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Dear Sir

This letter and its enclosure constitute the Department of
Energy's (DDR) comments on two F+ral *aaister notices published
on September 28, 1989. He first notios 54 FR 39765-39757)proposed changes to 10 CFR 51.33 in consi eration of
environmental impacts of temporary storage of spent fuel after
cessation of reactor operation. These proposed changes are based

on a second notice (54 FR 39757-39797) ion to the 1984 Wasta
which represents the4

i Commission's review and proposed revis
Confidence Decision.

i The DOE has reviewed the proposed revisions to the 1984 Wasta
Confidence Decision and the proposed rule. DOE supports the
Commission's proposed changes in the waste confidence decision
pertaining to the second and fourth findings, the conclusions in
the proposed rule, and the Commission's proposal to extend the
cycle of review of the waste confidence decision from every 5
years to every 10 years. Additional comments are provided in the <
enclosure.,

We' appreciate the opportunity to comment on the proposed rule. ..

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Ralph
Stein (585-6046) of my staff.

S y,

V N

Rousso, Acting Director
Office of civilian Radioactive

Waste Management
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; Department of anergy Cassants on Proposed Changes to
|;

10 CFR 51 (54 FR 39765-39767) and the
Waste Confidence Decision Review (54 FR 39767-39797)

General Comments
I The Department supports the Commission's proposed changes ino
| the waste confidence decision pertaining to the second

finding, concerning the initial availability of a
repository. ; ,

no Department supports the Commission's proposed changes ino
the waste confidence decision pertaining to the fourth
finding which deals with the duration of safe spent fuel ,

-

storage. -

o The Department also supports the Commission's conclusions in
the proposed rule.

The Department oonours with the commission's proposal too
extend the cycle of review of the waste confidence decision
from every 5 years to every 10 years.

Specific Comments '

We agree, as pointed out in the analysis for the proposedo
fourth finding, that the possibility of a major accident
with offsite radiologloal impacts at a spent fuel storage
facility is extremely remote. To support this finding
NUREG 1353 has also examined the risk and consequences,of a
spent fuel pool accident which, in its analysis, appear to
meet the public health objectives outlined an the
Commission's safety Goal Policy Statement, 51 FR 38044
(which states that the risk from an accident at a nuclear
power plant shall be 0.1% of that normally encountered by
the public).

o Pace 39780. Third Coli=n. Third narmaranh
It is stated that ' DOE has the responsibility for designitq
the IAS and bearing the costs associated with it and NRC
will be responsible for iglementing it."

We agree that DOE has the responsibility for designing the
IAS. It is unclear to us as to what is meant by
* implementing it.' The ISS rule (54 FR 14935 has indicatedthat the NRC, as IAS administrator, is respons)ible for the
management and operation of the IAS.

o The NRC envisions extending some reactor operating licenses
for up to 30 years. Such license renewals would probably
increase the total amount of spent fuel requiring disposal
or interim storage. This potential increase in vaste
management requirements would be taken into account in DOE
program planning. Also, cumulative impacts on wasta manage-
ment probably should be considered in the NRC's National
Environmental Policy Act documentation for license renewals.
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Editorial comments
1. __r 397a3. --- ' cal --. firi.t full mm asz nh. mirth lina. 1

'

; Repleos *2303* with *20038 for consistency with the
: remainder of the existing document. Rowever, in moyenbar r

1989 the Department of Energy, published the ' Report to |

Cwsswa on Reassessment of the Civilian Radiosotive Reste
Management M Taa" (DOE /RN-0347) . This report provides a jrevised mob e of January 2010 for the start of waste
emplacement in the geologic repository. copies of this ireport were distributed to RRC et publication.
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| 2. Pane 39792. third co1*= first full maraaranh. third lina. l
i

Repleos "10 years" with *100 years.* |
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