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June 19, 1984 i

Ms. Nina Bell
Nuclear Safety Analyst
Nuclear Information Resource Service
1346 Connecticut Avenue, NW
4th Floor IN RESPONSE REFER -i

'

Washington, DC 20036 TO F01A-84-162

Dear Ms. Bell:

This is a fourth partial response to your letter dated March 6,1984, in
which you requested, pursuant to the Freedom of Infomation Act, four
categories of documents regarding Portland General Electric's application i
to expand the storage capacity of its Spent Fuel Pool. I

The documents as listed on Appendix A are being placed in the NRC Public
Document Room (PDR). You may obtain access to these records by presenting
a copy of this letter to the PDR or by requesting folder FOIA-84-162
under your name.

The review of additional documents subject to your request has not been
completed. As soon as the review is completed we will advise you of our
disclosure determination.

Sincerely,

h/s

J. M. Felton, Director

Division of Rules and Records
Office of Administration

Enclosure: As stated
i
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- APPENDIX A

DOCUMENTS BEING PLACED IN THE PDR>

1. 6/23/83 SECY-83-249 (DRAFT) For The Comissioners from W.' J. Dircks
re: SPENT FUEL POOL EXPANSION (2 pages)

2.. 8/12/83 Memo For The Commissioners from W. J. Dircks re: OCONEE UNIT
NO. 3 - SPENT FUEL POOL EXPANSION (2.pages)

,

'
. 3. 11/23/83 Routing and Transmittal Slip to J. Miller et al. from.

C. M. Trammell re: COMMISSION PAPER -TROJAN NUCLEAR PLANT -
SPENT FUEL POOL RERACK APPLICATION w/ attachments (19 pages)

4. 2/21/84 Letter to B. D. Withers from J. R. Miller re: TROJAN NUCLEAR
PLANT SPENT FUEL STORAGE RACK DESIGN DRAWINGS AND DESIGN
CALCULATIONS (4 pages)

5. 1/13/79 Letter to All Power Reactor Licensees from B.. K. Grimes re:
" REVIEW AND ACCEPTANCE OF SPENT FUEL STORAGE AND HANDLING4

APPLICATIONS" w/ enclosed Pages IV-5 and IV-6 (25 pages)
.

6. 4/15/83 . Letter to J. M. Griffin from J. F. Stolz and R. A. Clark re:
Enclosed Amendment ;No. 76 to DPR-51, Amendment No. 43 to
NPF-6, Safety Evaluation, Environmental Impact Appraisal and,

Notice / Negative Declaration (65 pages)

,
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- -+>n e 1983 POLICY ISSUE S=cv-83-a*

1 NEGATIVE CONSENT)
P- K - cP 2For: The Commissioners

@ C[U 3 '7 'O d 'From: William J. Dircks
Executive Director for Operations -

Subject: GGONEE4 NIT-NA 1- SPENT FUEL POOL EXPbSION

Purpose: To advise .the Ccamission that on uly_M ,1983, unless
notified to the' contrary, the staff proposes to issue
the enclosed notice of consideration and' proposed no
significant hazards consideration (NSFC) detamination s

'

relative to the licensee Nguested expansion of the
Oconee-Uniti spent fuel pool.

Background: By letter dated March-10,1983, Duke Dower-Gompany (9PC or - 4

the licensee) submitted a proposed amendment to the Oconee
station cperating license and pi opesed revision to the
Technical Specifications. The propor,ed Technical Specifi-
cations revision would allcw the expansion cf tne Uni-t-3-
spent fuel po'ol from IJ4 to -825 spaces by ,means of reracking
the pool with high density neutron absorbing (poison) racks.
A copy of the licensco's submittal is enclosed.

The staff has reviewed a detailed NSHC detamination included
in the licensee's submittal and has concluded that the
detemination appears to demons'trate that the three standards., .-

bRW % specified in 10 CFR 50.92 are met. In this instance, the
reracking technologydh% deen well developed and demonstrated
in prior rerackings.at--the-Geoneestat40n, The proposed
reracking does not appear to create the possibility of a new
or different kind of accident from any accident previcusly
evaluated. The proposed reracking would not appear to
significantly reduce the margin of safety from tne viewpoint
of nuclear criticality, themal-hydraulic, or mechanical, "

material and structural considerations. In view of this,
, . ,

" the staff proposes to detemine that the licensee's application y
does not involve a significant hazard consideration. ,4

The Commission is being advised of this action in view of
the guidance provided with regarc to spent fuel pool q
reracking in the publication of the Interim Final Rule ,

as part of 10 CFR 50. This guidance orovided, in part, J
that NSHC findings for reracking applications would be g
made on a case-by-case basis (48 FR l'869). Moreover, the _3,
legislative history of P.L. 97 415 ano continuing 5
Conoraesional interest in th subject of spent fuel cool #g 3
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As you know, we have issued a Federal Register notice regarding our "

proposed detennination that the TMIMteam geTerator-reo+Wssue does
not involve significant hazards considerations.

We fanticipatey leas)one/requesp fer hearing relative Ao this matter and, tbdrefore, anticfpate
the need for a fin 61 sionificant'hazdrds detemi 'ation'. We , plan to
th s issue with the Cominigsiory'prid to miking .hisfdetemination. [ discussi '

t

/3 /
4 >

William J. Dircks
Executive Director for Operations

Enclosures:
As Stated

Contact:
J. T. Sue ~rmann
XE747-1-

.

SECY NOTE: In the absence of instructions to the contrary,
SECY will notify the staff on Feddav,-Juire, 1983
that the Commission, by negative consent, assents
to the action proposed in this paper.
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