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This proposed effort to change the regulatory framework for licensing of LT As appears to be driven by the 
NRCs recent 
vision for innovative and transformative change. while innovation and transformation are warranted in some 
areas, the 
NRC must be careful not to take actions which may impact its main goal of protecting people and the 
environment. The 
effect of the proposed LT A framework would be to reduce NRC licensing oversight of fuel assemblies with 
new cladding 
and pellet materials. As discussed in Section 2.1, Safety Margin, of Enclosure 2 to the memo to the NRCs 
General 
Counsel dated March 22, 2018, the margin of safety (i.e., the third standard in 10 CFR 50.92) is associated 
with the 
confidence in the ability of the fission product barriers (i.e., fuel cladding, reactor coolant pressure boundary, 
and 
containment structure) to limit the level of radiation dose to the public. Maintaining the integrity of the fuel 
cladding is 
one of the fundamental concepts with respect to the plant safety margin. Furthermore, a nuclear core reload 
utilizing 
fuel assemblies with the following attributes could potentially represent a significant hazard due to a 
significant reduction 
in safety margin: (1) fuel assemblies different than those p~eviously found acceptable to the NRC; and (2) fuel 



assemblies 
whose analytical methods have not been previously approved by the NRC. The NRCs apparent willingness to 
abdicate· 
the authority to review new fuel assembly designs, before they are utilized in the reactor core, is unwise and 
contrary 
to the goal of ensuring the safe use of radioactive materials in order to protect people and the environment. 

This draft letter should not be issued. 


