum Acceptance Testing, Neutronic

in general, the acceptance testing of the thermal neutron absorber plate material for the
NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is based upon the testing requirements specified in the FSAR for the
NUHOMS®-61BT DSC. In the SAR amendment for the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC, a new method
for plate rejection was presentsd. In this method, all area! densities that are determined tgy
neutron transmission tests on materials for a given lot, may be converted to volume densities.
After statistical treatment of coupon data taken for a lot, & minimum thickness criterion can be
developed for rejection of plates in the lot, based upon & thickness criterion. The staff finds this
new method for plate rejection to be acceptable.

8-2
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9.1.4.2 '°B Areal Density Testing of Poison Plates

In general, the acceptance testing of the thermal neutron absorber plate material for the
NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is based upon the testing requirements specified in the FSAR for the
NUHOMS®-61BT in which it was assumed that “...the uniformity of the boron-10 distribution is
verified by the qualification testing and need not be verified in the production because of the
h!grl; :leprodugibi!lly of powder metallurgical techniques and the fineness of the boron carbide
particles used."

In response to questions regarding staff concems related to acceptance testing of the absorber
plate materials for the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC, the applicant demonstrated that any credible
in-homogeneity for the materials in question would not have & significant influence on the
effective neutron multiplication factor, k-eff, as described below. Upon completion of staff’s
confirmatory calculations, staff accepted the applicant’s argument. The results of a similar set
of confirmatory calculations for the NUHOMS®-61BT DSC were also performed and they are
documented in the SER for the TN MP-187* transportation package.

The uniformity of the absorber plate materials had been accepted during the review of the
NUHOMS®-61BT DSC, for plates to be given 90% credit in computation of the effective neutron
multiplication factor, k-eff. This was done using the results of qualification tests that ensure
uniformity and acceptance test measurements on coupons for each production batch of plates.
The coupon measurements are made during acceptance test procedures that incorporate a
statistical analysis of results of measured values taken on coupons used to represent adjacent
absorber piates of a production run. When the measured values from the coupons
representing plates from a lot or heat of material have little statistical variability, it supports the
conclusion that large areas can not contain less than the minimum specffied value. Thisis
especially true when, as is often the case, the mean value is also much higher than the
minimum required value. However, the statistical analysis ensures, with 85% confidence, that
no more than 5% of the area is below the minimum specified content. The “uniformity” question
is whether or not this 5% (with low boron content) of a plate can be in clusters or in linear
streaks, due to production effects on homogeneity of the dispersion of the B,C particles within
the aluminum alloy matrix. This question of non-uniformity is important as it may lead to a
significant increase in the effective neutron multiplication factor, k-eff

The applicant chose to determine, through caleulations, the significance (effect on the effective
neutron muiltiplication factor, k-eff) of having a localization of the areas that have a very low
percentage of these absorber particles. TN conducted criticality analyses to establish the
significance of a very unlikely event, which is that a set of plates {(a chevron at & critical location
in the basket) is composed of material with absorber plates, that contain “low boron content.”
Further, in the calculation this chevron is placed in a critical location near the center of the
basket. The significance of this event was estimated by comparing the results of k-eff values
computed for the case In which the basket contained this chevron of low boron content, with the
results nommally obtained for the basket with all plates being normal (containing material having
100% of the specified minimum).

Credit taken in the computation of effective valuss of k-eff for these “normal” plates is 80%.
The "low boron content” areas are assumed to be material that contains only 45% of that
credited in the rest of the plates. Therefore the assumed (credited) boron content in the *low
boron areas” of the plate is modeled as 80% of 45%, or 40.2% of the minimum required boron
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content. In addition, calculations were made for various cases in which various fractions of the
plate are assumed to contain the material with “low boron content” and these areas were given
only 40.5% credit. These fractional values of the 144 inch long plate are (in inches); 14.4, 28.8,

43.2, 57.6, 72.0, 86.4, 100.18, 114.2, 129.6, and 144.

