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The Commission s requested the Federal Register to publish the enclosed 
Notice of Propose Issuance of an Amendment to Facility Operating License 
No. DPR-63 for the ine Mile Point Nuclear Station Unit 1. The proposed amendment includes a hange to the Technical Specifications and reflects your acceptance, by 1 ter dated July 2, 1975, of our proposal of 
June 13, 1975.  

This amendment incorporate : (1) water temperature limits during any 
testing which adds heat to e suppression pool, (2) suppression pool water temperature limits requ ing manual scram of the reactor, (3) suppression pool water tempera e limits requring reactor pressure 
vessel depressurization, (4) illance requirements to monitor water temperatures during operations Ahi add heat to the suppression pool and (5) external visual examinations of he suppression chambers following 
operations in which the pool temperat es exceed 1600 F.  

Copies of the proposed amendment, the re ted Safety Evaluation, and the 
Federal Register Notice are enclosed.  

Sincerely, 

George Lear, Chief 
Operating Reactors B nch #3 
Division of Reactor Licensing 

Enclosures: 
1. Federal Register Notice 
2. Proposed Amendment 
3. Safety Evaluation 
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cc: w/enclosures 

Arvin E. Upton, Esquire 
LeBoeuf, Lamb Leiby & MacRae 
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Washington, D; C 20036 

Anthony Z. Roisman, Esquire 
Berlin, Roisman & Kessler 
1712 N Street, N. W.  
Washington, D. C. 20036 

Dr. William Seymour, Staff Coordinator 
New York State Atomic Energy Council 
New YOrk State Department of Commerce 
112 State Street 
Albany, New York 12207 

Mr. Robert P.Jones, Supervisor 
Town of Scriba 
R. D. #4 
Oswego, New York 13126 

Mr. Paul Arbesman 
Environmental Protection Agency 
Region II Office 
26 Federal Plaza 
New York, New York 10007 

Miss Juanita Kersey, Librarian 
Oswego City Library 
120 E. Second Street 
Oswego, New York 13126
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NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMvIR'iSSION 
WASHINGTON, . C. 20555 

Docket No. 50-220 AUý 1 5 1975 

Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation 
ATTN: Mr. Gerald K. Rhode 

Vice President - Engineering 
300 Erie Boulevard West 
Syracuse, New York 13202 

Gentlemen: 

The Commission has requested the Federal Register to publish the enclosed Notice of Proposed Issuance of an Amendm:ent to Facility Operating License No. DPR-63 for the Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station Unit 1. The proposed 
amendment includes a change to the Technical Specifications and reflects your acceptance, by letter dated July 2, 1975, of our proposal of 
June 13, 1975.  

This amendment incorporates: (1) water temperature limits during any testing which adds heat to the suppression pool, (2) suppression pool water temperature limits requiring manual scram of the reactor, (3)" suppression pool water temperature limits requring reactor pressure vessel depressurization, (4) surveillance requirements to monitor water temperatures during operations which add heat to the suppression pool and (5) external visual examinations of the suppression chambers following 
operations in which the pool temperatures exceed 160 0 F.  

Copies of the proposed amendment, the related Safety Evaluation, and the 
Federal Register Notice are enclosed.  

Sincerely, 

George L hef 
Operating Reactors Branch #3 
Division of. Reactor Licensing 

Enclosures: 
1. Federal Register Notice 
2. Proposed Amendment 
3. Safety Evaluation

cc : See next page
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UNITED STATES 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555 

NIAGARA MOHAWK PO,',,ER CORPORATION 

DOCKET NO. 50-220 

NINE MILE POINT NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT 1 

PROPOSED VM!ENDM1N\ TO FACILITY OPERiATING I,ICENSE 

Amendment No.  

License No. DPR-63 

1. The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Coiii.ssion) has found that: 

A. There is reasonable assurance (i) .t-hat- the activities authorized 

by this amendment can be conducted without endangering the 

health and safety of the public, and (ii) that such activities 

will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations; 
and 

B. The issuance of this amendment will not be inidical to the 

common defense and security or to the health and safety of the 

public.  

2. Accordingly, the license is amended by a change to the Technical 

Specifications as indicated in the attachmnent to this license 

amendment and Paragraph 2.C. (2) of Facility License No. DPR-63 

is hereby amended to read as follows: 

"(2) Technical Specifications 

The Technical Specifica'tions contained in Appendices 

A and B, as revised, are hereby incorporated in the 

license. The licensee 'shall operate the facility in 

accordance with the Technical Specifications, as revised 

by issued changes thereto through Change No. "
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3. This license amendment is effective as of the date of its issuance.  

