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'

Dear Mr. Newacheck: %
By letter dated January 15, 1981, you transmitted a pita prausing maintenance
on your TRIGA reactor core. This plan included removing fuel from the grid
structures and temportrily storing the elements in racks located within the
reactor pool.

One set of those fuel storace racks consists of the usual type provided by
the reactor vendor, which is located at the reactor tank wall. The other
racks which you propose to use are of your design and would be positioned
on the reactor tank bottom. In your letter, you requested that we consider
yo"e suggestion that your Technical Specifications could be interpreted
to disallcw the use of any in-perol racks except the set at the wall. You
pointed out that you believe th t the intent of your Technical Specifications
was nnly to describe per nanent in-pool fuel storage, but not to exclude
apptyriately designed temporary storage. We agree with your interpretation
of the intent of your Technical Specifications in this regard.

We also agree that the wording of your Technical Specifications could be
interpreted to preclude the use of all in-tank fuel storage facilities except
those on the tank-wall. Therefore, in order to clarify these poin+s and
to remove the ambiguity, we have issued Amendment No. 4 to Facility License
No. R-98 wnich re-states paragraph 11.2 of your Technical Specifications.

|
This has been discussed with and agreed to by your staff.

During additional discussions, you have agreed to provide in-pool storage
racks whicn cannot be tipped over accidentally, and you will re-assemble

i

I and test the control rod systems in a manner which is consistent with the
| original vendor's specifications. Further nore, you have agreed to perfor n

| the fuel re-loading with the usual safety procedures, in.cluding having an
| I operator at the control console, having a start-up neutron source in the

core region, and main +aining an opcrational start-up neutron monitor.| 1

l

|

|
|

8102 20036 F.

-.



. .

i

Mr. Richard L. Newacheck -2- . s.;,.u, ... : .

.' In conformance with your facility license, the procadures for these activities
j are not subject to prior review by the Nuclear Reg..atory Commission.
i

| Since this amendment is administrative in nature and is issued to reword
j your Technical Specification, we have 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,

i and, therefore, does not involve a significant hazards con-
sideration;

(2) there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of
the public will not be endangered by this action, 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 defense and security
or to the health and safety of the public.

We have determined that this amendment will not result in any significant
environmental impact and that it does not constitute a major Commission

Weaction significantly affecting the quality of the human environment.
have also determined that this action is not one of those covered by
10 CFR 51.5(a) or (b). Having made these determinations, we have further
concluded that, pursuant to 10 CFR 51.5(d)(4), an environmental impact
appraisal and negative declaration need not be prepared in connection with
issuance of this amendment.

Sincerely,
t
' (

Y' b, ,*a
famesR. Miller, Chief /

Standardization and Special,
~

Projects Branch
Division of Licensing

Enclosure:
As stated

f cc: See next page
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