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Dear Mr., Leasburg? ACRS-10

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment Nos, 4 0 and 24 to Facility
Operating License Nes., NPF~4 and NPF-7 for the North Anna Power Station,
Unit Hos, 1 and 2 (NA-1&2). The amendments consistsof changes to Technical
Specifications {TS) as requested in your application dated April 16, 1982
(Serial No. 228) and in our discussions with you regarding this matter.

The amendments provide one-time relief from the 18-month surveillance
frequency specified in the NA-182 TS for the testing of large snubbers
rated at greater than 50 kips., This one-time relief is granted for only
the present NA-2 Cycle 1 refueling outage and the forthcoming NA-1 Cycle 3
refueling outage.

Copies of the related Safety Evaluation and the Notice of Issuance are also

enclosed.
Sincerely,
Qriginal signed by CF{)
teon B, Engle, Project Manager
Operating Reactors Branch #3
Division of Licensing
Enclosures:

1., Amendment ﬂo.4:6 to NPF-4
2, Amendmént No. 24to NPF-7
3. Safety Evaluation

4, Hotice of Issuance
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NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION B(IJEIE{BEHQN:
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555 ORB#3 Rdg
PMKreutzer

. Docket No. 50-3383/50-339

Docketing and Service Section
Office of the Secretary of the Commission

SUBJECT: VIRGIMIA ELECTRIC AND POWER CUMPANY, North Anna Power Stationm,
Units No. 1 and 2

Two signed originals of the Federal Register Notice identified below are enclosed for your transmittal
to the Office of the Federal Register for publication. Additional conformed copies ( 12 of the Notice
are enclosed for your use.

O Notice of Receipt of Application for Construction Permit(s) and Operating License(s).

O Notice of Receipt of Partial Application for Construction Permit(s) and Facility License(s): Time for
Submission of Views on Antitrust Matters.

O Notice of Availability of Applicant's Environmental Report.

O Notice of Proposed Issuance of Amendment to Facility Operating License.

[0 Notice of Receipt of Application for Facility License(s); Notice of Availability of Applicant’s
Environmental Report; and Notice of Consideration of Issuance of Facility License(s) and Notice
of Opportunity for Hearing.

O Notice of Availability of NRC Draft/Final Environmental Statement.

[J Notice of Limited Work Authorization.

J Notice of Availability of Safety Evaluation Report.

O Notice of Issuance of Construction Permit(s).

O Notice of Issuance of Facility Operating License(s) or Amendment(s).

¥ Other:_ Amendment. Nos. 40 and 24
keferenced documents have bken provided PDR.

Division of Licensing
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
Enclosure:

As Stated

orrice—s | ORB#3.: DL )
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Virginia Electric and Power Company

cc:

Richard M. Foster, Esquire

Musick, Williamson, Schwartz,
Leavenworth & Cope, P.C.

P. 0. Box 4579

Boulder, Colorado 80306

Michael W. Maupin, Esquire
Hunton, Williams, Gay and Gibson
P. 0. Box 1535

Richmond, Virginia 23212

Alderman Library

Manuscripts Department
University of Virginia
Charlottesville, Virginia 22901

Mr. Edward Kube

Board of Supervisors
Louisa County Courthouse
P. 0. Box 27

Louisa, Yirginia 23093

Ellyn R. Weiss, Esquire

Sheldon, Harman, Roisman and Weiss
1725 T Street, N.W. Suite 506
Washington, D. C. 20006

Mr. W. R. Cartwright, Station Manager
P. 0. Box 402
Mineral, Virginia 23117

Mr. Anthony Gambardella

‘Office of the Attorney General

11 South 12th Street -~ Room 308
Richmond, Virginia 23219

Resident Inspector/North Anna

“c/o U.S.N.R.C.
Route 2, Box. 78A ___

Mineral, VYirginia 23117

Mr. J. H. Ferguson

-Executive Vice President - Power

Virginia Electric and Power Company
Post Office Box 26666
Richmond, Virginia 23261