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMISSION 

George Lcar, Chief 
Operating Reactors Branch #3 
Division of Reactor Licensing 

Attachnment: 
Change No. to the 

TCchnical Specifications 

Date of Issuance:

*



ATTACIMENT TO PROPOSED AMENDM4ENT NO.  

CHALNGE NO. TO THE TECHMNCAL SPECIFICATIONS 

FACILITY OPEPATING LICENSE NO. DPR-63 

DOCKET NO. 50-220 

Replace pages 129, 130 and 134 with the'attached revised pages. Add 
page 134-a.

I ý . ý



MITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION 

SSURE SUPPRESSION SYSTE3.l PRESSURE AND 
PRESSION CI INMBER WATER TEMPE.RATURE 

TII•AVI,

lical)ility_: 

,lies to the interrelated parameters of 
.ssure suppression system pressure and 

;pression chamber water temperature 
level.  

ective:

assure that the peak suppression 
imber pressure does not exceed design 
tiecs in the event of a loss-of-coolant' 
:idcnt.

,cification: 

The downcomers in the suppression 
dhamber shall have a minimum sub
mergence of three feet and a maximum 

submcrgcncc of five feet whencver 
the reactor coolant system temperature 
is above 21SF.  

During normal power operation, the combination 

of primary containment pressure and suppression 

chamber water temperature shall be within the 

shaded area of (1) Figure 3.3.2a when downcomer 

submergence is 5 feet, (2)

1ý

. 129

STPV IT II , ,A ,CE RIiUI REMI3INT

4.3.2 PRESSURI: SUPPRESSION SY$'Im PRiESSURE AND 
• •''•"•:'A''iR TFIMPERIA!\'URE 

ANI) II:V i:i , 

Aunlicabil it v: 

Applies to the periodic testing of the 
pressure suppression system pressure and 

suppressioa chamber water temperature 
and level.  

Objective: 

To assure that the pressure suppression 
systemn pressure and suppression chamber 
water tcmpcrature and level are within 
required limits.  

S_•cificst J Dn: 

a. At least once per day the suppression 
chamber water level and temperature and 

pressure suppression system pressure shall 

be che(.cked1.  

b. A visual inspection of the suppression 
chaimber interior, including water line 
regions, shall be made at each major 
refueling outage.  

c. 'hnceer heat from relief valve operation 
is being added to the suppression pool 
the pool temperature shall be continu.;llvy.  

.molnit,1red ind also observed and logged everyj 

5 ,,.nutcs until the heat addition is 
termin:at-ed.

t

(



LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION S!1,LETANCE REQUIRr"ENT

.Figure 3.3.2b when downcomor submergence d. Whicencver operation of a relief valve is 

is > 4 fect, or (3) Figure 3.3.2c when indicated and the suppression pool 

downcomrnr submergence is > 3 foet. If te:mpcrature rcachcs 160F or above while.  

these temperatures are exceeded, pool cooling shall the reactor primary coolant system pressure 

be iritiated inumcdiately. is -ieater than 200 psig, an external 
visual examination of th-e suppression chamber 

C. If Specifications a and b above'are not met shall be made before resuming normal power 

within 24 hours, the reactor shall be shutdown operation.  

using normal shutdown procedures.  

d. During testing of relief valves which add heat to 

the torus pool, the water temperature shall not 

exceed 10F above the normal power operation limit 

specified in b above. In connection %ýith such 

testing the pool tcmperature must be reduced 

within 24 hours to below the normal Ipower operation 

limit specified in b above.  

e. The reactor shall be scra;:;icd from an' operating 

condition when the suppression pool temperature' 

reaches 110F. Operation shall not be resumed 

until the pool temperature is reduced to below I 

the normal power operation limit specified in 

b above.  

f. During reactor isolation conditions, the reactor 

pressure vessel shall be depressurized to less 

than 200 psig at normal cooldown rates if the 

pool temierature reaches 120F.  

