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SUBJECT: AMENDMERTS TO CGNSTRUQTIQN PERMITS
Gentlemen:

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendments ho. 1 to Construction
Permit Mos. CPPR-128 and CPPR-129 for the South Texas Project. These
amendments are 1n response to your request dated March 16, 1978, and
dalete two construction permit requirements related to measures for
controiling siltation and erosion.

: A copy of the Negatlve peclaration, the Federa)l Register Notice and the
% Envirormental Impact Appraisal are also enclosed.

Sincerely,

George M. Knighton, Chief
Environmental Projects Branch No. 1
Division of Site Safety

and Environmental Analysis

Enclosures:

1. Amendments to CPs

2. Hegative Declaration

3. Federal Register Notice
4. Environ. Impact Appraisal

cc: w/encl: See attached Tist
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Houston-Lighting and Power Company

cC:

‘3

Mr. T. L. Luke

Project Manager, STP

Houston Lighting and Power Company
P, 0. Box 1700

Houston, Texas 77001

Mr. M. L. Borchelt

Central Power and Light Company
p. 0, Box 2121

Corpus Christd, TX 78403

Mr. R. L. Hancock

City of Austin

Electric Utility Department
p. 0. Box 1088

Austin, TX 78767

Mr. J. B. Poston

Assistant General Manager
for Operations

City Public Service Beard

p. 0. Box 1771

San Antonio, TX 78296

Jack R. Newman, Esq.

Lowenstein, Newman, Reis & Axelrad
1025 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20036

Melbert Schwarz, Jr., Esg.
Baker & Botts

One Shell Plaza

Houston, TX 77002

Mr. G. Hohmann

Westinghouse Electric Corporation
p. 0. Box 355

Pittsburgh, PA 15230

Mr. J. A. Signorelli
NUS Corporation

NUS-4 Research Place
Rockville, MD 20850

MAY 15 87

Mr. G. S. Blerman
Brown & Root, Inc.
P. 0. Box 3
Houston, Texas 77001

Mr. Troy C. Webb

Assistant Attorney General
Environmental Protection Div.
P. 0. Box 12548

Capitol Station

Austin, Texas 78711

R. Gordon Gooch, Esg.

Baker & Botts

1701 Pennsylvanda Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20006

Director, Governor's Budget
and Planning Office

gxecutive Office Building

411 W. 13th Street

Austin, Texas 78701

Mr. James M, Rose, Director
Division of Planning Coordination
Office of the Governor f
ATTN: State Clearinghouse

P. 0. Box 12428, Cppitol Station
Austin, Texas 78711

Houston-Galveston Area Council
3701 West Alabama Avenue
Houston, Texas 77027

Mr. Clinton Spotts

U. S. Environmental Protection
Agency

1201 Elm Street

First Internatfonal Building

Dillas, Texas 75270

Honorable Bert Huebner
Judge, Matagorda County
Matagorda County Courthouse
1700 Seventh Street

Bay City, Texas 77414
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MY 15 1978

HOUSTON LIGHTING & POWER COMPARY

CITY PUBLIC SERVICE BOARD OF SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS

CENTRAL POWER AND LIGHT CORPANY

DOCKET NO. STH 50-498

SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT, UNIT #0. 1

AMENDMENT TO CONSTRUCTION PERMIT

Amendment No. 1
Construction Permit Ho. CPPR-1ZB

The Huclear Regulatory Commission has issued Amendment No. 1 to Construction

Permit Ho. CPPR-128.

set forth in the first sentence of commitment 25 of Section 4.%.1 of the

The amendment deletes the commitment and condition

Final Environmental Statement (FES), the amendment also deletes the

condition set forth in the first sentence of condition 1 of Section 4.5.2

of the FES, as clarified by Staff Exhibit 3

{paragraph 3.E.1 of CPPR-128).

effect.

The remainder of Section 4.5 remains in

This amendment is effective as of the date of issuance.

