! o At UNITED STATES
: ' NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WLSHINGTON D C 20688

4
feen® October 23, 1992

The Honorable Joseph 1. Lieberman
United States Senate
Washing*ton, DC 20510-0703

Dear Senator Liebcrman:

In & Joint letter of October 9, 1992, from you and Senator Dodd, on Lehalf of
4 constituent, Ms. Mary Ellen Marucci, and a constituent group, the
Co-Operative Citizen's Woniioring Network (CCMN), you expressed their co~cern
sbout the loading of new fuel into the spent fuel pool at the Milistone
Nuclear Power Station, Unit 2. You requested that the ' .S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) review this matter and that the action be taken within the
next several days.

In my September 29, 1992, letter to you on this subject, I stated that in
issuing Amendment 158 for Millstone 2, the NRC changed the technica)
specifications for Millsione 2 by modify‘ng the existing two region spent fuel
pool design to create a three region configuration which further restricted
the amount of fuel permitted to be stored. One region, which restricted the
amount of fuel stored to a maximum of 120 fuel assemblies, was specifically
for fresh and low burn-up fuel. In issuing the amendment, the NPC addressec
adverse comments received on the proposed amencnent and mude a final no
sfgnificant harards consideration determination. That determination and KP'
ctaff's Safety Evaluation were enclosed with my let*er of Septenber 29. The
Commissfon’s regulations in Section 50.91(a)(4) of the Code of Federal
B!ﬂﬂllll!nf (10 CFR 50.91(a)(4)) provide that if the Commission makes a fina)
determination of 10 significant hazards consiceration, the amendment may be
effective voon issuance, even if adverse public comments have been received
and ever if an intarested person meeting the provisions for intervention has
been ,ranted a hearing.

On October 12, 1992, wortheast Nuclear Eneryy Company (licensee) began moving
fresh fuel into the spent fuel poc) storage area designated for fresh fuel.
Fresh ‘vel lvading into the spent fuel pool stora?e area was completed on
October 16, 1992. Loading into the reactor vessel is scheduled to be
completed by November 13, 1992,

On September 30, 1592, the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board (ASLB) issued
LBP-92-28 (enclosed), vu11n8 that one petitioner, CCMN, has standing t{o
intervene, and that one of CCMN's contentions is admissible in the procerding.
The admitted contention questions the adequacy of the spent fuel pooi design
crange nide to address previously identified errors in a licensee coujuter
analysis of criticality/reactivity. The Board denied all other perding
intervention petitions in this proceeding. On October 1, 1992, the ASLB
fssued a hotice of Hearing and Prehearing Conference, which was published in
the Federal Register on Octoher 8, 1992 (57 FR 46413). The prehearing
conference is scheduled for November §, 1992, in New Haven, Connecticut. The
hearing has not yet been scheduled.
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The Honorable Joseph . Lieberman -2

We will send you (he results of the ASLB proceedings after this Board fssues
an initial decisfon. Ir the meantime, | want to aga‘n assure you that our
action in approving Amendment 158 for the design change in th. spent fuel poo!
for Milistone Unit 2 was based on a determination that there is reasonable
assurance that the public health and safety are protected.

Sincerely,

4
F g7 o
Jirss M, Jylor

/ Axecitive Director
& for Operations

Enclosure:

Memorandum and Order

of September 30, 1992,

by Atomic Safety and Licensin Board
L‘P-oz-za



r UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSIOM
WASHINGTON, D C 20868

ITT & October 23, 1992

The Honorable Christopher J. Dodd
United States Senate
Washington, Do 205)0-07C3

Dear Senator Dodd:

In a joint leiter of October 9, 1092, from you and Senator Lieberman, on
behalf of a constituent, Ms. Mary E1len Marucci, and a constituent ?roup, the
Co-Operative Citizen's Monitoring Network (CCMN), you expressed their concern
about the loading or new fuel into the spent fue) poc) at the Millstone
Nuclear Power Station, Unit 2. Ycu requested that the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commissfon (NRC) review this matter and that the action be taken within the
next severil days.

