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Appeal Board :

[
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¢ » of Wev York, Ine.
1 : Indian ¥oint No. 2
Lo ALC Dochot No. 50-247
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Dear Mr. Chairman:’

_ We have received a ﬂopy of a documen: entitled "Citizens
Committee. for the Protection. gf the Envirormen: Supplement to Reply

Brief”, relatlng to the questions certified to the Avopeal Eodrd

in this-proceeding. - The document appears to hive bezn served after

tlhe deadline of JanLary 21 Fou such a brch, ard in any event its.
substance has no proper place :@n a reply brief. In it the Citizens

Committee argues on the basis pf Criter ion 35 5f 10 CFR Part 50,
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Appendix A* that the. Llcen31nq Board is requ 1rEJ to. ceonsider ?;od?"

swelling and burstlng and ‘lom,blofkage;
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*Crlterlon 35 prov1dea in part tha

"A sygvem to préVLde abundant “:;gency core .
~cooling shall be provided. ‘'the syst,e safety
function shall be tojtransfer heat from the .. .
reactor core FO1lOVlﬂU any loss of crolant zccident
‘at a-rate such that (1) fuel and cla! damage that
could 1nterrere,w1tl’cong1ﬂuci effeciive core
cocling is ‘prevented ,and (2) clad metal-water
reactlon 15 ll\lted to negligible
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Applicant has designed the ECCS for Unit No. 2
. in accordance with Criterion 3S. However, contrary teo the
- Citizens Committec's asse v“vons, Criterion 35 does not requive -
case~by~case treatment of the above-mentionced matters by. the
‘Licensing Board in this situation. 'In fact, the General Design
‘Criteria are CAPI““&lj ou,jr L to further “b@lelCdt’Oﬂ and
amplification, which is exacLly what the Commission did in
promulgating the ECCS interim acce ptance criteria. _ For examplo,
Crlterlon 35 provides that ‘clad metal-water reaction be limited
to nogllglble amounts” The interim criteria place a number
on this ~ one percent - and this further specification is
controlling and nck subject to-revicw-in individual licensing
proceedings. Similarly, the Commission' s consideration of the
atters of fuel clad rupture and flow channel blockage in the
rulomakxng proceeding which led to the interim acceptance criteri
is controlling and case- by~case consideration of these matters
in individual llcen€1ng proceedings, for reasons given in our
-prlor brie fs, 15 c1ther necessary nor propexr, :
. _Very truly yours,
i - .
P - LeBoeuf, Lamb, Leiby & MacRae
i ' AttOrneys_for Applicant
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