Mr. James Torson
501 Leroy
Socorro, New Mexico 87891

Mrs. Margaret Dietrich
Route 2, Box 568
Gordonsv111e, Virginia 22042

Mr. James C. Dunstance

State Corporation Commission
Commonwealth of Virginia
Blandon Building

Richmond, Virginia 23209

Mrs. June Allen

North Anna Environmental Coalition
8720 Lockmoor Circle

Wichita, Kansas 67207

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region III Office

ATTN: Regional Radiation Representative
Curtis Building

6th and Walnut Streets :
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19106

Mr. Paul W. Purdom

Environmental Studies Institute
Drexel University

32nd and Chestnut Streets
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19104

Atomic Safety and Licensing

Appeal Board Panel
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555

Regional Administrator
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Region Il

Office of Executive Director for Operations

1071 Marietta Street, Suite 3100
Atlanta, Georgia 30303
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
' WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER COMPANY

OOCKET NO. 50-338

NORTH ANNA POWER STATION, UNIT NO. 1

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No. 40
License No. NPF-4

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

8205140012
P

The application for amendment by Virginia Electric and Power
Company (the licensee) dated April 16, 1982 complies with the
standards and requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as
amended (the Act) and the Commission’s rules and regulations

- set forth in 10 CFR Chapter I;

The facility will operate in conformity with the application,
the provisions of the Act, and the rules and regulations of the
Commission;

There is reasonable assurance (i) that 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;

The issuance of this dmendment will not be inimical to the common
defense and security or to the health and safety of the public;
and

The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part
51 of the Commission's regulations and all applicable requirements
have been satisfied.

820506
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2. Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license
amendment, and paragraph 2.D.(2) of Facility Operating License
No. NPF-4 is hereby amended to read as follows:

(2) Technical Specifications

The Techn1cal Specifications contained in Appendices A

and B, as revised through Amendment No. 40 are hereby
incorporated in the license. The licensee shall operate

the facility in accordance with the Technical Specifications.

3. This license amendment is effective as of the date of its issuance.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Robert A. Clark, Chief
Operating Reactors Branch #3
Division of Licensing

Attachment:
Changes to the Techical
Specifications

Date of Issuance: May 6, 1982



PLANT SYSTEMS

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (Continued)

The representative sample selected for functional testing shall
include the various configurations, operating environments and the
range of size and capacity of snubbers. At least 257% of the snubbers
in the representative sample shall include snubbers from the following
three categories:

1. The first snubber away from each reactor vessel nozzle

. 2. Snubbers within S'feet of heavy equipment (valve, pump,
turbine, motor, etc.).¥

3. Snubbers within 10 feet of the discharge from a safety
relief wvalve.

Snubbers identified in Tables 3.7-4a and 3.7-4b as "Especially

Difficult to Remove" or in “"High Radiation Zones During Shutdown”

shall also be included in the representative sample.* Tables 3.7-4a

and 3.7-4b may be used jointly or separately as the basis for the

sampling planm. -

In addition to the regular sample, snubbers which failed the previous
unctional test shall be retested during the next test period. If a
spare snubber has been installed in place of a failed snubber, then
both the failed snubber (if it is repaired and installed in another
position) and the spare snubber shall be retested. Test results of
these snubbers may not be included for the re-sampling.

If any snubber selected for functional testing either fails to
lockup or fails to move, i.e., frozen in place, the cause will be
evaluated and if caused by manufacturer or design deficiency all
snubbers of the same design subject to the same defect shall be
functionally tested. This testing requirement shall be independent
of the requirements stated above for snubbers not meeting the
functional test acceptance criteria.

- #The requirement to functionally test large snubbers greater than 50,000 kips
around the steam generators and reactor coolant pumps, is exempt from
functional testing for the representative sample of snubbers selected for
testing during the Cycle 3 refueling and maintenance outage.

*Permanent or other exemptions from functional testing for individual snubbers
<n these categories may be granted by the Commission only if a justifiable
basis for exemption is presented and/or snubber life destructive testing was
performed to qualify snubber operability for all design conditions at either
the completion of their fabrication or at a subsequent date.

