.M\—-—.-

{ (3’zm CYK BEARLS “).

a;\

,
..

> .

O ' - ~ ) M

; - LN
\

) DOCKET NOS 50-237 , [T

o 50-249 . . . S
50-254 -, ' -
50-265 . DEC11 19

- _ Commonwealth-Edison Company - - .- S 3 T Ly
- UATTN: Mr. Cordell Reedi: - L T RN S T
~ . Assistant Vice Pres1dent R LT
P.0. Box 767 ,” . . N
: Ch1cago, 1111nois 60690 _' ' . B - : _

, Gent]emew
;?_Your 1etter dated August 7, 1978, provided reasons for your position that -
* the applications dated Apr11 13. and May 11,1978, for license amendments:
- for proposed modifications of the Zion 1 and 2, and Dresden 2 and 3 fuel
pools are properly classified as Classes: III and I rather than Classes IV.
and I. We have reconsidered your applications and the matters discussed
- in your August 7 letter. -Although the. NRC -staff did conclude in NUREG- '
0404 that, in general, ‘the storage of spent fuel in water pools'is a ) S
- _well established technology and that modifications are: techn1ca11y and _ L.
“economically feasible; the NRC review staff must still review each ) o
individual application on a case-by-case basis. It is our understandlng, Co
that review of the Zion and Dresden spent ‘fuel pool requests will. .
" require extensive environmental” 1mpact appraisals ‘and _health and safety
. issues such as.occupational exposure considerations. during removal of
“the old racks and installation of the new racks, and during the storage ' -
period since the closer spacing of fuel assemblies causes the potential -
-consequences of accidents to be greater in terms of exposures to ,
personne] The reviews will also involve other safety issues in that,
as a m1n1num, the NRR staff witl have to evaluate the following: .
e (a) cr1t1ca11ty safety ~the closer center-to-center- spac1ng
T - of the fuel assemblies will result in a higher k effective ,
and therefore.a smaller margin to cr1t1cality, _ S

(b) - heat ‘removal capac1ty, »

'(C);”structural lntegrlty, and g B :. - - -
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(d) lcorros1on res1stance factors. - RO : ;»f%]7E;:}\ B
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~ Although this Branch included only the significant hazards consiéeration ‘
h as the previous qualifier for the Class 1V fees, we perhaps erred to some . -
v extent in that we were concurrently advised by. the review staff that more
. than one safety and environmental issues. were involved. “Thus, the appli-’
cations qualify for Class IV fees even if significant hazards considera-
‘tion was not the major issue. S , B R

*" . Based on the: foregoing, it is odr‘deterﬁination that Classes IV 'and I are
T fair and justified under 10 CFR 170. Thus, the additional charge of 7
. 48,300 for each of the two. applications should be paid within fifteen (15)

" days after your receipt of-this- letter so that:processing of your appli- = - ‘n\'
cations will not be interrupted. e T I

e appreciate your commments ‘and concern as to the need. for expanding.the. . - -
definitions of cértaijn’ terms used for fee purposes and the need-ta revise

other areas of 10 CFR.Part 170 to provide for better guidance.. This ...~

matter will be carefully. considered in the- future reassessment of 10 CFR .
Part 170. RIS ' I T

~

~

' Please fee]ffréé to>cé1§“us on 301/492;72?5 at any

fme that you feel
~that we can be of;assis;ance to you. -

N » 3 . Sincerely, i |
- - . . ‘ ', ,, . ':_,/ . N » . K . _‘ 7» K !
‘ R ' Original SignedP~
W, Q. Miller Dﬂ . B} -
CWilliam 0. Miller, Chief -~ B
~ License Fee Management Branch. I
Office of Administration -~ ~  °
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AGent]emen

'

Your 1etter dated August 7 1978 prov1ded reasons for your pos1t1on that - .
‘the app11cat1ons dated Apr11 13 and May 11, 1978, for license amendments -
for proposed modifications of thé Zion 1 and 2, and Dresden 2 and 3 fuel
pools are properly classified.as Classes III and I rather than Classes IV
"~ and I. We have:reconsidered-.your applications and the matters discussed
-in your August 7 létter. Although the NRC staff did conclude in NUREG-
-, 0404-that, in genera] the storage of spent: fuel in water pools is a
/ﬁg " well established* techno]ogy and that modifications are techn1ca11y and
9¢J “economically feasible, the:NRC’réview.staff must still review each
el § individual app]1cat1on .on.a case-by-case basis. It is our understand1nng
; sk o7C_ that review of the Zion and : ‘Drésden spent fuel _pool requests w111 requ1re _
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N safety 1ssue:$;
uate the following2

(b) .heat removal capacity,
(c) structural 1ntegr1ty, and -

(d) torros1on res1stance factors