FOR THE WUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

| =f

Roger S. Boyd, Director
Division of Project Management

Office of Huclear Reactor Regulation

*For concurrence see previous yellow

of the Hearing Record
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HOUSTON LIGHTING & POWER COMPARY

CITY PUBLIC SERVICE BOARD OF SAN ANTONIG, TEXAS

CENTRAL POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY

DOCKET 10, STN 50-45%

SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT, UNIT NO. 1

AMENDMENT TG CONSTRUCTION PERM

Arendment No. 1
Conbtruction Permit MHo. CPPR-128

The Huclear Regulatory Commission has issyed Amendment Ho. 1 to Construction
Permit No. CPPR-128. The amendment delétes the commitwment and condition

set forth in the first sentence of cghmitment 26 of Section £.5.1 of the
Final Environmental Statement (FEY): the amendment aiso deletes the
condition set forth in the firsy sentence of condition 1 of Section 4.5.2
of the FES, as clarified by Sfaff ixhibit 3 of the Hearing Record

(paragraph 3.E.1 of CPPR-128). The remaﬁﬂdar of Section 4.5 remains in
effect.

This amendment 1s effecfive as of the date of issuance.

FOR THE HUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

O%an . Parr, Chief
Light Water Reactors Branch ho. 3
nivision of Project Management
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B MAY 15 1978

HOUSTON LIGHTING & POWER COMPANY

CITY PUBLIC SERVICE BOARD OF SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS
CENTRAL POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY
DOCKET NO. STN 50-439

SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT, UNIT NO. 2
AMENDMENT TO CONSTRUCTION PERMIT

Amendment No. 1

Construction Permit Ne. CPPR-12°
The Nuclear Regulatory Commission has {ssued Amendment No. 1 to Construction
Parmit No. CPPR-129. The amendment deletes the commitment and condition
set forth in the first sentence of commitment 26 of Section 4.5.1 of the
Final Envirvonmental Statement (FES): the amendment also deletes the
condttion set forth in the first sentence of condition 1 of Section 4.5.2
of the FES, as clarified by Staff Exhibit 3 of the Hearing Record
(paragraph 3.t.1 of CPPR-129). The remainder of Section 4.5 remains in
effect.

This amendment 1s effective as of the date of issuance.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

El

Roger S. Boyd, Director
Division of Project Management
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

*For concurrence see previous yellow ’,/
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HOUSTON LIGHTIHG & POWER COMPARY

CITY PUBLIC SERVICE BOARD OF SAi ANTOWIO, TEXAS

CENTRAL POWER AMD LIGHT COMPANY

GOCKET NO. STH 58-493

SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT, UNIT MO, 2

AMEHOMENT TO CONSTRUCTION PERMIT

Amendment Ho. 1
Construgtion Permit Ho. CPPR-1Z0

The Huclear Regulatory Commission has jssued Amgndment No. 1 +to Construction
P

Perrit No. CPPR-120. The amendment deletes t commitient and condition

3]

set forth in the Ffirst sentence of cowmitmept 26 of Section 4.5.7 of the
Final Environmental Statement (FES); the endment also deletes the
condition set forth: in the First sentencé of condition 1 of Saection 4.5.2
of the FES, as clarified by Staff Exhipit 3 of the Hearing Record

(paragraph 3.L.1 of CPPR-129). The yomainder of section 4.5 remains 1n

effact.
This amendment is effective as of ths date of {ssuance.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Olan D. Parr, Chief
Light Water Reactors Branch Ro. 3
Division of Project Hanagement
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HEGATIVE DECLARRTION

SUPPORTING AMEUDMENT RELATING TU THE DELETION OF

CERTAIR CORSTRUCTION PERMIT REQUIREHENTS

SCUTH TEXAS PROJECT

E UNITS 0. 1 AND 2 (CPPR-126 AND CPPR-123)

HOUSTOR LIGHTING AN PUMER COMPANY

DOLKET S, 50-436 A0 50-499

The Y. S. Huclear Ragulatory Copmission {the Commission) has reviewed
the proposed Amenament relating to the coastruction pappits for the
South Texas Project, Units Ho. 1 and 2 {CPPR-1Z23 and CPPR-123)., Tocated
in Matagorda County. Texas, fesued to Houston Lighting and Power Company.
The Amendment would authorize the deletion of two construction permit
i requirements related to measures for controliing siitation and erosion.
i The Commission's Division of Site Safety and Environmental fnatysis
has prepared an environmental impact appraisal for the Amendwent, and has
i concluded that an environmental ispact statement for this particular
action s not warranted. This conclusion 1s based on the fact that
theve will be no significant environmental impacts attributable to the
i proposed action, and any impacts which might occur will be less than
| those predictad and described in the Final Envivonmental Statement for the
South Texas Project. Units he. 1 and 2, published in MHarch 1975.
i The environmental impact appraisal is available for public inspection
% at the Commission's Public Locument Room, 1717 # Street, H.¥.,

Washington, B.C., and at the Matagorda County Courthause, 1760 Seventh
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Street, Bay City, Texas, 77214.