In my September 29, .992, letter to you on this subject, 1 stated that in
issuing Amendment 158 for Mill<tone 2, the NRC changed the technical
specifications for Millstone 2 by modifying the existing two region spent fuel
poo) design to create a three region configurat on which further restricted
the amount of fuel permitted to be stored. One region, which restricted the
amount of fuel stored to a maximum of 120 fuel assemblics, was specifically
for fresh and low burn-up fuel. In issuing the amendment, the NRC addressed
adverse comments received or tie proposed amendment and made a final a0
significant hazards consideration determination. (hat deterwiaaiion and NRC
svaff's Safity Evaluation were enclosed with my letter of September 29. The
Commissfon's reguletions in Section 50.91(a)(4) of the fode of federal

(10 CFR 50.9'(a)(4)) provide tnat if the Commission makes a final
determirs*ion of no significant hazards consideration, the amendment may be
effect’ pon issuance, even if adverse public comments have been received
y: 2 an interested person meeting the provisions for intervention has
boor o urar' ud 8 hearing,

On wii " or 13, 1992, Northeast Nuclear tnergy Company (1icensee) began moving
fresh fuel into the spent fue! poo)l storage area designated for fresh fuel.
Fresh fuel loadin~ into the spent fuel pool stora?e area was completed on
October 16, 1992. Loading into the reactor vessul is scheduled t. be
completed by November 13, 1992,

On September 30, 1992, the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board (ASLB) ‘ssued
LBP-92-28 (enclosed), ruling that one petitioner, CCMN, has standing to
intervene, and that one of CCMN's contentions is admissibie in the proceeding.
The admitted conten.ion questions the adequacy of the spent fue pool design
change made to address previously identified errors in a licensee computer
analysis of criticality/reactivity. The Board de-ied all other pending
intervention petitions in thir proceeding. On Octcber 1, 1992, the ASLB
issued a Notice of He»- 'n.g and Prehearing Conference, which was published in
the Federal Register o Jctober 8, 1992 (57 FR 46413). The prehearing
conference is scheduled for November 5, 1992, in New Haven, Conmecticut. The
hearing has not yet been scheduled.
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The Honorable Christopher J, Dodd “g-

We will send you the results of the ASLE proceedings after this Board issues
an initial decisfon. In the meantime, | want to lguin assure you that our
action in approving Amendment 158 for the design ¢ ange in the spent fuel puol
for Millstone I'nit 2 was based on a determination that there s reasonable
assurance that the public health and safety are protected.

Sincerely,

,j?ik‘: 7"
ecutive Director
(" for Operations

Enclosure:

Memorendum and O der

of September 30, 1892,

by Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
LBP-y2-28
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October B, 19%2

Mr. James M. Tayloz

Executiveo Director ot Operations
Nuclear Megulatory Commiseion
Wamhington, D.C. 20855

Dear My, Taylor:

We are ageain writing to you on behalf of a constituent, Ms.
Mary Ellen Marucci and a constituent greup, the Cooperative
Citizen's Monitoring Network regarding the storage of new fuel
rods at the Milistone nuclear Power Station, Unit. No.2.

As you miy know, tiie Atomic Safety Licensing Board will
conduct a hearing later this fall on the reconfiguration of the
spent fuel pool at Mil stone Il1. It 4. our understanding that
tiiis hearing will examine the concerns raised py our
conetituents We have now been informed that ovur constituents

recently letrned that new fuel may be loaded into the pool forz
teamporary storage within several days.

Qur conatituents have rajived concerns about the impact nf
the addition of more nuclear raterial on the pool. We would
approciate your expediticus review of this matter and spe ~ific
review of actions tc¢ be taren with'.) the next several days

Sincevely
—

I. Lieberman Christopher J. Dodd
senator U.8. Senactor
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