9

130



FOR 3.3.2 AND 4.3.2 PRESSURE SUPPRESSION SYSTEM PRESSURE AND SUPPRESSION CHAMBERWAI•,•_T•MM.URyNDL _ 

'he values specified for suppression chamber water temperature, maximum downcomer submergence, and system 
ressures arc based on the effect these parameters have on the short-term post-accident system pressure 
"ollowing a loss-of-coolant accident. The combinations shown on Figures 3.3.2 a, b and c and the water level 
equircd are based on maintaining the post-accident pressure below the design value of 35 psig and the 
iaximum suppression chamber water temperature below 140F in the containment design basis loss-of-coolant 
ccident (Appendix E-II.2.2.3).* 

"he calculational basis for the pressure suppression system initial conditions, Figures 3.3.2 a, b and c are 
)resented in the Fifth Supplemcnt.* 

'he three foot minimum and the five foot maximum submergence are a result of the Moss Landing Tests reported 
n'Volume I of the PHSR under "Pressure Suppression Design Basis".  

'he 21SF limit for the reactor is specified, since below this temperature the containment can tolerate a 
)lowdown without exceeding the 35 psig design pressure of the suppression chamber without condensation.  

,ctually, for reactor temperatures up to 312F the containment can tolerate a blowdown without exceeding the 
;5 psig design pressure of the suppression chamber, without condensation.  

7xperimental data indicates that excessive steam condensing loads can be avoided if the peak temperature of 
,he suppression pool is maintained below 160OF during any period of relief valve operation with sonic conditions 
it the discharge exit. Specifications have been placed on the envelope of reactor operating conditions so that 
:he reactor can be depressurized in a timely manner to avoid the regime of potentially high suppression chamber 
.oadings.  

.n addition to the limits on temperature of the suppression chamber p)ool w.ater, operating procedures define 
:he action to be taken in the event a relief valve inadvertently opens or sticks open. This 
iction would include: (1) use of all available means to close the valve, (2) initiate suppression pool water 
:ooling heat exchangers, (3) initiate reactor shutdown, and (4) if other relief valves are used to 
lepressurize the reactor, their discharge shall be scparated from that of the stuck-open relief valve to 
issure mixing and uniformity of energy insertion to the pool.  

3ecause of the large volume and thermal capacity of the suppression pool, the volume and temperature normally 
:hnnges very slowly and monitoring these parameters daily is suffic-icnt to establish any temperature trends.  
3y requiring the suppression pool temiPerature- to be cont .nun, .) 4monlntorea and k7,rcquk1;,1t.1V logged during period$ of 
;ignificant heat addition, the teamperature trends will be closely followed so that appropriate action can be 
"Taken. e requirement for an external- visual exalmination following any event where potentially high loadings 

'FSAR 134



S FOR 3.3.2 AND 4.3.2 PRESSURE SUPPRESSION SYSTEM PRESSURE AND SUPPRESSION CH{v\BER WATER TEMPERATURE AND LEVEL 

could occur girovides assurance that no significant damage was encountered. Particular attention should be 

focused on structural discontinuities in the vicinity of thc relicf valve discharge since thcsc are expected 

to be the points of highest stress.  

Continuous monitoring of suppression chamber water level and temperature and pressure suppression system 

pressure is provided in the control room. Alar-ms for these parameters are also provided in the control 

room.  

To dbtermine the status of the pressure suppression system, inspections of the suppression chamber interior 

surfaces at each major refueling outage with water at its normal elevation will be made. This will assure 

that gross defects are not developing.  

(
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UNITED STATES 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON, 0. C. 20555 

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION 

SUPPORTING AM.ENDMENTF TO LICENSE NO. DPR-63 

AND CHAý.NGE TO TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS 

SUPPRESSION POOL WATER TEMPERATURE LIMITS 

NIAGARA MOHAkWK POW'E]R CORPORATION 

NINE MILE POINT UNIT 1 

DOCKET NO' 50-220 

Introduction 

By letter dated February'15, 1975 to Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation, 

the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) requested that the licensee 

among other things, develop operating procedures and proposed changes 

to the Technical Specifications to pneclude reaching elevated temperatures 

of the torus pool water and to provide for inspection of the torus as 

appropriate to identify any damage in the event of an extended relief 

valve operation. By letter dated March 27, 1975 Niagara Mohawk submitted 

a response which stated that the present Technical Specifications provide 

adequate limits for the suppression chamber water temperature, thus 

the licensee proposed no change to the Technical Specifications. This 

response was found to be unacceptable; and, as a result, the NRC staff 
prepared appropriate technical specification changes to revise the 

suppression pool water temperature limits for Nine Mile Point Unit 1.  