With the full 80% credit, which is normally taken, the value of k-eff is 0.9256. The results of
calculations for the computed worst case (144 of 144 inches credited with 40.5% of the
specified boron content) are as follows. Using two adjacent plates (a full chevron) and
considering that 100% of each plate contains 45% of the specified minimum boron content, the
value of k-eff is 0.6275. Hence, the difference in computed k-eff values between the normal
case and the worst case is of the order of 0.002. The computed effects for the other cases
yielded differences that are about the same as or less than the effects for the full plate. The
staff conducted confinrmatory calculations on computed values of k-eff, to determine the
significance of having one full chevron, and two full chevrons, with low boron contents. These
results are presented in SER Section 6 on Criticality, and they support and confirm the results
presented by the applicant.

On the basis of calculations conducted by the applicant and confirmed by the staff, it is
concluded that a large area of neutron absorber plates with an unusually low boron content
would not have a significant effect on criticality for the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC loading
configuration. Therefore, no additional tests on homogeneity beyond those for coupons taken
from the plate materials are required. These specified coupon tests are presented in SAR
Section M.8.1.7.3.1.3 on acceptance testing. The tests include neutron radioscopy which
directly measures the distribution of boron, and neutron transmissivity, which directly measure
effectiveness of the °B content over the area of about 1 em? . Staff agrees that, together with
statistical analyses, the resulits of acceptance tests for poison plate materials ensures that the
production process is under control and that the boron content meets the minimum specified
and that the distribution of °B required for the application is adequate to ensure its efficacy.

9.2  Evaluation Findings

Fo.1 Sections M.3, M.7, and M.S of the SAR describe the applicant's proposed programs for
pre-operational testing and Initial operations of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC. Section
M.9.2 discusses the maintenance program.

F9.2 SSCsimportant to safety will be designed, fabricated, erected, tested and maintained to
quality standards commensurate with the importance to safety of the function they are
intended to perform. Section M.2 of the SAR identifies the safety importance of SSCs,
and Section M.3 presents the applicable standards for the design, fabrication, and
testing.

F9.3 The applicant will examine and test the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC to ensure that it does not
exhibit any defects that could significantly reduce its confinement effectiveness.
Sections M.3, M.7, and M.9 describe this inspection and testing.

F8.4 Cask marking and data plate information are discussed in the Standardized NUHOMS®
Systern FSAR and were not reviewed for this amendment.
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F9.5 The staff concludes that the acceptance tests and maintenance program for the
NUHOMS®-32PT DSC are in compliance with 10 CFR Part 72, and that the applicable
acceptance criteria have been satisfied. The evaluation of the acceptance tests and
maintenance program provides reasonable assurance that the cask will allow safe
storage of spent fuel throughout its licensed term. This finding is reached on the basis
of a review that considered the regulation itself, appropriate regulatory guides,
applicable codes and standards, and accepted practices.

9.3 Refarences.

1. American Society of Mechanical Engineers, ASME Boiler And Pressure Vessel Code,
Section (1, Division 1, 1998 edition including the 2000 Addenda.

2. SNT-TC-1A, "American Socisty for Nondestructive Testing, Personal Qualification and
Certification in Nondestructive Testing,” 1982.

3. Transnudlear, Inc. NUHOMS® - MP197 Transportation Packaging, Safety Analysis
Report, Docket NO. 71-8302.*
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10. RADIATION PROTECTION EVALUATION

The staff reviewed the radiation protection design features, design criteria, and the operating
procedures of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC which will be used with the Standardized NUHOMS®
Horizontal Storage Module to ensure that the DSC will meet the regulatory dose requirements
of 10 CFR Part 20, 10 CFR 72.104(a), 10 CFR 72.106(b), 10 CFR 72.212(b), and 10 CFR
72.236(d)'. This amendment was also reviewed to determine whether the NUHOMS®-32PT
DSC {fuffills the acceptance criteria listed in Section 10 of NUREG-15636, Standard Review Plan
for Dry Cask Storage Systems?. The staff's conclusions are based on information provided in
Amendment 5 to the NUHOMS® FSAR.

10.1 Radiation Protection Design Criteria and Design Features
10.1.1 Design Criteria

The radiological protection design criteria are the limits and requirements of 10 CFR Part 20,
10 CFR 72.104, and 10 CFR 72.106. This is consistent with NRC guidance. As required by
10 CFR Part 20 and 10 CFR 72.212, each general licenses is responsible for dermonstrating
site-specific compliance with these requirements. The TS also establish dose limits for the TC
and HSM that are based on calculated dose rate values which are used to determine
occupational and off-site exposures.

