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Docket No. 50-410
Mr. C. V. Mangan, Senior Vice President
Niagara Mohawk Corporation

300 Erie Boulevard West
Syracuse, New York 13202

Dear Mr. Mangan:

Subject: Notice of Environmental Assessment

DISTRIBUTION:

~ Decket-No. 50-410

NRC PDR

l.ocal PDR
BWD-3 r/f
EAdensam
MHaughey
EHyTton
RBernero
Attorney, 0GC
Bartlow
EJordan
BGrimes
ACRS (10)

Enclosed for your information are copies of two Notices of Environmental

Assessment and Finding of No Significant Impact, which are being forwarded to

the Office of Federal Register for publication.

These notices relate to your

requests for exemptions from certain requirements of 10 CFR Part 50 for the

Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station, Unit 2.

Sincerely,

Elinor G. Adensam

BWR Project Directorate No. 3
Division of BWR Licensing

Enclosures:
As stated

cc: See next page
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Mr. C. V. Manoan
Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation

cc:

Mr. Troy B. Conner, Jr., Esg.
Conner & Wetterhahn

Suite 1050

1747 Pennsvlvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Richard Goldsmith
Syracuse University
College of Law

E. I. White Hall Campus
Syracuse, New York 12223

Ezra I. Bialik

Assistant Attorney General
Environmental Protection Bureau
New York State Department of Law
2 World Trade Center

New York, New York 10047

Resident Inspector

Nine Mile Point Nuclear Power Station
P. 0. Box 99

Lycomina, New York 13093

Mr. John W. Keib, Esq.

Njagara Mohawk Power Corporation
300 Erje Boulevard West
Syracuse, New York 13202

Mr. James Linville

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Region I

631 Park Avenue

King of Prussia, Pennsylvania 19406

Norman Rademacher, Licensing
Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation
300 Erie Boulevard West
Syracuse, New York 13202

Don Hill

Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation
Suite 550

4520 East West Highway

Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station
Unit 2

Regional Administrator, Region I
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
631 Park Avenue

King of Prussia, Pennsylvania 19406

Mr. Paul D. Eddy

New York State Public Serice
Commission

Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station -
Unit II

P.0. Box 63

Lycoming, New York 13093
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UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION

NINE MILE POINT NUCLEAR STATICN, UNIT ?

NOCKET NN, 50-410

NOTICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL ASSFSSMENT

AND FINDING OF NN STGNIFICANT IMPACT

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission {the Commission) is considerira
jssuance of exemptions from certain requirements of 10 CFR 50 to the Niagara
Mohawk Power Corporation (the applicant) for the Nine Mile Point Nuclear
Station, Unit 2 (NMP-2). lncated at the applicant's site in Scriba, New York.
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

A, Containment Adir lock Testing

ldentification nf Proposed Action: The exemption would eliminate the full -

pressure test required by Parag~aph 111.D.2(b) (i) of Appendix J to 10 CFR Part’
50 each time the air lock is opened during periods when containment integrity is
not required. Instead a seal leakage test would be conducted at a pressure and
jntervals specified in the Technical Specifications. The exemption is discussed
in the applicant's request dated March 3, and June 24, 1986.

The Need for the Action: The exemption is required to provide the applicant

with qgreater plant availability over the 1ifetime of the plant. .

Environmental Imnact of the Action: The exemption would allow the substitu-

tion of an air lock seal test.}or ah air lock pressure test while the reactor is
in a ‘shutdown or refueling mode. With respect to this exemption from Appendix J,
the increment of environmental impact is related solely to the potential increased
probability and the magnitude of containment leakage during an accident which

would lead to potentially greater offsite radiological consequences. However,
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the potential increase from thi% exemption is small and would result from the .
potential Teakage path throuch %he door mechanism which wi]]lnot be measured by
this modified test. The 6-montb test requirement of paragraph I11.D.2(b)(i) of
Appendix J, the 3-day test requ%rement of paragraph II1.D.2(b}(iii) of Appendix
J and the test requirements whe; maintenance is ﬁerformed on the air lock, will
measure the leakage through the:door mechanism and provide assurance that the
air lock will not leak excessively.

Likewise the relief does nbt affect non-radiological plant effluents and
has no other environmental impﬁct. Therefore, the Commission concludes that
there are nd significant radiological or non-radiological impacts associated with

the exemption.

Alternative to the Proposéd Action: Because the staff has concluded that

there is no measurahle environhenta1 impact associated with the exemption, any
alternative to the exemption will have either no environmental impact or greater
environmental impact.

The principal alternative:wou1d be to deny the requested exemption. This
would not reduce the environmeﬁtal impacts of plant operations and would result
in reduced operational flexibility and unwarranted delays in power ascension.

B. Leak Rate Testing of Main Steam Isolation Valves (MSiV‘s)

Identification of Proposed Actien: The exemption would exclude the measured

leakage from the MSIV's from thé summqiion of the local leak rate test results.
The proposed exemption is in éécordancé with the applicant's request dated
March 3, 1986.

The Need for the Proposedection: Paragraph I11.C.3 of Appendix J of 10

CFR Part 50 states, "The combihed leakaae rate for all penetrations and valves

subiject to Type B and C tests shall be less than 0.6 La."
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The Nine Mile Point, Unit 2 (NMP-2) Technical Specifications are being
written to exclude the measured leakage from MSIVs from the Eombined leakage
rate 1imit of 0.60 La. The NMP-2 Technical Srecifications are being written
based on the NRC staff's evaluation in Supplement 2 to the NMP-2 SER.

Environmental Impact of the Action: The exemption would exclude the

measured leakaae through the MSIVs from the combined local leak rate test
results (1imit 0.60 La). In the radiological analysis for the desian basis
Yoss-of-coolant accident (LOCA), doses were calculated on the basis of MSIV
leakage being considered as a separate leakage path bypassing secondary contain-
ment. This leakace was conservatively assumed to be released directly to the
environment without dilution in the reactor building or filtration by the
standby gas treatment system. The MSIVs will be periodically tested to verify
that the leakage assumed in the radiological analysis is not exceeded.

The proposed NMP-2 Technical Specification requirements will provide
reasonable assurance against undue MSIV leakage and that no material increase
in the probability or extent of MSIV leakage is to be expected. Therefore,
there is no significant increase in the probability of hioher post-accident
offsite or onsite doses related to the proposed exemption»and no significant
increase in environmental impact bevond that experienced W§th no exemption.

In addition, the radiological amalysis for the design basis-LOCA has
already considered leakage from the MSﬁVs up to the limit specified in the
Technical Specification. Thus, the raﬂiologicalAreleasés will not be greater
than previously determined, nor does the proposed relief otherwise affect
radiological plant effluents, nor result in any significant occupational expo-

sure. Likewise, the relief does not affect non-radiological plant effluents



and has no other environmental impact. Therefore, the Commission concludes that
there are no significant radiological or non-radioloaical environmental impacts
associated with the exemption.

Alternative to the Proposed Action: Because the staff has concluded that

there is no measurable environmental impact associated with the exemption, any
alternative to the exemption will have either no environmental impact or greater
environmental impact.

The principal alternative would be to deny the requested exemption. This
would not reduce the environmental impact of plant operations and would provide
no areater assurance that offsite or onsite doses, in the event of an accident
that resulted in fission product release, would be any less.

Alternative Use of Resources: These actions in the granting of exemptions

A and B above do not involve the use of resources not previously considered in
connection with the "Final Environmental Statement Related to the Operation of
the Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station, Unit No. 2" dated May 1985,

Agencies and Persons Consulted: The NRC staff reviewed the licensee's

reouests that support the reauested exemptions A and B abqye. The NRC staff
did not consult other agencies or persons.

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

On the hasis of the foregoing environmental Sssessments, we”conclude that
the proposed actions will not have a'sjgnifidant effect on the quality of the
human environment. Accordingly, the Cbmmission has determined not to prepare
an environmental impact statement for the proposed exemptions.

