I January 2, 1991

N

Docket No. 50-397

Mr. G. C. Sorensen, Manager

Regulatory Programs

Washington Public Power Supply System

P. 0. Box 968

3000 George Washington Way \
Richland, Washington 99352

Dear Mr. Sorensen:

SUBJECT: ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT OF REQUESTED EXEMPTION FROM 10 CFR 55.45(b)
(2)(4iii) FILING DEADLINE AND 10 CFR 55.45(b)(2)(iv) (TAC NO. 76488)

Enclosed for your information is a copy of an "Environmental Assessment and
Finding of No Significant Impact." The Environmental Assessment relates to
your letters dated April 4, 1990 (602-90-068), and September 27, 1990
(602-90-158), requesting exemption from the requirement of 10 CFR 55.45(b)
(2)(§ii) to file NRC Form 474, "Simulation Facility Certification," by March 26,
1991. You have requested an alternate filing date of September 30, 1992.

You also requested exemption from the requirements of 10 CFR 55.45(b)(2)(iv)

to permit continued administration of the simulator portion of operator
1icen$ing exams on your current upgraded simulator until your new simulator is
certified.

The Environmental Assessment has been sent to the 0ffice of the Federal Register
for publication.

Sincerely,

Qrigina! gigned BY:

Patricia L. Eng, Project Manager
Project Directorate V

Division of Reactor Projects III/IV/V
0ffice of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosure:
As stated

cc w/enclosure:
See next page
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Mr. G. C. Sorensen
Washington Public Power Supply System

cc:

Mr. J. W. Baker

WNP-2 Plant Manager

Washington Public Power Supply System
P.0. Box 968, MD 927M

Richland, Washington 99352

G. E. C. Doupe, Esq.

Washington Public Power Supply System
3000 George Washington Way

P. 0. Box 968

Richland, Washington 99532

Mr. R. G. Waldo, Chairman

Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council
Mail Stop PY-11

Olympia, Washington 98504

Mr. Alan G. Hosler, Licensing Manager
Washington Public Power Supply System
P. 0. Box 968, MD 956B

Richland, Washington 99352

Mr. A. Lee Oxsen, Acting

Managing Director for Operations
Washington Public Power Supply System
P. 0. Box 968, MD 1023

Richland, Washington 99352

Mr. Gary D. Bouchey, Director
Licensing and Assurance

Washington Public Power Supply System
P. 0. Box 968, MD 280

Richland, Washington 99352

(10)

WPPSS Nuclear Project No. 2
(WNP-2)

Regional Administrator, Region V
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
1450 Maria Lane, Suite 210

Walnut Creek, California 94586

Chairman

Benton County Board of Commissioners
P. 0. Box 190

Prosser, Washington 99350-0190

Mr. R. C. Sorensen

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
P. 0. Box 69

Richland, Washington 99352

Nicholas S. Reynolds, Esq.
Winston & Strawn

1400 L Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005-3502
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UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON PUBLIC POWER SUPPLY SYSTEM

DOCKET NO. 50-397

WPPSS NUCLEAR PROJECT NO. 2

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT AND FINDING OF NO_SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) is considering
issuance of an exemption from 10 CFR 55.45(b)(2)(iii) and 10 CFR 55.45(b)
(2)(iv) for Facility Operating License NPF-21 issued to Washington Public
Power Supply System (WPPSS), for operation of WPPSS Nuclear Project No. 2
Jocated on the Hanford Reservation, Benton County, Washington.

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Identification of Proposed Action

The proposed exemption would extend the date for filing NRC Form 474,
"Simulation Facility Certification," as required by 10 CFR 55.45(b)(2)(ii1)
from March 26, 1991, to September 30, 1992. The licensee also proposed an
exemption from 10 CFR 55.45(b)(2)(iv) to allow continued used of its
current simulator for operator training and examinations until certification
of its new simulator.

The proposed action is in accordance with the licensee's application for
exemption dated April 4, 1990, as amended on September 27, 1990.

The Need for the Proposed Action
The proposed exemption to 10 CFR 55.45(b)(2)(iii) and 10 CFR 55.45(b)

(2)(iv), is required in order to permit continued training and examination of
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licensed operators and continued plant operation until the licensee has
procured and certified a plant-referenced simulator in accordance with the
dates specified in 10 CFR Part 55; however, it has been notified by the
simulator manufacturer that delivery of the new simulator will be delayed.

Environmental Impact of the Proposed Action

The Commission has completed its eva]uatidn of the proposed exemptions
and concludes that approval of these exemptions will not endanger the public
health and safety. Acceleration of the licensee's schedule to certify the
simulator would be at great expense and may impact the quality of the simulator.
Training licensed operator candidates at other facilities would also be
expensive and defeat the intent of 10 CFR 55.45. The licensee has continuously
upgraded its current simulator and successfully conducted operator training and
examinations. The licensee has asserted that upgrade of its current simulator
will continue until receipt and certification of its new simulator. Therefore,
the proposed changes do not increase the probability or consequences of accidents,
no changes are being made in the types of any effluents that may be released
offsite, and there is no significant increase in the allowable individual or
cumulative occupational radiation exposure. Accordingly, the Commission
concludes that this proposed exemption would result in no significant radio-
logical environmental impact.

With regard to potential nonradiological impacts, the proposed exemption
involves the training and examination of licensed operator candidates. It does
not affect nonradiological plant effluents and has no other environmental impact.
Therefore, the Commission concludes that there are no significant nonradiological

environmental impacts associated with the proposed exemption.



Alternative to the Proposed Action

Since the Commission concluded that there are no significant environmental
effects that would result from the proposed action, any alternatives with equal
or greater environmental impacts need not be evaluated.

The principal alternative would be to deny the requested exemption. This
would not reduce environmental impacts of p]ant operation and would result in
reduced operational flexibility.

Alternative Use of Resources

This action does not involve the use of resources not previously considered
in the Final Environmental Statement related to operation of the WPPSS Nuclear
Project No. 2, dated December 1981.

Agencies and Persons Consulted

The NRC staff reviewed the licensee's request and did not consult other

agencies or persons.

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The Commission has determined not to prepare an environmental impact
statement for the proposed exemption.

Based upon the foregoing environmental assessment, the Commission concludes
that the proposed action will not have a significant effect on the quality of

the human environment.



For further details with respect to this action, see the licensee's
application for exemption dated April 4, 1990, and the amendment thereto dated
September 27, 1990, which are available for public inspection at the
Commission's Public Document Room, Gelman Building, 2120 L Street, N.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20555 and at the local public document room at the Richland
Public Library, 955 Northgate Street, Richland, Washington 99352.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 2nd day of January 1991.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

ﬁwaz.zﬂyw

James E. Dyer, Director

Project Directorate V

Division of Reactor Project III/IV/V
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation



