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COALITION FOR PEACE AND JUSTICE 
UNPLUG SALEM & Stop the Salem Fish Slaughter Campaigns 

321 Barr Ave., Linwood NJ 08221 
609-601-8583/601-8537; norco@bellatlantic.net 
http://members.bellatiantic.net/-norco/ and 

www.unplugsalem.org/ 

Date: 6/13/00 
To: NRC, Washington DC 20555-0001 
Re: Federal Register Notice FROO-1 2963, 5-22-00; Salem Unit 2 Request for License Amendment: 

The UNPLUG Salem Campaign objects to the issuance of the proposed License Amendment that would allow Salem Unit 2 to 

operate with a degraded incore detector system on two grounds. First, the fact that the movable incore detector system is 

degraded is an indicator that additional degradation of other systems is under way inside the core area. In the past, PSE&G 

ignored such signs of oncoming problems at their peril.  

Because both Salem Unit 1 and Salem Unit 2 are aging nuclear plants, and because both have had degradation problems in 

the past, Salem 2 should be immediately shut down now, and the problems fixed and investigated off-line. The history of these two 

plants would indicate that there is a significant safety risk to the people of South Jersey and Delaware if Salem Unit 2 is allowed to 

continue to operate with one and perhaps more safety systems in degraded condition.  

Second, if the NRC allows Salem Unit 2 to operate with a degraded safety system, the NRC is sending a message to PSE&G 

and to the employees at Salem and all of Artificial Island that it is acceptable to cut corners on safety. Again, due to the poor 

operating history of the two Salem Nuclear Plants and of PSE&G, this message is unacceptable to the people of South Jersey and 

Delaware.  

Therefore, the 82 organizations that comprise the UNPLUG Salem Campaign demand that the NRC deny PSE&G's request for 

a License Amendment. Instead we demand that the NRC require that PSE&G immediately shut down Salem Unit 2 for repairs 

of its movable incore system.  

To wait until September or October when the next refueling shutdown comes up, is puffing the profits of PSE&G first, and the 

safety of the people of South Jersey and Delaware second.  

Coordinator, UNPLUG Salem Campaign



NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50-311] 

Public Service Electric and Gas Company;, Notice of Consideration of Issuance of Amendment To Facility Operating License, Proposed No 
Significant Hazards Consideration Determination, and Opportunity for a Hearing 

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) is considering issuance of an amendment to Facility Operating License No.  
DPR-75 issued to Public Service Electric and Gas Company (the licensee), for operation of the Salem Nuclear Generating Station, Unit 
No. 2 (Salem Unit No. 2), located in Salem County, New Jersey. The proposed amendment would modify the requirements contained in 
the Salem Unit No. 2 Technical Specifications regarding the operation of the movable incore detector system. The proposed change would be 
a one-time change to allow use of the movable incore detector system for measurement of core peaking factors with less than 75% and greater 
than or equal to 50% of the detector thimbles available. The licensee has submitted this request in response to degradation of the Salem Unit 
No. 2 movable incore detector system. There are currently 75.8% of the detector thimble locations available for use. The proposed changes 
would allow continued operation of Salem Unit No. 2 through the remainder of Cycle 11. Before issuance of the proposed license amendment, 
the Commission will have made findings required by the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the Act) and the Commission's 
regulations. The Commission has made a proposed determination that the amendment request involves no significant hazards consideration.  
Under the Commission's regulations in 10 CFR 50.92, this means that operation of the facility in accordance with the proposed amendment 
would not (1) involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated; or (2) create the possibility 
of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated; or (3) involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety. As 
required by 10 CFR 50.91(a), the licensee has provided its analysis of the issue of no significant hazards consideration, which is presented 
below: 

1. The proposed changes do not involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.  
The movable incore detector system is used only to provide confirmatory information on the neutron flux distribution of the core. This system 
does not provide any automatic control functions or protective functions for the operation of the plant. The only accident that the movable 
incore detector system could be involved in is the breaching of the detector thimbles which is bounded by the small break loss of coolant 
accident (LOCA) analysis. As the proposed changes do not involve any changes to the physical equipment or operation of the system, there is 
no increase in the probability of an accident previously evaluated. The movable incore detector system provides a monitoring function that is 
not used for accident mitigation. The small break LOCA analysis continues to bound potential breaching of the system's detector thimbles.  
With less than 75% but greater than or equal to 50% of the detector thimbles available, core peaking factor measurement uncertainties will be 
increased. This can impact core peaking factors and as a result could affect the consequences of certain accidents. However, any changes in 
the core peaking factorsresulting from increased measurement uncertainties will be compensated for by conservative measurement uncertainty 

adjustments in the Technical Specifications to ensure that pertinent core design parameters are maintained. Sufficient additional penalty is 
added to the power distribution measurements such that this change will not impact the consequences of any accident previously evaluated.  
Therefore, the proposed changes will not involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.  

2. The proposed changes do not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously analyzed.  
There are no changes to the physical plant or operation of the movable incore systems as a result of the proposed changes. Since no 
changes are being made to the way the system is operated and no changes are being made to the system equipment, no new accidents or 
different accidents than previously analyzed are introduced by the proposed changes. Therefore, the proposed changes will not create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously analyzed.  