For further details with respect to the action, see the applicant's requests

" for the exemption dated March 3, 1986, and June 24, 1986, which are available for



public inspection at the Commission's Public Document Room, 1717 H Street, N.W.,

Washington, D.C. 20555 and at the local public document room, Penfield Library,

State University College, Oswego, New York 13126. '
Dated at Bethesda, Marvland this19th day of August, 1986.
FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

&C /w/}v ,ﬂ V/L%é@ww

Elinor 6. Adensam, Director
BWR Project Directorate No. 3
Division of RWR Licensing
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UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

NIAGARA MOKAWK POWER CORPORATION

NINE MILE POINT NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT 2

DOCKET N0, 50-410

NOTICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

AND FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) is considering
jssuance of an exemption from certain requirements of 10 CFR 50 to Niagara
Mohawk Power Corporation (the applicant) for the Nine Mile PointiNuc1ear Station,
Unit 2 (NMP-2), located at the applicant's site in Scriba, New York.
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ‘

Identification of Proposed Action: The exemption would allow the exclusion

of the Traversing Incore Probe (TIP) shear valves from Type C testing required
by Paraqraph 171.D.3 of 10 CFR 50, Appendix J.

The applicant’s request for this exemption and the basis therefor, are con-
tained in their letter dated April 29, 1986.

The Need for the Action: 10 CFR 50, Appendix J, Paragraph 111.D.3 requires

| valves which are classified as Type C valves to be leak tested by local pres-
surization during each reactor shutdown for refueling but in nofcase at intervals
greater than two years. |
Actuation of a TIP shear valve to perform Type C testing would result in
the destruction of the shear valve. The TIP shear valve would then need to be
replaced by another untested valve.

Environmental Impact of the Action: In lieu of Type C testing, the following

actions will be implemented as an alternative in order to ensure that the shear
valves will perform their intended function. First, the continuity of the explo-

sive charge will be verified at least once each 31 days. Second, the explosive
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squib from at least one explosive valve will be removed at least once each 18
months (such that each explosive saquib in each explosive valve is removed at
Teast once per 36 months) and tested by initiatina the explosive squib. Third,
the replacement charge for the exploded squib will be from the same manufactured
batch as the one fired or from another batch which has been certified as having
at least one of that batch successfully fired. Finally, all charges will be
replaced according to the manufacturer's recommendation. These four commitments
are includerd in the proposed Nine Mile Point Unit 2 Technical Specification
Section 4.6.3.5.

As discussed above, Type C testina of the TIP shear valves would result in
destruction of the valves requiring them to be replaced by untested valves. The
alternate test program would provide greater assurance of meeting the leakage
requirements for these valves than operating with an unqualified valve. There-
fore, there is no significant inrcrease in the pnrobability of hicher post-accident
offsite or onsite doses related to the proposed exemption and no siaqnificant
increase in environmental impact bevond that experienced with no exemption. The
oroposed relief does not otherwise affect radiological nlant effluents, nor
result in any significant occupational exposure.

Likewise, the relief does not affect non-radiological plant effluents and
has no other environmental impact. Therefore, the Commission concludes that
there are no significant radiolocical or non-radiolbgica1 environmental impacts
associated with the exemption.

Alternative to the Proposed Action: Because the staff has concluded that

there is no measurable environmental impact associated with the exemption, any
alternative to the exemption will have either no environmental impact or greater

environmental impact.



The principal alternative would be to deny the requested exemption. This
would not reduce the environmertal impact of plant operation§ and would provide
no greater assurance that offsite or onsite doses, in the event of an accident
that resulted in fission produce release, would be any less.

Alternative Use of Resources: This action in the grantine of the ahove

exemption does not involve the use of resnurces not previously considered in
connection with the "Final Environmental Statement Related to the Operation of
the Nine Mile Point Muclear Station, Unit No. 2" dated May 1985,

Agencies and Persons Consulted: The NRC staff reviewed the applicant's

request that support the reauested exemption. The NRC staff did not consult
other agencies or persons.

FINDING OF NN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

On the basis of the foregoing environmental assessment, we conclude that
the proposed action will not have a significant effect on the quality of the
human environment. Accordingly, the Commission has determined not to prepare
an environmental impact statement for the requested exemption.

For further details with respect to the action, see the applicant's reauest
for the exemption dated April 29, 1986, which is available for public inspection
at the Commission's Public Document Room, 1717 H Street, N. W., Washington, D.C.
20555 and at the local public document room, Penfield Library, State University
College, Oswego, New York 13126.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland this Igthday of August, 1986.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
Cfﬁmﬁj%&&w‘mw
Elinor G. Adensam, Director

BWR Proiect Nirectorate No. 3
Division of BWR Licensing