Analysis.

Dated at Dethesda, Maryland, this \‘f)%day of m@“b

pat

A copy may be obtained upon request
addressed to the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, D. C.

20555, Attention: Hirector, Division of Site Safety and Environmental

\‘(’l% )

FOR THE NUCLFAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

George W. Knighton, Chief
Environmental Projects Branch fo. 1
Division of Site Safety

and Environmental Analysis

I

- ormees | OSE:EA-1 | DsEM , A4 oELDH

} SURMAME 3> : K M‘ V HARDJNG’
DATED> 4/ 078 5[ﬁ}‘7?

NRC FORM 318 (9-76) NRCM 0240 ¥¥ U. 5. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1976 — 626-624



UNITED STATES MUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

DOCKET HOS. STN 50-498 AND STN 50-499

HOUSTON LIGHTING & POWER COMPANY, et al

NOTICE OF ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT TO CONSTRUCTION PERMIT

Notice 1s hereby given that the U. S. huclear Regulatory Conmission
(the Commission) has issued Amendments No., 1 to Construction Permit
Nos. CPPR-12G and CPPR-129 issued to Houston Lighting & Power Company, et al
for construction of the South Texas Project, Unit Hos. 1 and 2, located
at the Permittee's site in Matagorda County., Texas.

The amendment deletes two construction permit requirements related
to measures for controlling siltation and erosion.

The application for the amendment complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the Act), and
the Commission's rules and regulations. Prior public notice of this
amendment is not required since the amendment does not involve a significant
hazards consideration.

The Commission has prepared an environmental impact appraisal for
the amendment to the construction permits, and has concluded that an
environmental impact statement for this particular action is not
warranted because there will be no significant environmental impact

attributable to this action.
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For further details with respect to this action, see (1) the application
for amendment dated March 10, 1978, (2) Amendments No. 1 to Construction
Permit Hos. CPPR-128 and CPPR-129, and {3) the Commission's Environmental
Impact Appraisal. All of these items are available for public inspection
at the Commission's Public Doucment Room, 1717 H Street, N.W., Washington,
D.C., and in the Matagorda County Courthouse, 1700 Seventh Street,

'Bay City, Texas. A copy of items (2), and (3) may be obtained upon

request addressed to the U. 5. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington,

0. C. 20555, Attention: Director, Division of Site Safety and Environmental
Analysis.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, thisLiS¢Aéay of “Imaxk 1978.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

|

George W. Knighton, Chief
Environmental Projects Branch No. 1
Division of Site Safety

and Environmental Analysis
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT APPRAISAL

BY THE DIVISION OF SITE SAFETY AND ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

SUPPORTING AN AMENDMENT RELATING TO THE DELETICH OF

CERTAIN CONSTRUCTION PERMIT REQUIREHERTS

SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT, UNITS #C. 1 AuD 2 (CPPR-126 AHD CPPR-129)

HOUSTOH LIGHTING AHD POWER COMPARY

DOCKET N0S. 50-483 AND 50-499

1. Description of Proposed Action

The action proposed is the issuance of an Amendment to the construction
Permits pertaining to the South Texas Project {STP), Units No. 1 and 2.
The Amendment delates the commitment and condition set forth in the
first sentence of commitment 26 of Sectien 4.5.%1 of the Final Environ-
mental Statement (FES): the Amendment also deletes the condition set
forth in the first sentence of condition 1 of Ssction 4.5.2 of the FES,
as clarified by Staff Exhibit 3 of the Hearing record.