By letter dated June 13, 1975, the NRC staff advised the licensee of its 

intent to intiate steps to issue these technical specification changes 

unless the licensee objected in writing. By letter dated July 2, 1975, 

the licensee replied that they had no objection to the incorporation 

of the proposed technical specification changes into the existing 
Technical Specifications for Nine Mile Point Unit 1.  

Discussion 

Nine Mile Point Unit 1 is a boiling water reactor (BWR) which is housed 

in a Mark I primary containment. The Mark I primary containment is a 

pressure suppression type of primary containment that consists of a drywell 

and a suppression chamber (also referred to as the torus). The suppression 

chamber, or torus, contains a pool of water and is designed to suppress 

the pressure during a postulated loss-of-coolant accident (LOCA) by 

condensing the stwmn released from the reactor primary system. The 

reactor system energy released by relief valve operation during operating 

transients also is released into the pool of water in the torus.

.1
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Experiences at various B.R plants with Mark I Containments have shown 

that damage to the torus structure can occur from two phenomena associated 

with relief valve operations. Damage can result from the forces exerted 

on the structure when, on first opening the relief valves, steam and the 

air within the vent are discharged into the torus water. This phcnomenon 

is referred to as steam vent clearing. The second source of potential 

structural damage stems from the vibrations which accompany extended relief 

valve discharge into the torus water if the pool water is at elevated 

temperatures. This effect is known as the steam quenching vibration 
phenomenon.  

A. Steam Vent Clearing Phenomenon 

With regard to the steam vent clearing phenomenon, we are actively 

reviewing this generic problem and in our let ter dated February 15, 
1975 we also requested the licensee to provide information to 

demonstrate that the torus structure of the nr~iry containment will 

maintain its integrity throughout'the anticipated life of the facility.  

In its response dated March 27, 1975 the licensee stated that it was 

investigating this matter and the results of the investigation would 
be submitted to us on a schedule consistent with the timing which 

we proposed for licensee response. Because of the apparent slow pro

gression of the material fatigue associated with the steam vent 

clearing phenomenon, we have concluded that there is no inmmediate 

potential hazard resulting from this type of phenomenon; neverthe-

less, surveillance and review action on this matter by the NRC staff 

will continue in due course during this year.  

B. Steam Quenching Vibration Phenomenon 

The steam quenching vibration phenomenon became a concern as a result 

of occurrences at two European reactors. With torus pool water 

temperatures increased in excess of 170F due to prolonged steam 
quenching from relief valve operatibn, hydrodynamic fluid vibrations 

occurred with subsequent moderate to high relief valve flow rates.  

These fluid vibrations produced large dynamic loads on the torus 

structure and extensive damage to torus internal structures. If 

allowed to continue, the dynamic loads could have resulted in 

structural damage to the torus itself, due to material fatigue.  

Thus, the reported occurrences of the steam quenching vibration 

phenomenon at the two European reactors indicate that actual or 

incipient failure of the torus can occur from such an event. Such 

failure would be expected to involve cracking of the torus wall 

and loss of containment integrity. Moreover, if a LOCA occurred 

simultaneously with or after such an event, the consequences could 

be excessive radiological doses to the public. In comparison with
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the steam vent clearing phenomenon, the potential .risk associated 
with the steam quenching'vibration pheonomenon (1) reflects the 
fact that a generally smaller safety mar~ginh/ exists betw-een the 
present license requirements on suppression pool temperature limits 
and the point at which damage could begin and (2) is more imnmediate.  

Evaluation 

The existing Technical Specifications for the torus pool water establish 

temperature linikts that are functions of do;n-com:er submergence (i.e., 
pool. depth) and containment systemn pres'sure. Th-ese li:.its are presented 
in Figures 3.3.2a, b, and c of the Technica•l Specificat ions for a selectede 
number of dowJcomer submcro-nces based upon the capabilito pool 