The TS also establish exterior contamination limits for the DSC to keep contamination levels
below 2,200 dpm/100 em? for beta and gamma radiation, and 220 dpm/100 cm? for alpha
radiation.

10.1.2 Design Features

Sections 3.3.1 and 7.1 of the Standardized NUHOMS® System FSAR, and Section M.10 of the
amendment request, define the radiological protection design features which provide radiation
protection to operational personne! and members of the public. The FSAR is not included in
this review except for how it relates to the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC radiological protection. The
radiation protection design features include the following:

. the thick-walled concrete HSM that provides radiation shielding,

. the dssign of the HSM air inlets paths which includes sharp bends to preclude
radiation streaming,

. a recess in the HSM access opening to dock and secure the transfer cask during
DSC transfer to reduce occupational exposure, '

. the thick canister shield piug on both ends of the canistér srdiranstersask th
provide occupationa! shielding during loading/unloading & fer operati

. the confinement system that consists of multiple welded barriers to prevent
atmospheric releass of radionuclides, and is designed to maintain confinement
of fue! during accident conditions,
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. the system design allows for water in the DSC/TC annulus which is then sealed
which reduces occupational dose rates and minimizes contamination of the DSC

exteror,

. the use of water in the DSC cavity (except when drained to use the crane) to
reduce occupational dose rates,

s the low-maintenance design that reduces occupational exposures during ISFS)
operation, and

. the implementation of ALARA principles into the cask design and operating
procedures that reduce occupational exposures.

No changes were required for this review to the design features that address process
instrumentation and controls, control of airbome contaminants, decontamination, radiation
monitoring, auxiliary shielding devices and other ALARA considerations. Therefore, these were
not reviewed.

The staff evaluated the radiation protection design features and design criteria for the
NUHOMS®-32PT DSC as used with the HSM and found them acceptable. The SAR analysis
provides reasonable assurance that use of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC can meet the regulatory
requirements in 10 CFR Part 20, 10 CFR 72.104(a), and 10 CFR 72.106(b). Sections 5, 7, and
8 of the SER discuss staff’s evaluations of the shielding features, confinement systems, and
operating procedures, respectively. Section 11 of the SER discusses staff evaluations of the
capability of the shielding and confinement features during off-normal and accident conditions.

10.2 Occupational Exposures

Section M.8 of the amendment request discusses general operating procedures that general
licensees will use for fuel loading, DSC/TC operations, DSC transfer into the HSM, and fuel
unloading. Table M.10-1 of the amendment request shows the estimated number of personnel,
the estimated time, the estimated dose rates, and the tasks involved and the estimated dose to
load one canister. The estimated occupational doses are based on estimations from the direct
radiation calculations in Section M.$§ of the amendment request, the generic operating
procedures in Section M.8 of the request, and on operational experience. The dose estimates

indicate that the total occupational dose.jn loading a single canister with de fuel into
the HSM is approximate person-rely for the 100 ton configuration an on-rem for
the 125 ton configuration. applicant indicated that the general licensee: oose to
modify the sequence ofioperations, and wilf also use ALARA practices to mitigate occupational
exposure. 3.9 ¥* ¥

1. €

10.3 Public Exposures From Normal and Off-Normal Conditions

Section M.10.2 of the amendment request presents the calculated direct radiation dose rates at
distances beyond 100 meters from a sample cask array configuration loaded with design basis
fuel for Configuration 2 (segAigure M.2-2). Figure M,10-1 depicts estimated dose rate versus
distance curves. Table M.10-¢ spetifies distances at which the regulatory design limit of 25
mrem/yr can be achieved. Af andy of 20 NUHOMS®-32PT DSCs loaded with design basis
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fuel and placed in the HSM is below regulatory limits at approximately 500 meters for two

parallef but separated 1x10 arrays and at approximately 600 meters for a 2x10 array. This
assumes 100% occupancy for 365 days.

The staft evaluated the public dose estimates during normal and ofi-normal conditions and
found them acceptable. The primary dose pathway to individuals beyond the controlied area
during normal and off-normal conditions is from direct radiation (including skyshine). The
canister is leaktight and the confinement function is not affected by normal or off-normal
conditions therefore, no discernable leakage is credible. A discussion of the staff's evaluation
and confirmatory analysis of the shielding calculations are presented in Section 5 of the SER.

The staff has reasonable assurance that compliance with 10 CFR 72.104(a) can be achieved
by each general licensee. The general licensee using the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC with the HSM
must perform a site-specific evaluation, as required by 10 CFR 72.212(b) to demonstrate
compliance with 10 CFR 72.104(a). The actual doses to individual beyond the controlied area
boundary depend on several site-specific conditions such as fuel characteristics, cask-array
configurations, topography, demographics, and use of engineered features (e.g., berm). In
addition, the dose limits in 10 CFR 72.104(g) include doses from other fuel cycle activities such
as reactor operations, Consequently, final determination of compliance with 10 CFR 72.104(a)
is the responsibllity of each applicant for a site license.

The general licensee will also have an established radiation protection program as required by
10 CFR Part 20, Subpart B, and will demonstrate compliance with dose limits to individual
members of the public, as required in 10 CFR Part 20, Subpart D by evaluations and
measurements.

A requircment has been added as TS 1.1.9 regarding the use of engineered features used for
radiological protection. The TS states that engineered features (e.g. earthen berms, shield
walls) that are used to ensure compliance with 10 CFR 72.104(a) by each general licensee are
to be considered important to safety and must be appropriately evaluated undsr 10 CFR
72.212(b).

10.4 Public Exposures From Accidents and Events

Section M.11 of the amendment request summarizes the calculated dose rates for accident
conditions and natural phenomena events to individuals beyond the controlled area. The
confinement function of the canister is not affected by design-basis accidents or natural
phenomena events thus there is no release of contents.

The amendment analysis indicates the worst case shielding consequences results in a dose at
the controlled area boundary that meets the regulatory requirements of 10 CFR 72.106(b).
Section 11 of the amendment request discusses corrective actions for each design-basis
accident.

The staff evaluated the public dose estimates from direct radiation from accident conditions and
natura! phenomena events and found them acceptable. A discussion of the staff’s evaluation
and any confirmatory analysis of the shielding and confinement analysis is presented in
Sections § and 7 of this SER. A discussion of the staff's evaluation of the accident conditions
and recovery actions are presented in Section 11 of the SER. The staff has reasonable
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assurance tha.t the effects of direct radiation from bounding design basis accidents and natural
phenomena will be below the regulatory limits in 10 CFR 72.106(b).

10.5 ALARA

Sections M.5, M.7, and M.10 of the SAR presents evidence that the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC
radiation protection design features and design criteria address ALARA requirements,
consistent with 10 CFR Part 20 and Regulatory Guides 8.8° and 8.10%. The overall ALARA
requirements are discussed in the Standardized NUHOMS® FSAR, and were not reviewed for
this amendment. Each site licensee will apply its existing site-spacific ALARA policies,
procedures, and practices for cask operations to ensure that personnel exposure requirements
in 10 CFR Part 20 are met. Because the TC may have to be drained when used with the
NUHOMS®-32PT DSC and a 100-ton or 125-ton crane, the occupational dose rates may be
higher than when loading other approved canisters. Each plant will have to consider the use of
this canister with respect to their particular ALARA implementation philosophy.

The staff evaluated the ALARA assessment of the NUHOMSP-32PT DSC and found it
acceptable. Section 8 of the SER discusses the staff’s evaluation of the operating procedures
with respect to ALARA principles and practices. Operational ALARA policies, procedures, and
practices are the responsibllity of the site licensee as required by 10 CFR Part 20. In addition,
the TS establish dose rates and surface contamination limits ensure that occupational
exposures are maintained ALARA.

10.6 Evaluation Findings

F10.1 The SAR amendment sufficiently describes the radiation protection design bases and
design criteria for the SSCs important to safety.

F10.2 Radiation shielding and confinement features are sufficient to meet the radiation
protection requirements of 10 CFR Part 20, 10 CFR 72.104, and 10 CFR 72.106.

F10.3 The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is designed to facilitate decontamination to the extent
practicable.