The permittes, Houston Lighting and Power Company, requested the
above stated deletions by letter dated March 10, 1978. The request
has to do with the 1ifting of the requirement that the permitiee
must {1) cover the bottom of the barge slip with crushed stone,
oravel or shell to stabilize the bottom and reduce siitation and
erosion, and {2} route the discharge from plant construction runoff
through sedimentation basins sized to hold the runoff from a 14
year - 24 hour rainfall event, prior to final discnarge into the
Colorado River. The NRC staff nas reviewed the request and found
that good cause has been shown for deletion of the two construction
permit requirements.
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Surmary Description of the Probable Impacts of the Proposed Action

At the time of the construction permit review, 1t was assumed that
material would erode from the bottom of the barge slip into the
Colorado River. In reality, the normal tidal activity and
fluctuating river conditions create an eddy effect in the barge slip
resulting in the transport of river sediments into the slip. The
general quiescent condition in the barge siip results in sediment
being deposited over any stabilizing material on the bottom. Thus,
the s1ip is a repository for sediment rather than a source, and the
stabilizing material cannot serve its purpose of reducing sedimenta-
tion. Consequently. the deletion of the requirement to cover the
barge slip with stabilizing material will not result in an adverse
jmpact on the Colorado River.

The second construction permit amendment would allow the permittee
10 decommission two sedimentation basins which received runoff during

station construction. The two basins -- the East and Yest Sedimentation

Basins -- currently serve the station site; other basins serving the
cooling lake will rot be affected by this amendment. The permittee
dasires to decommission the two basins so that he might construct the
permanient storm drainage system. Onsite space 1imitations necessitate
this sequence of avents.

During the construction permit review, staff calculated the amount
of total suspended solids {TSS) expected to occur due to storm
runoff during construction. This value was found to be acceptable,
and actual data have been considerably below the estimates (180 ppm
vs. 900 ppm).

Calculations of TSS resulting from the decommissioning of the two
sedimentation basins have shown that these values, too, will be

much lower than the acceptable levels calculated during the con-
struction permit review {240 ppm vs. 900 ppm). Furthermore, the
offects of decommissioning the two sedimentation basins will be of

a temporary naturs in that the permanent storm drain system will be

in place in early 1979. The permittee also plans to implement an
erosion stabilizatfon plan during the interim between the construction
and permanent systems, and this plan will further reduce the 1SS con-
centrations in the storm runcff.

Thus, because of the temporary nature of the period between sedi-
mentation basin decommissioning and implementation of the perma-

nent storm drainage system, because the permittee will reduce erosion
through the use of an acceptable stabilization program, and because
the impacts are expected to be much lower than those found accep-
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4.

table during the construction permit review, the {mpacts resulting
from this second construction permit amendment will be jnsignificant
and acceptable.

Safety Consideration

We have determined that the requested amendment, pertaining to the
control of erosion and sedimentation on the plant site, does not
{nvolve any increase in the probability or consequences of accidents
previously considered, or a decrease in any safety margin. Therefore,
there 15 no significant hazards consideration. Further, there is
reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public will

not be endangered by continued construction under the proposed
amended construction permits. MWe reaffimm our conclusfons as stated
in our Safety Evaluation Report and its Supplement.

Conclusion and Basis for Negative Dsclaration

On the basis of the foregeing analysis and the NRC staff evaluation,
it is concluded that there will be no significant environmental
impacts attributable to the proposed action. Furthermore, any

fmpacts which do occur will be Jess than those predicted and described
in the staff's FES issued in March 1975, Having made this conclusion,
the Commission has further concluded that no envirchmental jmpact
statement for the proposed action need ba orepared, and that a
negative declaration to this effect is appropriate.

Y

Jeremiah D. Jackson, Project Manager

Environmental Projects Branch 1

Division of Site Safety and
Environmental Analysis

o

George W. Knighton, Chief

Environmental Projects Branch 1

Division of Site Safety and
Environmental Analysis

OFFICED
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UNITED STATES —
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT APPRATSAL

BY THE DIVISION OF SITE SAFETY AND ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

SUPPORTING AN AMENDMENT RELATING TO THE DELETION OF

CERTAIN CONSTRUCTION PERMIT REQUIREMENTS

SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT, UNITS NO. 1 AND 2 (CPPR-128 AND CPPR-129)

HOUSTON LIGHTING AND POWER COMPANY

DOCKET NOS. 50-498 AND 50-499

1. Description of Proposed Action

The action proposed is the issuance of an Amendment to the construction
Permits pertaining to the South Texas Project (STP), Units No. 1 and 2.
The Amendment deletes the commitment and condition set forth in the
First sentence of commitment 26 of Section 4.5.1 of the Final Environ-
mental Statement (FES); the Amendment also deletes the condition set
forth in the first sentence of condition 1 of Section 4.5.2 of the FES,
as clarified by Staff Exhibit 3 of the Hearing record.

