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PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT
AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW ON
O'Neill Contention 1II C: THE

o CASK DROP ISSUE

I. INTRODUCTION

O'Neill Contention IIC, as rewarded by the Licensing
Board is its "Memorandum and Order (Concerning Motions for
Summary Disposition)", reads:

"Is the spent fuel pool safe from a rupture

which might be caused by a drop of a spent

fuel pool transfer cask or of the overhead

crane?"
At the licensing Board Hearing in June of this year, the
parties agreed to "split" this issue by discussing only those
issues relevant to the drop of a transfer cask. Argument on
issues dealing with the overhead crane was reserved until the

hearing resumes at a later date.
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However, it is Intervenors contention that these two

issues necessarily overlap, and that a reasoned discussion

of cask drop issues cannot proceed irely independent of

considerations related t he overhead crane. For this reason,
Intervenors would request to reserve the right to amend or ex-
pand .upon findings of facts noted herein related to "cask drop"

"

issugs until the completion of argument on "overhead crane"
issues. Because of the obvious similarity innerent between
these "two" issues, this request is only fair and will not
prejudice the hearing process in any way these reasons,
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Hence, Intervenors request that the Board find that the
"safety sling", as proposed by Licensee, is not sufficiéhtly
designed to perform its intended safety function and prevent
the transfer cask from dropping in case of a primary sliag
failure. .In the alternative, Intervenors would request that
the Board order‘i;censee to insure that the total drop before
the.'sling is engaged by the lifting device be decreased to a
number substantially under 2.98, and that proper administrative
controls be instituted to check all applicable clearances to
insure a drop distance below that figure.

Also, it should be noted that Licensee must meet the
guideline requirements of NUREG - 0612, and in particular,
those guidelines dealing with safe load paths. The NRC staff
notes that movement of the 24 ton transfer cask from the storage
area to the refeuling area is not treated as a safe load path by
Licensee. Intervenors respectfully request that the Board o;der'
Licensee to treat this movement as a safe load path'and to Légéf'

this route as such before any operation in this area proceeds.

III. Conclusion

For the reasons stated above, the Intervenors request that
the Board reject Licensee's proposed use of a "safety-sling”
mechanism, or, in the alternative, impose restrictions which
will insure that it can withstand all dynamic load situations.
Also, movements of the 24 ton transfer cask from the storage

area to the refueling area should be treated as a safe load
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path and designated as such.
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