F10.4 The SAR amendment adequately evaluates the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC and its systems
important to safety to demonstrate that they will reasonably maintain confinement of
radioactive material under normal, off-normal, and accident conditions.

F10.5 The SAR amendment sufficiently describes the means for controlliing and limiting
occupational exposures within the dose and ALARA requirements of 10 CFR Part 20.

F10.6 Operational restrictions necessary to meet dose and ALARA requirements in 10 CFR
Part 20, 10 CFR 72.104, and 10 CFR 72.106 are the responsibility of the site licensee.
The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is designed to assist in meeting these requirements.

F10.7 The staff concludes that the design of the radiation protection system of the NUHOMS®-
32PT DSC when used with the HSM, is in compliance with 10 CFR Part 72 and the
applicable design and acceptance criteria have been satisfied. The evaluation of the
radiation protection system design provides reasonable assurance that the NUHOMS®-
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32PT DSC will provide safe storage of spent fuel, This finding is based on a review that
considered the regulation itself, the appropriate regulatory guides, applicable codes and
standards, the applicant's analyses, the staff's confirmatory analyses, and acceptable
engineering practices.

10.7 References

1. U.S. Code of Federal Regulations, Licensing Requirements for the Independent Storage
of Spent Nuclear Fus! and High-Level Radioactive Waste, Title 10, Part 72.

2. U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Standard Review Plan for Dry Cask Storage
Systems, NUREG-1536, January 1997.

3. U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Information Relevant to Ensuring that
Occupational Radiation Exposures Will Be As Low As is Reasonably Achievable,
Regulatory Guide 8.8, Revision 3, June 1978.

4, U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Operating Philosophy for Maintaining

Occupational Radiation Exposures As Low As is Reasonably Achievable,. Regulatory
Guide 8.10, Revision 1-R, May 1977.
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11.0 ACCIDENT ANALYSES

The purpose of the review of the accident analyses is to evaluate the applicant’s identification
and analysis of hazards, as well as the summary analyses of systems responses to both off-
normal and accident or design basis events. This ensures that the applicant has conducted
thorough accident analyses as reflected by the following factors:

. identified all credible accidents
) provided complete information in the SAR
. analyzed the safety performance of the cask system in each review area
. fulfilled the applicable regulatory requirements.
11.1 Off-Norma) Operations

Off-normal operations are Design Event Il as defined by ANSI/ANS 57.9'. These events can be
expected to occur with moderate frequency or on the order of once per year. The NUHOMS®-
32PT DSC off-normal operations are described in Section M.11 of the SAR. In several
instances, Section M.11 takes credit for analysis contained in the Standardized NUHOMS®
FSAR which was previously approved by the staff.

The off-normal transfer loads, extreme temperature, and pressure effects are the events that
can be expected to occur on the order of once per yeer of operation. The situation of a jammed
DSC in the loading or unloading mode of operation relative to the HSM presents the most
significant stress levels in the DSC for off-normal operations. As discussed in Section 3.2.2
and 3.2.3 herein, the resulting stresses are within the allowables based on the design criteria.
The maximumn primary membrane stress induced in the DSC under the off-normal conditions
occurs in a combined loading condition of the extreme hot temperature, with the off-normal
internal pressure and the off-normal unloading handling load. This occurs in the outer bottom
cover plate that Is not part of the containment boundary. The stress is approximately 36% of
the allowable.

For the containment boundary the maximum primary membrane stress under the same
conditions, except occurring during the loading of the HSM, is 26% of the allowable. This
occurs in the inner bottom cover plate. For the maximum stress for primary membrane plus
primary bending, the calculated stress is approximately 81% of the allowable. This occurs
again in the outer botiom cover plate and does not impact the containment boundary. The
maximum primary membrane plus primary bending in the DSC shell Is not controlled by the ofi-
normal loads, but by the normal loads. The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC is designed and tested to
the leak tight criteria of ANSI N14.5. The off-normal conditions have been evaluated in
accordance with the ASME BP&V Code, and the resulting stresses are below the allowables.
The estimated quantity of radionuclides expected to be released annually to the environment
due to ofi-normal events is zero.
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11.2 Hypothetical Accidents

Accident events and conditions are Design Event Ill and IV, as defined by ANSI/ANS 57.9,
“Design Criteria for an ISFSI,” 1992. The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC postulated accidents are
described in Section M.11 of the SAR. In several instances, Section M.1 1 takes credit for
ana;;ysis contained in the Standardized NUHOMS® FSAR which was previously approved by the
staff.

