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UNITED STATES 0F AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGU: ATORY COMMISSION 3/23/79

-

BEFORE THE AT0filC SAFETY AflD LICEtlSING BOARD
,

-

.

In the Matter of )
Docket Nos. 50-338 OL

VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER C0''PANY 50-339 OL -

(Proposed Amendments to Facility
Operating License NPF-4 to Penait

(North Anna Nuclear Power Station, Storage Pool Modification).
Units 1 and 2)

'

STIPULATION OF CONTENTIONS

In view of the substantial number of matters which were at issue between,-

the Citizens' Energy Forum (CEF), the Virginia Electric and Power Company

(Applicant), and the NRC Staff (Staff), these parties have conducted '

.

further conferences in an attempt to simplify the issues now before the

Board. The Staff, Applicant, and CEF, by tieir respective attorneys or

representatives, hereby stipulate and agree as follows:

1. CEF agrees that the sole contentions it is asserting in this pro-

ceeding are those set forth in Attachments A and B hereto, sub-

ject to the reservation set forth in paragraph 8 below.

2. Except as set forth in Attachments A and B, CEF hereby_withdrav{s
'

all other contentions submitted in all of its previous petitions and

filings.
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All p$rties to this Stipul$ tion $ gree tn$t the contentions set _ p '''3.

forthinAttachmentAmaybe$dmittedforconsider$tionasmatters' -

incontroversy$mongthep$rtiesinthisproceeding.

4. CEFassertsthattheunstipul$tedcontentionssetforthinAtt$chment

8shouldbeadmittedasmattersincontrohersy. BoththeSt$ffand

Applicant Essert that the unstipul$ted contentions set forth in

/ Att$chmentB$renot$dmissible.

5. The parties to this Stipulation will present statements of their
,

positionswithrespecttoanyoftheunstipul$tedcontentionsin

AttachmentBattheprehearingco.1ferencescheduledforM$rch29-30,

1979.

6. Thepartieshaheenteredintothisstipulationinaspiritof

compromiseandcooperationwiththegoalofminimizingprocedur$1

disputes;therefore,noagreementsbyanyp$rtyhereinsh$11becon-
'

struedasawaiherofanyrightstoinhokeanyoftheCommission's
.
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rules and regulations with respect to arguing the admissibility or
.N. inadmissibility of any of the uns,tipulated contentions.

-

.

flothing contained in this Stipulation shall be deemed to. prevent CEF'7. ,

'

from filing new or amended contentions upon a showing of good cause

asrequiredby$2.714oftheCommission'sregulations. ,

8. flothing contained in this Stipulation:

(a) shall be deemed an admission by the Staff or Applicant of the ,

,

merits of any contention or the validity of any allegation of

fact or law stated in any contention; nor,

.

(b) shall be construed as a waiver by any party to this Stipulation

of any rights with respect to the ' admissibility of evidence

pursuant to 10 CFR 22.743 of the Commission's regulations.

9. Each party to this Stipulation expressly reserves any right to move

forsummarydispositionpursuantto10CFR$2.749oftheCommission's ,

-regulations.

3/z9/79
- bldy &.98ch
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Irwin Kr60t
'

' Citizens' Energy Forum

3-L 9 -11 & Q L),%/
Ste'ven C. GoldbErg u
Counsel for f1RC Staff

Aur/n L%&
ph.es Christman, Esq./

Counsel for Applicant
.
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ATTACHMENT A

_. HEAT (FormerlyContention#2)

Intervenorcontendsthatthepossibleenvironment$1impactsinthehicinit

oftheNorthAnn$PowerStationcausedbytheadditional6MBTU/hrofheat

tobedisc'hargedasaresultoftheproposedmodificationhaYenotbeen

adequately addressed by the NRC Staff and the Applicant.

.

HEAVY LOADS (Formerly Contention #3)

Interhenorcontendsth$tthedesignbasisaccidentpostulatedbythe/

Applicantdoesnotadequatelyaddresstheconsequencesof$naccidentin-
.~. . .

volving the dropping of a spent fuel assembly in the area of the spent fuel
,

pool, in light of the proposed modification, in that it fails to consider the

dropping of an assembly onto a fully loaded storage rack. The possible effects

ofsuchanaccidenthaYeyettobeestablishet', and are still under study by

theNRC,whichviewstheissueseriouslyenoughtoh5Yeinitiatedageneric

reYiew. In addition, the NRC has provided no document $ tion to support its

determinationinitsJanu$ry 29, 1979 SafetyEh$1uation(page1-4)that"the

likelihood of a heaYy lord handling accident is sufficiently small that the
'

acceptability of the proposed modification is not affected . . ."

EMISSIONS (Formerly Contention #6)

IntervenorcontendsthatVEPC0h$sneglectedtoaddresstheadditional

liquidandgaseousradioactiheemissionsthatwillresultfromtheincre$ sed
|
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ATTACHMENT A (' continued)
..
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fuel storage, and the effect of these emissions on the biological community
'

in the vicinity of the spent fuel pool has not been adequately Eddressed.
'

Applicant'sanalysesofradiationreleased,5ndofpossiblerele$sesinthe
'

ehentofthoseaccidentsconsideredinSections9.1through9.4oftheappli-
'

cation,aresuperficialandinsubstanti$1intheSumm$ryofProposed

Modifications, t

.

LEAKAGE (Formerly Contention #9)

InterhenorcontendsthatVEPC0 fails,initsSummaryofProposedModific5tions, 'i

to identify the effects of an accidental leakage of spent fuel pool water due

to $ cr$ck in the pool 1iner. Specifically,therateoftemper$turerisein

the pool and the amount of radioactihe emissions from the pool are not enumerated, ,

in light of the additional spent fuel to be stored in the pool.

N0 PROVEN NEED (FormerlyContention#19)'

InterhenorcontendsthattheApplicanthasfailedtodemonstratethepresent - '

need to make the proposed modification; and that deferral of the proposed

modification until such time as it may be necessary would cause no undue .

cost or other hardship to 'the Applicant or the public.-
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ATTACHMENTA(continbed)

.. - -

CORR 0SION (FormerlyContentions#11,12,15,20)
.

-

Intervenorcontendsthattherehasbeenaninadeqb5teexaminationof

theproblemsthatm$yariseduetoapotentialincrement$1increasein

theamountofcorrosionbponthespentfuelassembliesandracksover

thedurationofstorageoffbelinthepool,incibdingtheireventbal

removal from the pool. Such problems include, bbt Ere not limited to,

theabilityofthespentfbelpoolpurificationsystemtoremoveany

potential incremental impurities.

.s

' HOT SPOTS (Formerly Contention #7)

Intervenorcontendr.that,becauseoftheproposedmodific5 tion,thespent
.

-
.

fuel pool cooling system will be inadequate to prevent " hot spots" and

possible boiling.
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ATTACHMEtiT B ,

.

~

FItlAL GEIS (Formerly Contention #18) .

';
. . .

Intervenor contends that, as per the conclusion of GA0 Report 77-41,

"!1UclearEnergy'sDelemm5: Disposing of Hazardous Radioactive Waste

Safely," thef1RCshouldnotpermitspentfuelcompactionunless$ reactor

isthreatenedwithshutdown,pendingafinal'genericenvironment$1 impact
'

statement. Intervenor further contends that the NRC's policy of granting -

spent fuel compaction on a case-by-case b$ sis without the benefit of a !

. . . . . t

final generic environmental impact statement violates the flational Environmental [
- , i

Policy Act. ;'
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