Carlile Area Residents Association

ATTN: Mr, Edward 0. Lammers
Chairman

P.0. Box 698

Gore, OK 74435

Dear Mr. Lammers:

This is in response to your undated letter regarding some questions on
Amendment 4 to the Sequoyah Fuel Corporation's (SFC) license SUB-1010. Listed
below are responses to the three items you identified.

Question 1

The installation of containerized autoclaves, to replace outdated and unsafe
steam chests for the purpose of heating UF_. containment vessels. We would like
to know what happened to this improvement 3h1¢n was discussed in various
hearings after the January 4, 1986, accident.

Response 1

We have discussed the use of autoclaves with the Department of Energy (DOE).
DOE states that they went to autoclaves for a myriad of reasons, one of the
more important beina that autoclaves can be heated to a higher temperature,
thereby shortening the time it takes to heat a cold cylinder. One of the
advantages of the atmospheric steam chests is that the maximum attainable
temperature is 212° + 1°F, Since UF_. continues to expand as the temperature
rises, the assurance of a maximum teaperature is a safety plus. Irrespective
of this we have requested SFC to evaluate the pros and cons of using
autoclaves. They have done this and have provided us with a technical report
of their evaluation. Our decision to require the use of autoclaves will be
held in abeyance pending review of this document.

Question 2

What happened to the development of the in line testing procedure which
enabled all testing to be carried out during the containment vessel fillina
process? This was also discussed in many hearings.

Response 2

If you are referring to the "in-line" sampling system to sample the UF. during
the filling process, this system has been installed. SFC estimates thdt
in-line sampling could almost eliminate the need to sample cylinders after
filling, therefore eliminating the need to heat every cylinder to assure
hemogeneity prior to sampling.
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Question 3

What happened to improvements in the plant off gas scrubber and waste disposal
system? We would like to know of any improvements made or the status of any
planned improvements. We would 1ike the airborne discharges of this system to
be reduced to present EPA standards. SFC currently has an exemption from the
EPA to violate these standards.

Response 3

I am not aware of any SFC exemptions to EPA gateous emission standards. SFC is
meeting the EPA requirement specified in Title 40, CFR Part 190. This standard
specifies that the dose to the nearest resident cannot exceed 25 mrem for any
12 month period.

Regarding improvements to the offgas scrubber, SFC has replaced a section of
the scrubber with packing to improve the scrubbing action. Additional cooling
has also been added to decrease the quantity of vapor being carried, and

the offgases have been repiped to the main stack to decrease condensation.

Sincerely,

Original signed byt
M. 7. Craw

W, T. Crow, Acting Chief

Uranium Fuel Licensing Branch

Division of Fuel Cycle and
Material Safety, NMSS
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