The postutated accidents that have been considered and discussed in Section 3.3 herein have
been evaluated for impact on the structural systems. Included are the following accidents:
tornade winds/tornado missiles, earthquake, flood, lightning, accidenta! cask drop, blockage of
the vent system, and pressurization from fuel cladding failure.

The response of the structural system of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC for the tomado winds and
tornado missiles is enveloped by the previous studies and evaluations of other Standardized
NUHOMS® DSCs (24P and 528B).

The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC was evaluated for its response within the HSM supporting structure,
for the seismic loading consisting of a peak horizontal ground acceleration of 0.25g and a peak
vertical ground acceleration of 0.17g at the top of the supporting concrete slab foundation. The
resulting loading of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC at its support locations was determined to be -
0.40g horizontally and 0.17g vertically. The applicant considered the two possible modes of
vibration of the DSC, and it was determined that the ovalling mode would control the responss
of the DSC with spectral accelerations of 1.0g horizontally and 0.68g vertically. These were
increased by a factor of 1.6 to account for any multimode excitation, resulting in design values
of 1.5g horizontal and 1.0g vertical. Under the loading combinations with these seismic loads,
the resulting stresses within the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC shell, were approximately 82% of the
allowable stress for primary membrane stress and approximately 94% of the allowable stress
for primary membrane plus primary bending. The stability of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC on the
support rails inside the HSM, was evaluated based on rigid body motion with the resulting factor
of safety being 1.2.

In addition to the seismic effects on the DSC containment boundary, the seismic effects on the
basket structure were considered. Since the 2.0g handling loads are greater than the seismic
loading of 1.5g horizontally and 1.0g vertically, the capability of the basket structure bounds the
seismic loading. The existing design of the DSC support structure within the HSM and the HSM
itself, bounds the demands of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC. In addition, the behavior of the
NUHOMS®-24P DSC in the transfer cask and trailer assembly has been evaluated previously
and a safety factor of 2.0 against overturning resulted. The NUHOMS®-24P DCSC weight
bounds the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC for an overturning evaluation, hence the safety factor for the
NUHOMS®-32PT DSC would be even greater than 2.0 against overturning.

For flood conditions the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC design reflects the sams design conditions used
for the previous DSC models of the NUHOMS system of a 50 foot static head of water and a
maximum flow velocity of 15 feet per second. The stability conditions of the HSM, with the
NUHOMS®-32PT DSC in the HSM (the heaviest DCS modelis), are improved over those already
considered acceptable for the HSM loaded with NUHOMS®-24P DSC or the 52B DSC. The
NUHOMS®-32PT DSC shell stresses under the flooding condition loads for primary membrane
plus primary bending are approximately 10% of the aliowable stress, while the maximum stress

11-2



ow Iva PO S 4 €S:T £ B2 NNC

in one of the flat end heads occurs in the inner bottorn cover plate at only d

) approximately 6% of
thtree allowable stress. This also represents the primary membrane plus the primary ben’ging
stress.

The NQHOMS’-SZPT DSC is protected from the effects of lightning by either the TC or the
HSM with no induced physica! loading on the containment vessel.

The following evaluations have been performed for an accidental drop, with the g-loads
imposed on the Standardized NUHOMSP® system with the use of the loaded NUHOMS®-32PT
DSC. The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC shell assembly, the basket assembly, the TC and the TC with
the neutron shield removed configurations, have been evaluated. The drops considered were a
horizontal side drop of 80 inches, a vertical end drop of 80 inches on either end, and an oblique
corner drop from a height of 80 inches at an angle of 30-degrees from the horizontal. As
previously established and accepted in Section 8.2.5.1.C. of the FSAR, it is stated that a static
equivalent deceleration of 75¢ is a conservative design value based on the expected maximum
decelerations of 59g for an end drop and 49g for a side drop, both onto a 36-inch thick under-
reinforced concrete slab. In addition, a static equivalent deceleration of 25g was previously
found acceptable for the equivalent static vatue for the comer drop loading. Analyses are
performed for a 60g vertical end drop as a means of enveloping the 25g corner drop in
conjunction with the 75g horizontal drop. The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC shell under the 75g side
drop is stressed to approximately 92% of the aflowable stress under ASME service leve! D
allowables for primary membrane plus primary bending. The maximumn stress in the end cover
plate portion of the containment boundary is approximately 85% of the allowable stress, and
occurs In the outer top cover plate for primary membrane plus primary bending. The DSC shell
was also evaluated for buckling under the end drop conditions, with the results indicating that
buckling will not occur.