NORTH ANNA - UNIT 1- , 3/4 7-292 Amendment No. 22, 40
. . L4 ]



PLANT SYSTEMS

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (Continued)

For the sanubber(s) found inoperable, an engineering evaluation shall be performed
on the components which are supported by the snubber(s). The purpose of this
enginerring evaluation shall be to determine if the components supported by the
snubber(s) were adversely affected by the inoperability of the snubber(s) in
order to ensure that the supported component remains capable of meeting the
design service. : ‘

Hydraulic Snubbers Functional Test Acceptance Criteria

The hydraulic snubber functional test shall verify that:

1.

Activation (restraining action) is achieved within the
specified range of velocity or acceleration in both tension
and compression.

Snubber bleed, or release rate, where required, is within the

specified range in compression or temsion. For snubbers specifically
required to not displace under continuous load, the ability of the snubber
to withstand load without displacement shall be verified.

e. Mechanical Snubbers Functional Test Acceptance Criteria

The mechanical snubber functional test shall verify chat:

1.

2.

The force that initiates free movement of the snubber rod in

either tension or compression is less than the specified maximum drag force.
Drag force shall not have increased more than 50% since the last funetional
test. )

Activation (restraining action) is achieved within the
specified range of velocity or acceleration in both tension and compression.

. Snubber release rate, where required, is within the specified

range in compression or tension. For snubbers specifically required not to
displace under continuous load, the ability of the snubber to withstand load

_without displacement shall be verified.

f. Snubber Service Life Monitoring

A

record of the service life of each snubber, the date at which the designated

service life commences and the installation and maintenance records on which
the designated service life is based shall be maintained as required by
Specification 6.10.2. ‘

NORTH ANNA - UNIZ 1 3/4 7-29b : Amendment No . 32, 40



PLANT SYSTEMS

SURVEILLANCE REAUIREMENTS (Continued)

At least once per 18 months, the installation and maintenance records for each
snubber listed in Tables 3.7-4a and 3.7-4b shall be reviewed to verify that the
indicated service life has not been exceeded or will not be exceeded prior to
the next scheduled snubber service life review. If the indicated service life
will be exceeded prior to the next scheduled snubber service life review, the
snubber service life shall be reevaluated or the snubber shall be replaced or
reconditioned so as to extend its service life beyond the date of the next
scheduled service life review. This reevaluation, replacement or reconditioning
shall be indicated in the records. .

»

NORTH ANNA - UNIT 1 3/4 7-29¢ Amendment No. 40
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UNITED STATES i
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
: WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER COMPANY

DOCKET NO. 50-339

NORTH ANNA POWER STATION, UNIT NO. 2

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No, 24
License No. NPF-7

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

The application for amendment by Virginia Electric and Power
Company (the licensee) dated April 16, 1982 complies with the
standards and requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as

~ amended (the Act) and the Commission's rules and regulations

set forth in 10 CFR Chapter I;

The fac111ty will operate in conformity with the application,
the provisions of the Act, and the rules and regu1at1ons of the
Commission;

There is reasonable assurance (i) that 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;

The issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common
defense and security or to the health and safety of the public;
and

The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part
51 of the Commission's regulations and all applicable requ1rements

- have been satisfied.



2. Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license
amendment, and paragraph 2.C.(2) of Facility Operating License
No. NPF-7 is hereby amended to read as follows: '

(2) Tehcnical Specification

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendiges A

and B, as revised through Amendment No. 24 are hereby
incorporated in the license. The licensee shall operate

the facility in accordance with the Technical Specifications.

3. This Ticense amendment is effectiQe as of the date of its issuance.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

LA A= ala

Robert A. Clark, Chief
Operating Reactors Branch #3
Division of Licensing

Attachment:
Changes to the Technical
Specifications

Date of Issuance: May 6, 1982



PLANT SYSTEMS ' : -

SURVEILLANCE RfQUIREMENTS (Continued)

The representative sample selected for functional testing shall
include the various configurations, operating environments and the
range of size and capacity of snubbers. At least 25% of the snubbers
in the representative sample shall include snubbers from.the following
three categories:

