
_- _ _ - _ _ _ - -

fh$f *%o#-

UMTED STATES,

c- % NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION*j, j WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555
'

!.

%,'..../ AUG 2 81980.

Docket No. 50-182

Dr. Eldon R. Stansberry
Assistant Laboratory Director
Department of Nuclear Engineering
Purdue University
West Lafayette, Indiana 47907

Dear Dr. Stansberry:

The Comission has issued the enclosed Amendment No. 4 to Facility License
R-87 for the Purdue University Reactor and Nuclear Fuel Storage Areas. This
amendment consists of a change in the license conditions relating to your
Physical Security Plan.

By letter dated June 5,1979, you submitted a revised Physical Security Plan
for your facilities. We have reviewed the submittal for compliance with current
rules and regulations, and agree with you that the revised plan does.not decrease
the effectiveness of the previously approved security plan. Therefore, your
security plan now approved by the Nuclear Regulatory Comission (NRC) consists
of the document submitted by the letter dated June 5,1979. Since the current i

NRC approved Physical Security Plan should properly be incorporated in the license
authorization for your facility, we have treated your letter as a request for
appropriate Comission action, which is the enclosed amendment. This has been
discussed with and agreed to by your staff.

'

Future changes which do not decrease the effectiveness of your Physical Security
Plar, do not require prior NRC approval, but should continue to be reported as pro-
vi.ed in 10 CFR 550.54(p). Changes which do require prior NRC approval should
be identified as requests for license amendment.

The documents comprising the currently approved physical security plan for the
Purdue University Reactor and Fuel Storage Areas and our evaluation findings
have been placed in the Comission's files. Pursuant to 10 CFR 62.790(d), this
information is being withheld frem public disclosure.

Since this amendment applies to the administration of the facility, and not to
the technical operation of the reactor, it does not authorize a change in effluent ,

Itypes or total amounts, nor an increase in power level, so it will not result in

concluded that pursuant to 10 CFR Sl.5(d)(4)g made this determination, we furtherany significant environmental impact. Havin
neither an environmental impact

statement, nor a negative declaration and environmental impact :ppraisal need be
prepared in connection with the issuance of this amendment. i
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Based on the fact that this license amendment is administrative in nature
and incorporates into the license the latest' requirements, already imple-
mented at your facility, of your updated physical security plan, we have
also concluded that:

(1) the amendment does not involve a significant increase in the probability
or consequences of accidents previously considered, does not involve
a significant decrease in a safety margin, and therefore does not
involve a significant hazards consideration;

(2) there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public
will not be endangered by operation in the authorized manner; and

(3) such activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's
regulations, and the issuance of this amendment will not be inimical
to the common cefense and security, or to the health and safety of the
public.

Si nce rely,
.

* '
.- . . .-

' ' James R. Miller, Chief
Standardization and Special

Projects Branch
Division of Licensing

Enclosure :
Amendment No. 4

cc: See next page
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cc w/ enclosures:
Mr. Arthur J. Ladow Q
City Building t,-

-

West Lafayette, Indiana 46901

State Board of Health
ATTN: Director, Bureau of

Engineering
1330 West tiichigan Street
Indianapolis, Indiana 46206 .
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