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Cear Dr. diess :

In ?ccordanc e -with yo ur request at the meeting on
.J.1 rc T 10, followinc are a few comments on the contemplated reviewof the WRC role in t ensuring comoliance with the regulations for
packaging and transportation of radioactive me.terials. .4 sdiscussed at the :eeting, it 10 sug(estad tnat at least for the
present the revien. saould be limited t o t'v matter of comoliance,and.not include tne more controversial and more subjective mattar
of the possicle justification for different regulatory recuire-ments. Possibla exceotions relate to weaknesses wnich yourcuastionint revealed in control of intrastste carriers nn> indiffarences betweer agree:ent and no n-agreemant states.

an iter for special consideration is soecification containers'for.Tyoa |3 o ventities e nd for fissile 1sterial. Inese nave notsone througn tqe S..r. Orocess , nor the rigorcus analysis performedby d?.C f:r a Certificate of Compliance. It nas been cointed out to
<

LCT, DC E , and .iAC in tqe c;st that tqe specifice.tions for the 6C
in particuler will permit a containar not in c0ioliance wita10CF3 Part.71. The econ :ic impict o f cosncing the specificationcis not knosn; it is cossible tnat only a small percentage of tned.. containcrs 20:u2117 in use wculd be found daficient to arienific;ct 9ecree.

'

.;1 t1 respect to the demonstration of com liance now requiredof licensees, and the subsecuent evaluation by H255, t1ere is somecuestion about the justified degree of sognistication and rigor.sltnough exterience to date and studies wqict nave been madeindicats that present requirements for resistance to accident 1

are reasonable, they are nevertheless somewhat arbitrary in nature.
!

1

.sls o , for normal transport, the troublesome one foot upside-down
idroo of a cask is difficult to relate to reality. Safety in i

oractice would pro'pably be negligibly affected by specifying a25 ft or a 35 ft drop instead of the 30 ft drop, or by soecifying0 0a 1400 t or 1600 i toertal environment instead of 1475 F. |The. intent of the regulations and the practical significence of
the requirements would seem to have a bearing on the procedures I

for imoleT.entation. ;

I av uncertain whether or not it is intended tnat the review |
s1ould include DOE and' DCT. dowever, a fairly large percenta6e

i

of the Tyne 5 snio:ents are made in DOE containers, and cost of
tne incidents waere radioactive Osterial has escaped nave beenwitn Type A and L3A packages; tnese are subject to DOE and DOT
regulations respectively, but not to NRC regulations.
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