1. The first snubber away from each reastor vessel nozzle '

2. Snubbers within 5 feet of heavy equipment (valve,Apump;
turbine, motor, etc.).#

3. Snubbers within 10 feet of the discharge from a safety
relief valve.

Snubbers identified in Tables 3.7-4a and 3.7-4b as "Especially
Difficult to Remove" or in "High Radiation Zones During Shutdown"
shall also be included in the representative sample.* Tables 3.7-4a
and 3.7-4b may be used jointly or separately as the basis for the
sampling plan.
In addition to the regular sample, snubbers which failed the previous
functional test shall be retested during the next test period. If a
spare snubber has been installed in place of a failed snubber, then
both the failed snubber (if it is repaired and installed in another
position) and the spare snubber shall be retested. Test results of
these snubbers may not be included for the re-sampling.

If any snubber selected for functional testing either fails to
lockup or fails to move, i.e., frozen in place, the cause will be
evaluated and if caused by manufacturer or design deficiency all
snubbers of the same design subject to the same defect shall be
functionally tested. This testing requirement shall be independent
of the requirements stated above for snubbers not meeting the
functional test acceptance criteria.

- 7The tequirement to functionally test.large snubbers greatér thanm 50,000 .
kips, around the steam generators and reactor coolant pumps, is exempt
from functional testing for the representative sample of snubbers
selected for testing during the Cycle 1 refueling and maintenance outage.

*Permanent or other exemptions from functional testing for individual
snubbers in theseé categories may be granted by the Commission only if a
justifiable basis for exemption is presented and/or snubber life
destructive testing was performed to qualify snubber operability for all
design conditions at either the completion of their fabrication or at a
subsequent date.

NORTH ANNA - UNIT 2 3/4 7-26b Amendment No. 13, 24



PLANT SYSTEMS

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (Continued)

For the snubber(s) found inoperable, an engineering evaluation shall be
performed on the components which are supported by the snubber(s). The purpoze
of this engineering evaluation shall be to determine if the components
supported by the snubber(s) were adversely affected by the inoperability of

the snubber(s) in order to ensure that the supported component remains capable
of meeting the design service.

d. Hydraulic Snubbers Functional Test Acceptance Criteria

The hydraulic snubber functional test shall verify that:

1. Activation (restraining action) is achieved within the

specified range of velocity or acceleration in both tension
and compression.

2. Spubber bleed, or release rate, where required, is within the
specified range in compression or temsion. For snubbers
specifically required to not displace under continuous load,
the ability of the snubber to withstand load without
displacement shall be verified.

e. Mechanical Snubbers Functional Test Acceptance Criteria

The mechanical snubber functional test shall verify that:

1. The force that initiates free movement of the snubber rod in
- either tension or compression is less than the specified

raximpum drag force. rag force shall not have increased more
than 50% since the last functional test.

2. Activation (restraining action) is achieved within the

specified range of veleocity or acceleration in both tension and
compression.

3. Snubber release rate, where required, is within the specified
‘ range in compression or temsion. For snubbers specifically
o -required not to displace under continuous load, the ability of
the snubber to wirhstand load withoudt displacément shall be
verified.

£. Snubber Service Life Monitoring

A record of the service life of each snubber, the date at which the
designated service life commences and the installation and mainte-

nance records on which the designated service life 1s based shall be
mzintained as required by Specification 6.10.2.

NORTH ANNA - UNIT 2 A 3/4 7-26c Amendment No. 12, 24



PLANT SYSTEMS ’ -

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (Continued)

At least once per 18 months thereafter, the installation and maintenance
records for each snubber listed in Tables 3.7-4a and 3.7-4b shall be
reviewed to verify that the indicated service life has not been exceeded
or will not be exceeded prior to the next scheduled snubber service life
review. If the indicated service life will be exceeded prior to the next
scheduled snubber service life review, the snubber service life shall be’
reevaluated or the snubber shall be replaced or reconditioned so as to
extend its service life beyond the date of the,next scheduled service

_ life review. This reevaluation, replacement or reconditioning shall be
indicated in the records. '

NORTH ANNA - UNIT 2 3/4 7-264 Amendment No. 13, 24 :
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
- WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION

SUPPORTING AMENDMENTS NO. 40 AND NO. 24 T0

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NOS., NPF-4 AND NPF-7

VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER COMPANY

NORTH ANNA POWER STATION, UNITS NO. 1 AND NO, 2

DOCKET NOS. 50-338 AND 50-339

Introduction:

By letter dated April 16, 1982 (Serial No. 228), the Virginia Electric
and Power Company (the licensee) requested a change to Operating Licenses
NPF-4 and NPF-7 for the North Anna Power Station, Units Nos. 1 and 2
(NA-1&2). The Tlicensee's requested change would revise the Technical
Specifications (TS) to provide relief from the testing requirements for
large snubbers greater than 50,000 inch-pounds (50 kips) around the steam
generators and reactor coolant pumps. The relief would apply to the

NA-2 current refueling outage and the forthcoming NA-1 refueling outage
only. .

A discussion of these matters and our evaluation.and conclusions regarding
the 1licensee's requested relief follows.

Discussion: : ,

The NA-18&2 TS 3/4.7.10 states that "At least once per 18 months during
shutdown, a representative sample of that number of snubbers which follows
the expression 35 (1+C/2), where C=2 is the allowable number of snubbers
not meeting the acceptance criteria selected by the operator, shall be

‘functionally tested either in place or in a bench test." The TSs also

stated that "at least 25% of the snubbers in the representative sample
shall include snubbers within 5 feet of heavy equipment." The 10 and
14 inch snubbers (greater than 50 kips) around the steam generators and
reactor-coolant pumps are included in this representative sample.

The licensee states that functionally testing large snubbers greater than
50 kips, around the steam generators and reactor coolant pumps, would
create a personnel radiation exposure problem. The radiation exposure
rate at the steam generator snubber supports is approximately 25 mili-
Roentgens-per hour (mR/hr) and for the reactor coolant pump snubber
supports is approximately 150 mR/hr. :

8205140013 820506

P

ADOCK 05000338
PDR PR



The licensee further states that for snubbers greater than 50 kips there
are no valve adjustments to control the bleed rates as found on small
snubbers. The larger snubbers have orfice plates and there is no drift
during power operation. The seals on the larger snubbers are gualified
for 10 years and the seals are visually inspected at each refueling outage.

The licensee has requested that relief be granted from the functional
testing of large snubbers (greater than 50 kips) around steam generators
and reactor coolant pumps for the present NA-2 Cycle 1 refueling outage
and the forthcoming NA-1 Cycle 3 refueling outage. The licensee states
that the relief will prevent radiation exposure to personnel and is con- -
sistent with the As-Low-As-Reasonably Achievable (ALARA) concept.

Also, the licensee has stated that it will hereafter functionally test

a representative sample of large snubbers greater than 50 kips at each
refueling outage. Finally, the licensee indicated that in-place testing
techniques are being investigated for the testing of snubbers greater than
50 kips. Also, the testing of the large snubbers will take place on an
integrated basis within the ten year seal lifetime of the large snubbers.

Evaluation:

Previous methods for testing snubbers resulted in damage to many snubbers
due to the test removable and installation process. This defeated the
purpose for conducting tests. Also, in the past the testing of snubbers
was limited to a rated capacity less than 50 kips.

Based in part on the above, the NRC generic letter ‘dated November 20, 1980,
requested that all operatwng facilities adopt newly revised TS regard1ng
snubbers surveillance. These revised NRC TS for snubbers were incorporated
in the NA-1&2 TS per Amendments Nos. 33 and 13 to Operating Licenses No.
NPF-4 and No. NPF-7 on November 5, 1981.

The staff realized that the newly revised NRC TS for snubbers would lead

-to personnel radiation exposures when testing certain snubbers greater than
50 kips. Therefore, the newly revised TS included specific provisions for
licensee's to request relief from functional testing of snubbers greater
than 50 kips and to allow for a reasonable period of time to implement

the new_and in seme cases plant specific in-place test methods for large
snubbers. It is noted that in-place test methods should minimize personnel
exposure rates resulting from the functional test requirements for snubbers.