The NUHOMS®-32PT DSC basket assembly was also evaluated against the drop scenarios.
For the 75g horizontal side drop, the calculated stress in the spent fuel support grid is
approximately 87% of the allowable stress. The end drop loading on the basket assembly
atfects only the self-weight stresses on the basket assembly, since the spent fuel assemblies
do not react axially on the basket structure. The axial stresses within the basket grid and
transition rails cause no more than 25% of the allowable stress. The stablility of the basket
assembly under side loading was also evaluated for the aluminum transition rail assemblies.
Two software analyses packages were used for the analyses, and in all cases the limiting g-
loads were well in excess of the 76g design load. These calculations were also completed
using hand catculations that showed no instability issues which would control the design. Under
the post accident condition with loss of sunshade and loss of the neutron shield, Table M.4-14
identifies that the basket assembly temperature can rise to 852 *F, an increment of 62 degrees
over the temperature vs. allowable stress data for the XM-19 plate material. The alternative to
the ASME Code identified in Table M.3.1-2 under Section Ill, NG-3000 and Section I, Part D,
Table 2A, is acceptable based on the low stress levels at this temperature.

The drop analyses for the TCs remain as provided and accepted in Section 8.2.5.2 of the FSAR
since the previously analyzed payload weights exceed that of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC.

The structural effects of the blockage of air inlet and outlet vents, are bounded by the
earthquake and tornado, and the thermal impacts are considered in the various loading
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combiqations oonsi§tent with the loading scenarios that include the accident internal pressure of
105 psi. The resulting stresses are well within the eliowables.

11.3 Evaluation Findings

F11.1 The SSCs of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC are adequate to prevent accidents and to
mitigate the consequences of accidents and natura! phenomena events that do occur.

F11.2 The spacing of casks is discussed in Sections 1 and 4 of the Standardized NUHOMS®
System FSAR. The staff has previously reviewed and approved the cask spacing to
ensure accessibility of the equipments and services required for emergency response.

F11.3 The applicant has evaluated the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC to demonstrate that it will
reasonably maintain confinement of radioactive material under credible accident
conditions.

F11.4 An accident or natural phenomena event will not preclude the ready retrieval of spent
fuel for further processing or disposal.

F11.5 The spent fusl will be maintained in a subcritical condition under accident conditions.
Neither off-normal nor accident conditions will result in a dose, to an individual outside
the controlied area, that exceeds the limits of 10 CFR 72.104 or 72.106.

F11.6 The staff concludes that the accident design criteria for the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC ere In
compliance with 10 CFR Part 72, and the accident design and acceptance criteria have
been satisfied. The applicant’s accident evaluation of the cask adequately
demonstrated that it will provide for safe storage of spent fuel during credible accident
situations. This finding is reached on the basis of a review that considered independent
confirmatory calculations, the regulation itself, appropriate regulatory guides, applicable
codes and standards, and accepted engineering practices.

11.4 References

1. American Nuclear Society, ANSI/ANS-57.9, “Design Criteria for an Independent Spent
Fue! Storage Instaliation (dry Storage Type),” 1992
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120 CONDITIONS FOR CASK USE - TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

The purpose of the review of the technical specifications for the cask is to determine whether
the applicant has assigned specific controls to ensure that the design basis of the cask system
is maintained during loading, storage, and unloading operations.

12.1  Conditions for Use

The conditions for use of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC, in concert with the Standardized
NUHOMS® Storage System, are clearly defined in the CoC and TS.

12.2 Technical Specifications

Based on the addition of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC to the Standardized NUHOMS® Storage
System, the TS have been revised to accommodate the new DSC and the fuel types to be
stored in the DSC. These changes have been identified in the TS attachment to the COC.