3. The proposed changes do not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety. The reduction in the minimum complement of 
equipment necessary for the operability of the movable incore detector system only impacts the monitoring and calibration functions of the 
system. Reduction of the number of available moveable incore detector thimbles to the 50% level does not significantly degrade the ability 
of the system to measure core power distributions. With less than 75% but greater than or equal to 50% of the detector thimbles available, 
core peaking factor measurement uncertainties will be increased but will be compensated for by conservative measurement uncertainty 
adjustments in the Technical Specifications to ensure that pertinent core design parameters are maintained. Sufficient additional penalty is 
added to the power distribution measurements such that this change does not impact the safety margins that currently exist. Also, the 
reduction of available detector thimbles has negligible impact on the quadrant power tilt and core average axial power shape measurements 

and will not adversely affect excore detector calibration. Sufficient detector thimbles will be available to ensure that no quadrant will be 
unmonitored. Based on the above, the proposed changes will not result in a reduction in the margin of safety.  

The NRC staff has reviewed the licensee's analysis and, based on this review, it appears that the three standards of 10 CFR 50.92(c) are 
satisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff proposes to determine that the amendment request involves no significant hazards consideration.  
The Commission is seeking public comments on this proposed determination. Any comments received within 30 days after the date of 
publication of this notice will be considered in making any final determination. Normally, the Commission will not issue the amendment 
until the expiration of the 30-day notice period. However, should circumstances change during the notice period such that failure to act in a 
timely way would result, for example, in derating or shutdown of the facility, the Commission may issue the license amendment before the



expiration of the 30-daymnotice period, provided that its final determination is that the amendment involves no significant hazards 
consideration. The final determination will consider all public and State comments received. Should the Commission take this action, it will 

publish in the Federal Register a notice of issuance and provide for opportunity for a hearing after issuance. The Commission expects that the 

need to take this action will occur very infrequently. Written comments may be submitted by mail to the Chief, Rules and Directives Branch, 
Division of Administrative Services, Office of Administration, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, DC 20555-0001, and 

should cite the publication date and page number of this Federal Register notice. Written comments may also be delivered to Room 6D59, 
Two White Flint North, 11545 Rockville Pike, Rockville, Maryland, from 7:30 a.m. to 4:15 p.m. Federal workdays. Copies of written 

comments received may be examined at the NRC Public Document Room, the Gelman Building, 2120 L Street, NW., Washington, DC.  

The filing of requests for hearing and petitions for leave to intervene is discussed below. By June 22, 2000, the licensee may file a request for 

a hearing with respect to issuance of the amendment to the subject facility operating license and any person whose interest may be affected by 

this proceeding and who wishes to participate as a party in the proceeding must file a written request for a hearing and a petition for leave to 

intervene. Requests for a hearing and a petition for leave to intervene shall be filed in accordance with the Commission's "Rules of Practice 

for Domestic Licensing Proceedings" in 10 CFR Part 2. Interested persons should consult a current copy of 10 CFR 2.714 which is 

available at the Commission's Public Document Room, the Gelman Building, 2120 L Street, NW., Washington, DC, and accessible 

electronically through the ADAMS Public Electronic Reading Room link at the NRC Web site (http://www.nrc.gov). If a request for a 

hearing or petition for leave to intervene is filed by the above date, the Commission or an Atomic Safety and Licensing Board, designated by 

the Commission or by the Chairman of the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Panel, will rule on the request and/or petition; and the 

Secretary or the designated Atomic Safety and Licensing Board will issue a notice of hearing or an appropriate order. As required by 10 CFR 

2.714, a petition for leave to intervene shall set forth with particularity the interest of the petitioner in the proceeding, and how that interest 

may be affected by the results of the proceeding. The petition should specifically explain the reasons why intervention should be permitted 

with particular reference to the following fictors: (1) The nature of the petitioner's right under the Act to be made party to the proceeding; (2) 

the nature and extent of the petitioner's property, financial, or other interest in the proceeding; and (3) the possible effect of any order which 

may be entered in the proceeding on the petitioner's interest. The petition should also identify the specific aspect(s) of the subject matter of 

the proceeding as to which petitioner wishes to intervene. Any person who has filed a petition for leave to intervene or who has been 

admitted as a party may amend the petition without requesting leave of the Board up to 15 days prior to the first prehearing conference 

scheduled in the proceeding, but such an amended petition must satisfy the specificity requirements described above. Not later than 15 days 

prior to the first prehearing conference scheduled in the proceeding, a petitioner shall file a supplement to the petition to intervene which 

must include a list of the contentions which are sought to be litigated in the matter. Each contention must consist of a specific statement of 

the issue of law or fact to be raised or controverted. In addition, the petitioner shall provide a brief explanation of the bases of the contention 

and a concise statement of the alleged facts or expert opinion which support the contention and on which the petitioner intends to rely in 

proving the contention at the hearing. The petitioner must also provide references to those specific sources and documents of which the 

petitioner is aware and on which the petitioner intends to rely to establish those facts or expert opinion. Petitioner must provide sufficient 