water to 1ai.nt a aI" post-0c 1i p'' ,.. b" lm ' t:e cr,, a•.,. nt S. . i 

prs'sure and the m,,.ximum su11;1 . ien ,...er w c.-.r t-re be low; 
1401 . during the ].oss-of-coolant accident. The upper limit on water 
temperature permitted by this family. of curves is 94F for a 5 ft subm1ergence.  
Wlile this family of curves provides normal operating fe xi bility, a 
short-term tem-perature limit of 130F permittecd by operating procedures 
exceeds the normal power oporating teperatur ii.t, but acco",odatcs 
the heat release resulting fro] abnormal operation, scich as relief valve 
malfunction, while still inaintaining the required heat-sini. (absorption) 
capacity of the ])ool w'ater needed for the postulated LOCA conditions.  
However, in view of the potential risk aIssociated with the stoawl qi tnching 
vibration pheno-m.enon, it is necessary to modify the te:perature liimits 
now in the license Technical Specifications. This action was, as discussed 
in our February 15, 1975 letter, first suggested by the General Electric 
Company (GE) who had earlier informed us of the steam1 quenching vibration 
occurrences at a ,eeting on N.',ovember 1, 1974 and provided related 
inform.;ation by letters to us dated November 7, and December 20, 1974.  
The December 20 letter stated that GE had informed all of its customers 

with operating 11,R facilities and Mark I containments of the phenomenon 
and included in those co-mmuni cations GE's recor.m.mended interim operating 
temperature limits and proposed operating procedures to minimize the 
probability, of encountering the damaging regime of the steam quenching 
vibration phenomenon.  

Our implementation of the GE recommiended procedures and temperature 
limits via changes in the Technical Specifications are evaluated in 
the following paragraphs: 

1/ The difference, in pool water te.aperature, between the license 
limit(s) and the temperature at which structural damage might 
occur is the safety margin available to protect against the 
effects of the phenomenon discussed.
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a. The new short-term limit applicable to all conditions requires 

that the reactor be scrarmned if the torus pool water temperature 

reaches 11OF. This new limit and associated requirement to scram_ the 

reactor provides additional margin below the 170F temperature 
related to potential damage to the torus. Since the current operating 

procedures permit the torus pool water temperature to reach 130F 

in the event of a relief valve malfunction before requiring the reactor 

to be scrarmmed, reducing this limit to 11OP provides an additional 

margin of.20F for absorption of reactor core decay heat.  

b. For specific requirements associated with surveillance testing, 

i.e., testing of relief valves, the:water temperature shall not 

exceed 10 above the nor-,al power opvration limit. This new limit 

during surveil lance testin½, of relo.f valves provides additional 
operatifl C I'xii].ty 'I ite still bia Itain, a ,i:) -1 hoat -sin:1 

capacity. The current limits in the Technical Snecifications make 

no provision for these requirements.  

c. For reactor isolation conditions, the new temperature limit is 

120F, above which temperIature the reactor vessel is to be depressurized.  

This new limit of 120F assures pool capacity for absorption of heat 

released to the torus while avoiding undesirable reactor vessel 

cooldowni transients. Upon reaching 12NF, the reactor is placed 

in the cold, shutdown condition at the fastest rate consistent with 

the technical specifications on reactor pressure vessel cooldown 
rates.  

d. In addition to the new limits on temperature of the torus pool 

water, the discussion in the Basis includes a summary of required 

operator actions to be taken in the event of a relief valve malfunction.  

These operating actions are taken in order to avoid the development 

of temperatures approaching the 170F threshh-old for potential damage 

by the steam quenching phenomenon.  

Conclusion 

We have concluded, based on the consideration discussed above that: 

(1) there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public 

will not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner, and (2) such 

activities will be conducted in compliance with the Comnission's 

regulations and the issuance of this amendment will not be iniimical to 

the common defense and security or to the health and safety of the public.

Dated: AUG 1. 5 197S



UNITED STATES NUC LEAR REGULATORY COM.I ISSION 

DOCKET NO. 50-220 

NIAGARA >,!OIVOTK PO;,ER CORPORATITON 

NOTICE OF PROPOSD ISSUANCE OF A%.!XI)NT 

TO FACTLITY OPLE:TI"G ,ICLSE 

Thc Nuc) ear Yl- atory Cd::n.ss.on (the C::,iss,5n) is conisidcri ,Hf 

issuance of an amcmdment to Facility Operatirng Liccnse No. DPP,-63 issued 

to Niagara ,oh";l:. Power Corporation (the 1icens o), for operat-on of 

e 1:irt- ( , ,"It cl -,I ,i.; i. ioTn, U..K 2 , 10 -r.l J n 

Necw Yor .  

The amendment would revi.se the provi sions in the Techn ical2 

SpceifjcLietions rclati igF to tce::'peraturc 2irmitfs for the pressure supprcsspcSIn 

poo) water.  