Table 12-1 lists the TS for use of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC system, in concert with the
Standardized NUHOMS® Storage System.

12.3 Evaluation of Findings

F12.1 Table 12-1 of this SER lists the TS for the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC, in concert with the
Standardized NUHOMS® Storage System. These TS are further discussed in Section
12 of the SAR, and are part of the CoC,

F12.2 The staff concludes that the conditions for use of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC, in concert
with the Standardized NUHOMS® Storage system, identify necessary TS to satisfy
10 CFR Part 72 and that the applicant acceptance criteria have been satisfied. The TS
provide reasonable assurance that the cask will provide for safe storage of spent fuel.
This finding is reached on the basis of a review that considered the regulation itself,
appropriate regulatory guides, applicable codes and standards, and accepted practices.
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Table 12-1

Standardized NUHOMS® Horlzontal Modular Storage System Technical Specifications
for use with the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC

1.1 CGeneral Requirements and Conditions

Regulatory Requirements for a General License
Operating Procedures

Quality Assurance

Heavy Loads Requirements

Training Module

Pre-Operational Testing and Training Exercise
Special Requirements for First System in Place
Surveillance Requirements Applicability
Supplemental Shielding

.
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12 Technical Specifications, Functional and Operating Limits

1.2.1 Fuel Specifications

1.22 DSC Vacuum Pressure During Drying

1.2.3 24P and 528 DSC Helium Backfill Pressure

1.2.3a 61BT and 32PT DSC Helium Backfill Pressure

1.2.4 24P and 52B DSC Helium Leak Rate of inner Seal Weld

1.2.4a 61BT and 32PT DSC Helium Leak Rate of Inner Seal Weld

1.25 DSC Dye Penetrant Test of Closure Welds

1.2.6 Deleted

1.2.7 HSM Dose Rates with a Loaded 24P, 52B or 61BT DSC

1.2.7a HSM Dose Rates with a Loaded 32PT DSC Only

1.28 HSM Maximum Air Exit Temperature

1.2.8 Transfer Cask Alignment with HSM

1.2.10 DSC Handling Height Outside the Spent Fuel Pool Building

1.2.11 Transfer Cask Dose Rates

1.2.12 Maximum DSC Removable Surface Contamination

1.2.13 TC/DSC Lifting Heights as a Function of Low Temperature and Location

1.2.14 TC/DSC Transfer Operations at High Ambient Temperatures

1.2.15 Boron Concentration in the DSC Cavity Water for the 24P Design Only

1.2.15a Boron Concentration in the DSC Cavity Water for the 32PT Design Only

1.2.16 Provision of TC Seismic Restraint inside the Spent Fuel Pool Building as a
Function of Horizontal Acceleration and Loaded Cask Weight

1.2.17 61BT DSC Vacuum Drying Duration Limit

1.2.17a 32PT DSC Vacuum Drying Duration Limit

1.3  Surveillance and Monitoring

1.3.1 Visual inspection of HSM Air Inlets and Outlets (Front Wall and Roof Birdscreen)
1.3.2 HSM Thermal Performance

12-2
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13.0 QUALITY ASSURANCE

The purpose of this review and evaluation is to determine whether TN has a quality assurance
program that complies with the requirements of 10 CFR Part 20, Subpart G. The staff has
previously reviewed and accepted the TN quality assurance program in the Standardized
NUHOMS® Horizontal Modular Storage System FSAR.
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14.0 DECOMMISSIONING
The decommissioning evaluation was previously reviewed and approved in the Standardized

NUHOMS® Horizontal Modular Storage System FSAR. There were no changes proposed by the
addition of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC.
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CONCLUSIONS

The staff performed a detailed safety evaluation of the proposed CoC amendment request and
found that the addition of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC does not reduce the safety margin for the
Standardized NUHOMS® Horizontal Modular Storage System. Based on the statements and
representations contained in the applicant’s SAR, and the conditions of the CoC, the staff
concludes that the addition of the NUHOMS®-32PT DSC to the approved contents of the
Standardized NUHOMS® Horizontal Modular Storage System meets the requirements of

10 CFR Part 72.

Issued with Certificate of Compliance No. 1004, Amendment 5,
on .
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