information to show that a genuine dispute exists with the applicant on a material issue of law or fact. Contentions shall be limited to matters 

within the scope of the amendment under consideration. The contention must be one which, if proven, would entitle the petitioner to relief. A 

petitioner who fails to file such a supplement which satisfies these requirements with respect to at least one contention will not be permitted 

to participate as a party. Those permitted to intervene become parties to the proceeding, subject to any limitations in the order granting leave 

to intervene, and have the opportunity to participate fully in the conduct of the hearing, including the opportunity to present evidence and 

cross-examine witnesses. If a hearing is requested, the Commission will make a final determination on the issue of no significant hazards 

consideration. The final determination will serve to decide when the hearing is held. If the final determination is that the amendment request 

involves no significant hazards consideration, the Commission may issue the amendment and make it immediately effective, notwithstanding 

the request for a hearing. Any hearing held would take place after issuance of the amendment. If the final determination is that the 

amendment request involves a significant hazards consideration, any hearing held would take place before the issuance of any amendment.  

A request for a hearing or a petition for leave to intervene must be filed with the Secretary of the Commission, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 

Commission, Washington, DC 20555-0001, Attention: Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff or may be delivered to the Commission's Public 

Document Room, the Gelman Building, 2120 L Street, NW., Washington, DC, by the above date. A copy of the petition should also be sent to 

the Office of the General Counsel, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, DC 20555-0001, and to Jeffrie J. Keenan, Esquire, 

Nuclear Business Unit--N21, P.O. Box 236, Hancocks Bridge, NJ 08038. Non-timely filings of petitions for leave to intervene, amended 

petitions, supplemental petitions and/or requests for hearing will not be entertained absent a determination by the Commission, the presiding 

officer or the presiding Atomic Safety and Licensing Board that the petition and/or request should be granted based upon a balancing of the 

factors specified in 10 CFR 2.714(a)(1)(i)-(v) and 2.714(d). For further details with respect to this action, see the application for amendment 

dated April 10, 2000, which is available for public inspection at the Commission's Public Document Room, the Gelman Building, 2120 L 

Street, NW., Washington, DC, and accessible electronically through the ADAMS Public Electronic Reading Room link at the NRC web site 

(http://www.nrc.gov). Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 17th day of May. For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. Robert J. Fretz, Project 

Manager, Section 2, Project Directorate I, Division of Licensing Project Management, Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation. [FR Doc. 00

12963 Filed 5-22-00; 8:45 am.



UNPLUG SALEM and STOP THE SALEM FISH SLAUGHTER CAMPAIGNS 
Affordable Housing Network; Alliance for a Living Ocean (fish campaign only); American Littoral Society (fish campaign only); Asian American Political 
Coalition; Atlantic Area Friends Meeting; Anne Arundel Peace Action; Big Sky Packgoat Club; Brandywine Peace Community; CAN (Citizens Awareness 
Network); CAPE (Citizens Allied to Protect the Environment); Cape-Atlantic Green Party; CATA (El Comite de Apoyo A los Trabajadores Agricolas); Center 
for Energy and Environmental Policy, John Byrne (for i.d. only); Central Pennsylvania Citizens for Survival; CHORD; Citizens' Energy Council; Citizens 
Protecting Ohio; Clean Ocean Action; Coalition Against Toxics; Coalition for Peace and Justice; Coalition Against Plutonium Economics; Committee for 
Nuclear Power Postponement; Consumers League of New Jersey; Craft's Creek Coalition; Cumberland Conservation League; Delaware Riverkeeper 
Network (fish campaign only); Delaware Valley Peace Action; EAGLE (Estuary Group for a Lasting Environment); Energy Photovoltaics (EPV); 
Environmental Coalition on Nuclear Power, Environmental Response Network; First Hopewell Baptist Church; Fish Unlimited; Friends of Pinebrook; GEO 
(Glassboro Environmental Organization; Gloucester County Green Party; Grassroots Environmental Organization (GREO); Green Delaware; Ironbound 
Committee Against Toxic Waste; Latino Community Land Trust; Mercer County Greens; Monmouth Citizens for Clean Air; Natural Law Party; New Jersey 
Environmental Federation; New Jersey Hiroshima Remembrance Day Committee; NIRS (Nuclear Information Resource Service); NJ ACORN; NJPIRG 
Citizen Lobby; NJ Recreational Fishing Alliance (fish campaign only); NJ Sierra Club; NJ/NY Environmental Watch; North Jersey Grey Panthers; Nuclear 
Free New York; Paterson Branch NAACP; Paterson Task Force for Community Action; PEN (Pennsylvania Environmental Network); Philadelphia Green 
Party; Philadelphia Solar Energy Association; Physicians for Social Responsibility; Public Citizen; Republicans for Environmental Protection; Salem Quaker 
Quarterly Meeting; SAVE (Stockton Action Volunteers for the Environment) Save the Mountains; SEAC-Region 13 (Student Environmental Action 
Committee);Seaville Friends Meeting; South Jersey Campaign for Peace and Justice; Stockton Peace Action; Three Mile Island Alert; Urban Women's 
Center;, Zero Waste America.


