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I n  Sect ion 1.b o f  p re l im ina ry  HI-STORM CoC Amendment 5 ,  t he  t e x t  i n  t h e  f o u r t h  
paragraph i s  proposed t o  be chan ed t o  ?The weight designat ion i s  t he  
approximate maximum weight o f  a 9 oaded t r a n s f e r  cask?? The a d d i t i o n  o f  t he  
word ?approximate? i n  t h i  s sentence i s  unclear  i n the  context  o f  coc compliance 
t h a t  i s  requ i red  t o  be demonstrated by cask users. -rhe word ?approximate? should 
be de le ted  t o  res to re  the  sentence t o  i t s  prev ious vers ion .  The 100-ton and 125- 
t on  t r a n s f e r  cask weights should no t  be s p e c i f i e d  as both approximate and 
maxi mum v a l  ues because ?approxi mate? i s a sub jec t i ve  term and would i ndi  cate 
t h a t  t he  ac tua l  weight o f  t h e  t r a n s f e r  cask can be somewhat h igher  than 100 o r  
125 tons and s t i l l  comply w i t h  the  coc. Exceeding these maximum weight values 
t o  any degree would pu t  t he  t r a n s f e r  cask i n t o  an unanalyzed cond i t i on  because, 
throughout t he  HI-STORM FSAR, i t  i s  c l e a r l y  s ta ted  t h a t  100 and 125 tons 
(200,000 and 250,000 1 bs, respect ive ly )  a re  the  maximum, o r  boundi n values 
used i n  the  t r a n s f e r  cask sa fe ty  analyses, i n c l u d i n g  those f o r  t he  ? i f t i n g  
t runn ions  . 
(see HI-STORM FSAR Tables 2.0.2, 2.0.3, 3.2.4, 8.1.2, 8.1.4, and Sect ion 
9.1.2.1.) 

I f  i t  i s  the  N R C ? ~  i n t e n t i o n  t o  a l l ow  cask users t o  use t r a n s f e r  casks weighing 
more than these bounding ana lys i s  values and permi t  support ing s i  te-speci  f i  c 
sa fe ty  analyses t o  be performed under the  p rov i s ions  o f  10 CFR 72.48, 
c l a r i f i c a t i o n  i s  requi  red. The CoC needs t o  spec i f y  a numerical range which would 
be considered ?approximate? i n  order  f o r  t he  cask user t o  make a determinat ion o f  
compliance w i t h  the  CoC and when NRC approval would be requ i red  f o r  t he  heavier  
t r a n s f e r  cask. 
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From: Carol Gallagher 
Sent: Monday, January 14,2008 3:28 PM 
To: Secy 
Subject: Comment letter on HI-STORM 100 DFR 34 50-A124 
Attachments: anonymous.txt 

Attached for docketing is a comment letter on the above noted Direct Final Rule that was submitted via 
Regulations.gov on 1/6/08. 

Thanks, 
Carol 
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