The permittee, Houston Lighting and Power Company, requested the
above stated deletions by letter dated March 10, 1978. The request
has to do with the 1ifting of the requirement that the permittee
must (1) cover the bottom of the barge slip with crushed stone,
gravel or shell to stabilize the bottom and reduce siltation and
erosion, and (2) route the discharge from plant construction runoff
through sedimentation basins sized to hold the runoff from a 10
year - 24 hour rainfall event, prior to final discharge into the
Colorado River. The NRC staff has reviewed the request and found
that good cause has been shown for deletion of the two construction
permit requirements.



-2 -

Summary Description of the Probable Impacts of the Proposed Action

At the time of the construction permit review, it was assumed that
material would erode from the bottom of the barge slip into the
Colorado River. In reality, the normal tidal activity and
fluctuating river conditions create an eddy effect in the barge stip
resulting in the transport of river sediments into the slip. The
general quiescent condition in the barge slip results in sediment
being deposited over any stabilizing material on the bottom. Thus,
the slip is a repository for sediment rather than a source, and the
stabilizing material cannot serve its purpose of reducing sedimenta-
tion. Consequently, the deletion of the requirement to cover the
barge slip with stabilizing material will not result in an adverse
impact on the Colorado River.

The second construction permit amendment would allow the permittee

to decommission two sedimentation basins which received runoff during
station construction. The two basins -- the Fast and West Sedimentation
Basins -- currently serve the station site; other basins serving the
cooling lake will not be affected by this amendment. The permittee
desires to decommission the two basins so that he might construct the
permanent storm drainage system. Onsite space Timitations necessitate
this sequence of events.

During the construction permit review, staff calculated the amount
of total suspended solids (TSS) expected to occur due to storm
runoff during construction. This value was found to be acceptable,
and actual data have been considerably below the estimates (180 ppm
vs. 900 ppm).

Calculations of TSS resulting from the decommissioning of the two
sedimentation basins have shown that these values, too, will be

much lower than the acceptable levels calculated during the con-
struction permit review (240 ppm vs. 900 ppm). Furthermore, the
effects of decommissioning the two sedimentation basins will be of

a temporary nature in that the permanent storm drain system will be

in place in early 1979. The permittee also plans to implement an
erosion stabilization plan during the interim between the construction
and permanent systems, and this plan will further reduce the TSS con-
centrations in the storm runoff.

Thus, because of the temporary nature of the period between sedi-
mentation basin decommissioning and implementation of the perma-

nent storm drainage system, because the permittee will reduce erosion
through the use of an acceptable stabilization program, and because
the impacts are expected to be much lower than those found accep-



table during the construction permit review, the impacts resulting
from this second construction permit amendment will be insignificant
and acceptable.

Safety Consideration

We have determined that the requested amendment, pertaining to the
control of erosion and sedimentation on the plant site, does not
involve any increase in the probability or consequences of accidents
previously considered, or a decrease in any safety margin. Therefore,
there is no significant hazards consideration. Further, there is
reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public will

not be endangered by continued construction under the proposed
amended construction permits. We reaffirm our conclusions as stated
in our Safety Evaluation Report and its Supplement.

Conclusion and Basis for Negative Declaration

On the basis of the foregoing analysis and the NRC staff evaluation,
it is concluded that there will be no significant environmental
impacts attributable to the proposed action. Furthermore, any

impacts which do occur will be less than those predicted and described
in the staff's FES issued in March 1975. Having made this conclusion,
the Commission has further concluded that no environmental impact
statement for the proposed action need be prepared, and that a
negative declaration to this effect is appropriate.

MAY 15 W78
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Houston Lighting & Power Company

.BJones(w/4 cys of encl)

ATTN: Mr. G. Y. Oprea, Jr. 0.0 Parry
Executive Vice President Dvassallo

Post Office Box 1700 TCox .

Houston, Texas 77001 &ge/h.kusﬁéﬂ°°g

SUBJECT: AMENDMENTS 1O CONSTRUCTION PERMITS
Gentlemen:

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendments No. 1 to Construction
Permit Hos. CPPR-122 and CPPR-129 for the South Texas Project. These
amendments are in response to your request dated March 106, 1978, and
delete two construction pemmit requirements related to measures for
controlling siltation and erosion.

A copy of the flegative Declaration, the Federal Register Notice and the
faviromnmental Impact Appraisal are also enclosed.

