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PROPOSED RETRANSFER FOR REPROCESSING FROM SWEDEN TO THE U.K.
(SECY-B1-204)
The NRC consultation period expires April 15.

To obtain the Commission’'s concurrence in the attached letter
providing NRC views on the subject proposed retransfer.

Pursuant to the interagenCy procedures, DOt has prepared an
analysis of the subject retransfer request in which it
{ndicates its intentfons to approve the case (see SECY-81-204).

The staff has reviewed the DOEC analysis and finds that with one
major exception, the information contained therein {s similar

to that provided for previous Swedish reprocessing requests.

This major exception to previous practices, as noted with

respect tA the recent Japanese retransfer for reprocessing

request (SECY-B1-1844), 1s that DOE has deleted al)l references

to the Executive Branch's policy on retransfers for reprocessing,
{.e., physical need or contracts that pre-date April 15, 1§77,

hs reported in SECY-B1-184A, when questiored informally on this
ratter the DOE staff acknowledged that thisomission was deliberate
so a3 not to rule out any options as the new Administration develops
{ts reprocessing policy.
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The staff motes again, however, that the contract involved
antedates April 19, 1677 and if this request had been " .lyzed
under the reprocessing policy promulgeted by the ls#”
pdministration, DOE could have determined that th. request
satisfied the requirements of that policy. Hence, potential
{ssues arising from & new reprocessing policy do not arise in
connection with the instant case. (The staff is awmre,
however, that DOE has received Lwo Swiss retransfer requests
{nvolving neither physical need nor contracts that pre-date
April 1877 which therefore would not meet the previous Admini-
stration's approval criterfa. As & result, the staff's draft
letter to DOE urges that the Executive Branch develop an
overall comprehensive reprocessing policy rior to submitting
the Swiss requests for {nteragency reviev.g

International The Swedish spent fuel elements at Windscale will be subject

Lafequards to IAEA safeguards {n accordance with special arrangements
and Foreign described {n the detailed analysis included as Appendix A of
sical SECY-80-1808. Our understanding is that IAEA inspections
Securit are being performed regularly in accorcance with applicable
view: agreements. The spent fuel will also be subject to EURATOM

safeguards.

Staff also understands that the chemical processing of the
spent fuel will be subject to IAEA safeguards in the U.K.,
although this 1s years 2awdy. The details for implementing
safequards during processing operations and subsequent
storage are not known. As pointed out in the DOE analyses,
U.S. control over subsequent retransfer of the separated
plutonfue and uranium within the EURATOM cormunity under
current agreements will be based only on the contractual
cormri tment made by Sweden.

The staff has reviewed the physical security program in the
U.K. and found it adequate for the purposes of this retransfer.
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Conclusion: The staff has concluded that the relevant criterfa of the KXPA
are met in the instant retransfer for reprocessing request and,
furthermore, that the request would have satisfied the approval

criteria of the previous Administration.

pecormendation: That the Coemission approve the dispatch of the gttached response

to DOE which s similar to those previously provided for such
requests, except that the Executive granch 1s again encouraged
to develop expeditiously 8 corprehensive reprocessing policy
before circulating the aforementioned Swiss cases for inter-

LASIAL

William J. Dircks
Executive Director for Operations

Attachment:
Proposed response o DOE

Cormissioners' corments should be provided directly to the Office of the
Secretary by c.0.b. Wednesday, April 15, 1881.

Coemission Staff Office comments, if any, should be submitted to the
Cormissioners NLT April 13, 1981, with an {nformation copy to the Office

of the Secretary. If the paper is of such a nature that it requires additional
time for analvtical srvime and cremont, the Comissioners and the Secretariat
should be apprised of whon corents ray be expected.

DISTRIBUTION:
Cormmissioners

Comission Staff Offices
ED0

SECY