Not withstanding the above, the newly revised snubber TS also specifically
stated that relief would be granted only if a justifiable basis for the
relief was presented by the licensee and that snubber operab111ty could

be justified.
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The licensee's request for relief meets the required conditions as specified
in the NA-1&2 TS. In addition, the licensee has stated that it will function-
ally test a representative sample of large snubbers greater than 50 kips

for each refueling outage hereafter. Required testing of these snubbers
will commence at the next refueling outage and, for the large snubbers in
question, be completed on an integrated bases within the ten year seal
lifetime. The required testing will either be by in-place testing methods
presently being investigated by the licensee or by available bench test
methods already in use. . :

Based on the above, we find the licensee's request for relief to be
acceptable. The relief, as hereby granted, applies only to the NA-1&2

large snubbers greater than 50,000 kips around the steam generators and
reactor coolant pumps. Also, the relief as granted applies only to the

NA-1 Cycle 3 refueling outage and the NA-2 Cycle 1 refueling outage.

Environmental Consideration

We have determined that the amendments do not authorize a change in
effluent types or total amounts nor an increase in power level and
will not result in any significant environmental impact. Having made
this determination, we have further concluded that the amendments
involve an action which is insignificant from the standpoint of
environmental impact and, pursuant to 10 CFR §51.5(d)(4), that an
environmental impact statement or negative deciaration and environ-

- mental impact appraisal need not be prepared in connection with the

issuance of these amendments.
Conclusion

We have concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, that:
(1) because the amendments do not involve a significant increase -

in the probability or consequences of accidents previously considered
and do not involve a significant decrease in a safety margin, the
amendments do not involve a significant hazards consideration, (2)
there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public
will not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner, and (3)
such activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's
regutations and the issuance of these amendments will not be inimical
to the common defense and security or to the health and safety of

the public. .

Principal Contributors:

H. Shaw .
L. Engle
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 UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

DOCKET NOS. 50-338 AND 50-339
VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER COMPANY

NOTICE OF ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENTS TO FACILITY
OPERATING LICENSES

The U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) has issued
Amendments No; 40 and No. 24 to Facility Operating License Nos. NPF-4 and
NPF-7 issued to the Virginié Electric and Power Company (the licensee) for
operation of the North Anna Power Station, Units No. 1 and No. 2 (the
facility) located in Louisa County, Virginia. The amendments are effective

as of the date of issuance.

The amendments provide one-time relief from the facility Technical
Specficiations for the 18-month surveillance testing of large snubbers
rated at greater than 50,000 inch-pounds. The one-time relief is applicable
to the North Anna, Unit No. 1 Cycle 3 refueling outage and the North Anna,

Unit No. 2 Cycle 1 refueling outage.

The application for the amendments complies with the standards and
requifements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the Act), and
.the Commissioﬂ's rules and regulations. The Commission has made appropriate
findidgs as'tequired by the Act and the Cohmissidn'sruJes and regulations
in 10 C%R Chapter I, which are set forth in the license amendﬁents. Prior
public notice of these amendments was not required since these amendments

do not involve a significant hazards consideration..

8205140020 820506
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The Commission has determined that the issuance of the émendmeﬁts will
not result in any signficant environmental impact and that pursuant to
10 CFR §51.5(d)(4) an environmental impact statement or negatf&e dectaration
and environmental impact appraisal need not be prepared in connecti&n w%th

jssuance of these amendments. ’

For further details with repsect to this éﬁtion, see the (1) applica-
tion for ameﬁdments dated April 16, 1982, (2) Amendment No. 40 and No. 24
to.Facility Operating License No. NPF-4 and NPF-7, respectively, and
(3) the Commission's related Safety Evaluation. These items are available
for public inspection at the Commission's Public Document Room, 1717 H
Street, N.W., Washington, D. C. 20555 and at the Board of Superviosr's
Office, Louisa County Courthouse, Louisa, Virginia 23093 and at the
" Alderman Library, Manuscripts Department, UniQerisity of Virginia,
Charlottesville, Virginia 22901. A copy of items (2) and (3) ﬁay be
obtained upon request to the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington,

D. C. 20555, Attention: Director, Division of Licensing.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland this 6th day of May, 1982.
' FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Robert A. Clark, Chief
Operating Reactors Branch #3
Division of Licensing