Prior to issua1nc(.e of thc proposed liccne n •,e cmt, the S'o::n ; o-,il;n 

will. 1 ave made the findings required by the :\to:Bic Energy Act of 19"5.1, 

as amended (the Act) and the Cc:::"ission's 3:-lcs ani regu2ations 

By September 24, 1975 the licensee m-,ay file a request for a 

hearing and any person whose interest may be affected by this proceeding 

may file a request for a hearing in the form of a petition for leave 

to intervene witch respect to the issuance of the amendment to tthe subject 

facility operating license. Petitions for leave to intervene V-ust be 

filed under oath or affirm'ation in accordance with the provisions of 

Section 2,714 of 10 CFR Part 2 of the Commission's regulations. A 

petition for leave to intervene must set forth the interest oT the
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petitioner in. the proceedingy, how-, that -Lntetcst -:)Iy be affected by the 

results of the proceeding, a-nd the petitioner's contef-~ti.ons with respect 

to the proposed licensing, action. Such petitions must be filed in 

accordan~ce w-ith the provisions of this FEDER1"AL. REJ'3fSTER, notice and 

Section 2.714, and st be filed with the Secretary of' th Com'.i~ssi oa, 

U. S. Nod elar Regul atory Ccmziission , Wa shi~ngto~n, D. C. 2 05F, Att t 

Dockct~ing and Service Section, by the -.bove dantce A cop) of thce petLitison, 

anrI/or -request for a 1.~in should to YOU to IOe Hannciv 402a P1 vcnrl 

Ui. S. 1oc] ear Regulatory Commilssion, Vashigni~n, D. C. 2005S, and to 

Arvin E. Upton, ]3.scj, Leloucolam, Leib), & MacRae', 1757 N0 Sreut-nit , 

Wa shi ngton , W. C. 20036, the a'tterney for' the 1 con scc 

A pet it ion for leave to intervene must be accmo: pnied by, a so 1. 5n 

affidavit which identifies the specific aspect 03o aspects of- the rc2 

as to0 i-hi~ch intervention is desi red and specifLies with pwitcul~arity th'! 

fact~s on which the pet itS oner relieos as to both hi s inerest: Wn his 

cont~ent ions with rega rd to each aspect oni which interventi on i~s reqc-ns ted.  

Petitions stating content ions relating only to m'at ters out side the 

Commission'-s jurisd~iction will be denied.  

All petitions will be acted upon by- the Cozi .ission or licensing 

board, designated by the Co-Tmai ssion or by the Chairm.,an of the Atmiic 

Safety and Licensing Board Panel. Timely petiti ens iwill be conside-red 

to determine whether a hearing sW-void be noticed or anotheor appropr2 ate 

order issued regarding, the dispo,ýtion of thc pet-itions.



In the evtent that a hearing- is held and a person is permnitted to 
intervene, hc becomes a. party to the procceeding and ha~s a right to 
participate fully in the conduct of tlhe :eriý For examplc, he 
may presont eviden~ce and exlamine -and cro-ssexa-mine wditnesses.  

For furthler (IW'C'ils wt respect to thsaction, sec th~c I]ctter 

foiron K. Collor to G. Rhiocl dated Juneo3 1-075 and the-i letter fromI 
G. Rhode to K. Coller dated July- 2, 19*17', wlhich- are availab oh o pbI 

Vl Wash i ncn on, iJ. C. and at the Os--, 0?o Ci {.-y IbAry 120 E:. Seccondl St,-,-
Oswegýo, ,.ew York J.12 26. Th ie p)ropo Pj o', -f" c ase 2ld'Jmen{ and th'C Safety 
E'Va] uc iion, rna' b)e inspc''Ce d al. the a hove I ocal'j .on-S an-dl a cow Ly 1;w,-h 
oibta1 ic.1 IUpOl reque1"st. addressed to thre U1. S. NolerRem] ator03v 

5 Sion,1'~5 1 ~t nD. C. M20-5'5 .\t~te3;tijon: Dirocetoj-, )vsu 
of React or Lcn c 

Dat~ed at Be saMary] and" this (! dyof 

FOR 11 Ili NUCJI.'!.'A 1RI-~JCULA'F CGV21 I S S] ON 

George Lear, Chi~ef 
Operating R~eactor:s Branch # 
Division of Reactor Licensing