Sincerely,

[

George Y. Knighton, Chief
Environmental Projects Branch No. 1
Division of Site Safety

and Environmental Analysis

Enclosures:
1. Amendments to LPs

2. Hegative Declaration

3. Federal Register Hotice
4. Environ. Impact Appraisal

cc: w/encl: See attached list
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Houstdn Lighting and Power Company

cec:

, Rockville,

Mr. T. L. Luke

Project Manager, STP

Houston Lighting and Power Company
P. 0. Box 1709

Houston, Texas 77001

Mr. M. L. Borchelt

Central Power and Light Company
P. 0. Box 2121

Corpus Christi, TX 78403

Mr. R. L. Hancock

City of Austin

Electric Utility Department
P. 0. Box 1088

Austin, TX 78767

Mr. J. B. Poston

Assistant General Manager
for Operations

Ccity Public Service Beard

P. 0. Box 1771

San Antonio, TX 78296

dack R. Newman, Esq.

Lowenstein, Newman, Reis & Axelrad
1025 Connecticut Avenue, N.Y.
Washington, D. C. 20036

Melbert Schwarz, Jr., Esq.
Baker & Botts

One Shell Plaza

Houston, TX 77002

Mr. G. Hohmann

Westinghouse Electric Corporation
P. 0. Box 355

Pittsburgh, PA 15230

Mr. J. A. Signorelld
NUS Corporation

NuS-4 Research Place
MD 20850

-? -

~.

MAY 15 978

Mr. G, S. Blerman
Brown & Root, Inc.
P. 0. Box 3
Houston, Texas 77001

Mr. Troy C. Webb

Assistant Attorney General
Environmental Protection Div.
P. 0. Box 12548

Capftol Station

Austin, Texas 78711

R. Gordon Gooch, Esq.

Baker & Botts

1701 Pennsylvanda Avenue, N.W.
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HOUSTON LIGHTING & POWER COMPANY

CITY PUBLIC SERVICE BOARD OF S&N ANTONIO, TEXAS

CENTRAL POWER AND LIGHT COMPAGY

DOCKET HO. STH 50-498
SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT, UNIT HO. 1

AMENDMENT TO CONSTRUCTION PERMIT

Amendment Mo, 1

Construction Permit Ho. CPPR-123
The Huclear Regulatory Commission has issued Amendment No. 1 to Construction
Permit {lo. CPPR-128. The amendment deletes the coﬁmitment and condition
set forth in the first sentence of commitment 25 of Section 4.5.1 of the
Final Environmental Statement (FES), the amendment also deletes the
condition set forth in the first sentence of condition 1 of Section 2.5.2
of tha FES, as clarified by Staff Exhibit 3 of the Hearing Record
{paragraph 3.E.1 of CPPR-128). The remainder of Section 4.5 remains in
affect.
This amendment 1s effectiva as of the date of issuance.

FOR THE RUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

=

Roger S. Boyd, Director
Dvision of Project Management
Cffice of Huclear Reactor Regulation

ot

*For concurrence see previous yellow
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HOUSTON LIGHTING & POWER COMPANY

CITY PUBLIC SERVICE BOARD OF SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS

CENTRAL _POWER AND LIGHT COMPARY

DOCKET NO. STH 56-493

SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT, UNIT NO. 2

AMENDMENT TO CONSTRUCTION PERMIT

Amendment No. 1

Construction Permit No. CPPR-122
The Nuclear Regulatory Commissfon has 1ssued Amendment Ko. 1 to Constructioh
Parmit No. CPPR-129. The amendment deletes the commitment and condition
set forth in the first sentence of commitment 26 of Section 4.5.1 of the
Final Environmental Statement (FES): the amendment also deletes the
condition set forth in the first sentence of condition 1 of Section 4.5.2
of the FES, as clarified by Staff Exhibit 3 of the Hearing Record
(paragraph 3.E.1 of CPPR-129). The remainder of Section 4.5 remains in
effect.

