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faaet Decenber 30, 1982

Mr. Daniel Hirsch, President

Committee to Bridge the Gap

1637 Butler IN RESPONSE REFER
Los Angeies, CA 90025 T0 FOIA-82-381

Dear Mr. Hirsch:

This is in further response to Dorothy Thompson's letter, dated August 10,
1982, requesting documents relating to the UCLA Lab and research reactors.

The documents listed on Appendix A are responsive to your request.
Document 1 is enclosed in its entirety. Document 2 is also enclosed,
but with certain portions deleted which do not fall within the scope of
your request,

Porticns of documents 1 through 11 of Appendix B contain information
which identifies procedures for safeguarding licensed special nuclear
material at a licensed facility or plant. These portions are considered
commercial or financial (proprietary) information pursuant to 10 CFR
2.790(d) and are being withheld from public disclosure pursuant to
Exemption (4) of the Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552(b)(4)) and
10 CFR 9.5(a)(4) of the Commission's regulations. The remaining portions
of documents 1 through 11 are provided with this response. Please note
that document 8 also bears the following disclaimer, “The facts and
figures in these documents are no longer timely or accurate. They
should be considered only in a historical context.,"

Pursuant to 1. CFR 9.9 of the Commission's regulations, it has been
determined that the information is exempt from production or discl-sure,

and that its production or disclosure is contrary to the public interest.

The persons responsible for this denial are the undersigned and Mr. Robert H,
Engelken, Regional Administrator, Region V.

This denial may be appealed to the Commiscion's Executive Director for
Operations within 30 days from the receiut of this letter. As provided
in 10 CFR 9.11 any such appeal must be in writing, addressed to the
Fxecutive Director for Operations, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555, and should clearly state on the envelope and in
the letter that it is an "Appeal from an Initial FOIA Decision."

Sincerely,

/' e /,'. /
/"-' '/'(".' s

///}/ J. M. Felton, Director
/ Division of Rules and Records
Office of Administration

fnclosures: As stated
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August 10, 1982

FREEDOM GF INFORMATION
ACT REQUEST

FOTA-22-3%/
(et ' 8-19-82

Re: Freedom of Tnformation Act Request

Gentlepersons:

Under the provisions of the Freedom of Information
Act, 5 U.S8.C., Section 552 et seq., we are reqguesting access
to and copying of each of the following records:

1. All reports of safeguards/security inspections
of the UCLA Nuclcar Energy Laboratory, 1959 through the

present;

2. All correspondence, memos, or other written

communications between NRC and UCLA,

present, regarding:

from 1970 to the

(a) The need to reduce SNM inventories;

(b) The applica%ility of 10 CFR 72.60 or
73.67 to the UCLA reactor facility;

(¢) The irradiation level of irradiated
fuel at the facility, particularly with regards
compliance with the 100 Rem per hour at three
feet standard of 10 CFR 73.67 and .60;

(d) Dpeterminations whether UCLA has a formula
quantity of SNM at the UCLA reactor; and

(e) Expressions of commitment by UCLA, and
requests for such commitment by NRC, and related
communications as to procedures for maintaining
SNM at the UCLA reactor facility below the quantity
or above the radiation level threshhold for

10 73.67 or .60,
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13. Copies of studies performed for the NRC Staff
regarding sabotage potential of non-power reactors, as
mentioned in sentence 2 of Footnote 1 of Donald Carlson's
Affidavit;

14, 211 documents that demonstrate that research
reactors are not required to have a physical security plan
that providés measures to minimize potential for radio-
logical sabotage;

15. Documents not provided in response to the above
items that deal with physical security requirements for
non-power reactors;

16. Copy of the transcript of the Meeting at
Region I1I Office mentioned in the NRC Memo of October 19,
1979 to All Non-Power Reactor Licensees. (That meeting was
said to discuss the impact of the proposed upgrade rule on
certain non-power reactor licensees,)

17, Letters of October 38 and December 12, 1974 from
UCLA tc NRC regarding reductions in SNM inventory, as
referred to in letters of November 18, 1974 and January 8,
1975 by George Lear, Operating Reactors Branch, NRC, to
Hicks of UCLA; ‘

18, J. J. Koelling, "Lower Enrichment Credit,"
Non-power Reactor Licens~2e Meeting, Ann Arbor, Michigan
(September 1978); plus a listing of other papers delivered
at that meeting. "Special Nuclear Material Self-Prctection
Crit.sia Investigation," by J. J. Koelling and E. W. Barts,
of the Los Alamos Scientific Lab, dated December 3, 1980;
reference 8 by Koelling on page 40, sub-parts 5 plus thereof;

19. All written communications between NRC and UCLA
as t( need to transfer irradiated fuel in storcge in order
to comply with the Upgrade Rule to 10 CFR 73, between 1977
and the date of shipment in Summer of 1980.

We request waiver of all fees for the above-reguested
documents. Our client is a public interest organization of
extremely limited financial resources, admitted by the NRC's






