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SUMMARY: (Continued from page 1) 

U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

CONVERSATION RECORD (continued) 

On July 6, 20 17, RC, N SA, LA L, PNNL, and AREY A Federal Services LLC participated on a phone call to discuss questions 
related to the first round of requests for addit ional information (RA! s) No. RA ! M-4, RA! M-5, RAI M-6, RAI M-13 , and RAI M-16 
submitted in June 20 17. The following items summarize the discussion during the July 6 telephone call: 

RAI M-4 
The applicant added a paragraph in Section 1.2.2 of the app li cation indicating that the contents placed in the package will be dry with 
exception of the moisture present in the wood used as dunnage. The staff asked the applicant to revise Section 7 of the application to 
ensure that contents loaded to the package are dry (as assumed in Section I of the application). The applicant agreed to revise Section 
7 of the appli cation by adding a requirement to ver ify that the sources (payload) as well as the packag ing cavity are dry prior to 
loading. The staff asked the applicant to provide revisions to the appl ication to supplement this response. 

RAI M-5 
The app licant removed the term "forging" from the description of items in the drawings. The staff asked the app licant to revise the 
appli cati on to ensure that the term "forging" (as app licab le to the components described in the drawings) is removed from the 
appli cation, as applicab le. For graphi cs related to code runs including the word "forging," the app li cant can add a clarification note to 
ensure that terms are used consistently through the app lication or can re-run the code, if appropriate. Examples in which the term 
"forging" that refers to either the upper or base forging or "forgings" that refers to both the upper and base forgings appear in 
Revision I of the application are the following: 
I . Section 2.7.1.2, page 2.7-8 
2. Section 2.12.4.4.7, page 2. 12.4- 12 
3. Figure 2.12.4-40, page 2. 12.4-42 
4. Figure 2.12.4-44, page 2. 12.4-44 
5. Figure 2. I 2.4-44a, page 2. 12.4-45 
6. Figure 2. I 2.4-44b, page 2. 12.4-45 
7. Figure 2. 12.4-66, page 2. 12.4-57 
8. Table 5.3- 1, page 5.3-3 
The staff asked the applicant to provide revisions to the application to supplement this response . 

RAI M-6 
The staff noted that the material specifications for ASTM A479 and ASTM A276 are probab ly close, but the staff does not have the 
authority to accept substituting the properties of a material that appears in the American Society of Mechanical Engineers ASME 
Boiler and Pressure Vessel (B&PV) Code for another that does not appear on the ASME B&PV Code. The staff asked the appli cant 
to provide the proper justification for the material properties at elevated temperatures of the material that does not appear in the 
ASME Code (i.e., ASTM A276). Instead of referencing the ASME B&PV code fo r ASTM A276, the staff menti oned that the 
applicant may use reference not related to the ASME B&PV Code to justify and compare the mechanical properties of ASTM A276. 
The staff asked the applicant to provide justification of mechanica l properties at elevated temperatures for ASTM A276 and revis ions 
to the application to supplement th is response. 

RAI M-13 
The staff asked the applicant to provide a complete response to the app li cation including explaining the changes in the application to 
address this question . 

RAI M- 16 
Since the app li cant changed its approach and wi ll use gamma scanning to assess the adequacy of the lead shi e lding, the staff asked the 
app licant to provide the information identified in NU REG\CR-3854, Section 3.2. 1, "Acceptance Testing for the Gamma Shield." The 
app licant indicated that they do not know the type of equipm ent they will be using or some of the information mentioned in the 
NU REG 's criteria. The staff asked the appli cant to fo llow the criteria in Section 3.2. 1 of the UREG and provide the information to 
supplement this response. The staff po inted out that it is aski ng for this information due to the change in approach to assess the 
adequacy of the gamma shi eld, the appli cant should respond in the best of its ability and the staff wi ll review the information 
submitted by the applicant. The staff also asked the appli cant to revise the appli cation in order to incorporate this response into the 
acceptance tests section of the application. The response to this RAI and revisions to the application would be considered a 
supplement to this RA I response. 
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