This amendwent 1s effective as of the date of issuance.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Et

Roger S. Boyd, Director
Division of Project Management
Office of lluclear Reactor Regulation

*For concurrence see previous yellow !‘//
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HEGATIVE DECLARATION

SUPPORTING AMEUBHENY RELATING TU THE DELETION OF

CERTAIL COHSTRUCTION PERMIT REQUIREMENT

SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT

URITS 0. 1 And 2 (CPPR-128 AND CPPR-129)

HOUSTON LIGHTING AND POWER COMPANY

COUKET H0S. 50-438 AND 50-499

The U. S. Huclear Regulatory Commission {the Commission) has reviewed
the proposed Amendment relating to the construction permits for the
South Texas Projact, Units Bo. 1 and 2 {CPPR-123 and CPPR-129), located
in Matagorda County, Tewas, Tssued to Houston Lightfng and Power Company.
The Amendwent would authorize the deletion of two construction permit
requiraements related to measures for controlling siltation and erosion.

The Commission's Division of Site Safety and Envirvonmental Analysis
has prepared an environmental ifmpact appraisal for the Amendment, and has
concluded that an eavironmental impact statement for this partfcular |
action 1s not warranted. Tiis conclusion s based on the fact that
there will be no significant environmental impacts attributable to the
proposed action, and any impacts which might occur will be less than
those predictad and described 1{n the Final Eavivonmental Statement for the
South Texas Project, Units fle. 1 and 2, published 1n llarch 1975.

The environmental impact appraisal is availablae for public inspection
at the Commission's Public Yocument foom, 1717 # Street, N.¥.,

Washington, D.C., and at the Matagorda County Courthouse, 1700 Seventh
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Street, Bay City, Texas, 77914. A copy méy be obtained upon request
addressed to the U. S. tuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, D. C.
20555, Attention: uvirector, Division of Site Safety and Environmental
Analysis. . _
Dated at Rethesda, Maryland, this \Efu"day of m“*b

Dat
FOR THE NUCLFAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

George W. Knighton, Chief
Environmental Projects Branch fo. 1
Division of Site Safety

and Environmental Analysis

\‘V?qg .

OELDHH
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UNITED STATES MUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

DOCKET HOS. STH 50-498 AND STN 50-499

HOUSTON LIGHTING & POWER COMPANY, at al

NOTICE OF ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT TO CONSTRUCTION PERMIT

Notice 1s hereby given that the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(the Commission) has issued Amendments No. 1 to Construction Permit
Hos. CPPR-125 and CPPR-129 1ssued to Houston Lighting & Power Company, et al
for construction of the South Texas Project, Unit Hos. 1 and 2, located
at the Permittee's site 1n Matagorda County, Texas.

The amendment deletas two construction permit requirements related
to measures for controlling siltation and erosion.

The application for the amendment complies with the standards and
raquirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the Act), and
the Commission's rules and regulations. Prior public notice of this
amendment is not required since the amendment does not involve a significant
hazards consideration.

The Commission has prepared an environmental impact appraisal for
the amendment to the construction permits, and has concluded that an
environmental impact statement for this particular action is not
warranted because there will be no significant environmental impact

attributable to this action.

orFICE»
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For further details with respect to this action, see (1) the application

for amendment dated larch 10, 1978, (2) Amendments No. 1 to Construction
Permit Hos. CPPR-128 and CPPR-129, and (3) the Commission's Environmental
Impact Appraisal. A1l of these {tems are available for public inspection
at the Commission's Public Doucment Room, 1717 H Street, N.Y., Hashington,
D.C., and in the Matagorda County Courthouse, 1700 Seventh Street,
Bay City, Texas. A copy of items (2), and (3) may be obtained upon
request addressed to the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, washington,
D. C. 20855, Attention: Director, Division of Site Safety and Environmental
Analysis.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, thistS" day of YMak 1978.

FOR THE hUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

George W. Knighton, Chief

Environmental Projects Branch No. 1

Division of Site Safety :
and Environmental Analysis
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ENVIROEMENTAL IHPACT EAPPRAISAL

BY THE DIVISIOH QF SITE SAFETY AND ENVIRONMENTAL AMALYSIS

SUPPORTING AN AMENDMENT RELATING TO THE DELETION OF
CERTATH CONSTRUCTION PERMIT REQUIREHENTS
SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT, UNITS MO0, 1 AND 2 (CPPR-128 AND CPPR-129)

HOUSTOH LIGHTING AND PCHER COMPARY

DOCKET MOS. 50-433 ANHD 50-499

1. Description of Proposed Action

The action proposed is the issuance of an Amendment to the construction
Permits pertaining to the South Texas Project (STP), Units No. 1 and 2.
The Amendment deletes the commitment and condition set forth in the
first sentence of commitment 26 of Section 4.5.1 of the Final Environ-
mental Statement (FES); the Amendment also deletes the condition set
forth in the first sentence of condition 1 of Section 4.5.2 of the FES,
as clarified by Staff Exhibit 3 of the Hearing record.

The permittee, Houston Lighting and Power Company, requested the
above stated deletions by letter dated March 10, 1978. The request
has to do with the 1ifting of the requirement that the permitiee
must (1) cover the bottom of the barge s1ip with crushed stone,
gravel or shell fo stabilize the bottom and reduce siltation and
erosion, and (2) route the discharge from plant construction runoff
through sedimentation basins sized to hold the runoff from a 10
year - 24 hour rainfall event, prior to final discharge into the
Colorado River. The HRC staff has reviewed the request and found
that gocd cause has been shown for deletion of the two construction
permit requirements.

OFFICE 3»
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2.' Summary Description of the Probable Impacts of the Praposed Action

At the time of the construction permit review, 1t was assumed that
material would erode from the bottom of the barge slip into the
Colorado River. 1In reality, the normal tidal activity and
fluctuating river condftions create an eddy effect in the barge slip
resulting in the transport of river sediments into the slip. The
general quiescent condition 1n the barge slip results in sediment
being deposited over any stabflizing material on the bottom. Thus,
the s1ip is a repository for sediment rather than a source, and the
stabilizing material cannot serve its purpose of reducing sedimenta-
tion. Consequently, the deletion of the requirement to cover the
barge stip with stabilizing materfal will not result in an adverse
jmpact on the Colorado River,

The second construction permit amendment would allow the permittes

to decommission two sedimentation basins which received runoff during
station construction. The two basins -- the East and West Sedimentation
Basins -- currently serve the station site; other basins serving the
cooling lake will not ba affected by this amendment. The permittee
desires to decommissfon the two basins so that he might construct the
permanent storm drainage system. Onsite space limitations necessitate
this sequence of events. - :

During the construction permit review, staff calculated the amount
of total suspended solids {TSS) expacted to occur due to storm
runoff during construction. This value was found to be acceptable,
and actual data have been considerably below the estimates (180 ppm
vs. 500 ppm).

Calculations of TSS resulting from the decommissioning of the two -
sedimentation basins have shown that these values, too, will be

much lower than the acceptable levels calculated during tha con-
struction permit review {240 ppm vs. 900 ppm). Furthermore, the
effacts of decommissioning the two sedimentation basins will be of

a temporary nature in that the permanent storm drain system will be

in place in early 1979.  The permittee also plans to {mplement an
crosion stabilization plan during the interim between the construction
and permanent systems, and this plan will further reduce the 1TSS con-
centrations in the storm runoff.

Thus, because of the temporary nature of the period between sedi-
rmentation basin decommissioning and implementation of the perma-
nent storm drainage system, because the permittee will reduce erosion
through the uss of an acceptable stabilization program, and because
the impacts are expected to be much lower than those found accep-~
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table during the construction permit review, the impacts resulting
from this second construction permit amendment wiil be insignificant
and accaptable,

Safety Consideration

Wa have determined that the requested amendment, pertaining to the
control of erosion and sedimentation on the plant site, does not
involve any increase in the probability or consequencas of accidents
previously considered, or a decrease in any safety margin. Therefore,
there 1s no significant hazards consideration. Further, there is
reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public will

not be endangered by continued construction under the proposed
amendad construction permits. Ye reaffirm our conclusfons as stated
in our Safety Evaluation Report and its Supplement.

Conclusion and Basis for Negative Decl;ration

On the basis of the foregofng analysis and the MRC staff evaluation,
it 1s concluded that there will be no significant environmental
impacts attributable to the proposed action. Furthermore, any

fmpacts which do occur will be less than those predicted and described
in the staff's FES {ssued 1n March 1975. Having made this conclusion,
the Commission has further concluded that no envirenmental impact
statement for the proposed actfon need ba prepared, and that a
necative declaration to this effact is appropriate.

i/

Jeremiah D. Jackson, Project Manager

Environmental Projects Branch 1

Division of Site Safety and
Environmental Analysis

George W. Knighton, Chief
Environmental Projects Branch 1

Division of Site Safety and
Environmental Analysis

Dated: ﬂﬁy 15 m
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