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REQUEST FOR PUBLICATION IN MONTHLY FR NOTICE - NOTICE OF 
CONSIDERATION OF ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENTS TO FACILITY 
OPERATING LICENSE AND PROPOSED NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS 
CONSIDERATION DETERMINATION AND OPPORTUNITY FOR A HEARING

Southern California Edison Company, et al, Docket No. 50-361, San Onofre Nuclear 

Generating Station, Unit 2, San Diego County, California 

Date of amendment request: January 17, 1984 

Description of amendment request: The proposed amendment would implement 

International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) Safeguards at Unit 2 of Southern 

California Edison Company, et. al's San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station 

(SONGS 2) (the facility) by the addition of a license condition subjecting 

the facility to TAEA safeguards inspections. The purpose of IAEA safeguards 

inspection is to permit the IAEA to verify that source or special fissionable 

material at the facility is not withdrawn (except as provided in the US/IAEA 

Safeguards Agreement (Agreement)) from the facility while such material is 

being safeguarded under the Agreement. The Agreement was ratified as a treaty 

on July 2, 1980. The Argeement contains provisions that parallel agreements 
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between the IAEA and non-nuclear weapons states, the prinicipal difference 

being the exclusion of functional security activities.  

By letter dated July 8, 1983, the licensee was informed that SONGS 2 

had been identified by the TAEA under Article 39(b) of the Agreement for the 

application of IAEA Safeguards. Under the Agreement, the IAEA is allowed to 

identify the facilities (from among the list provided by the US in accordance 

with Article 1(b) of the Agreement) in which it wishes to apply safeguards.  

In the same letter, the licensee was advised that the US and the IAEA would 

develop a Facility Attachment in consultation with the licensee, which would 

define the IAEA safeguards inspection program for SONGS 2. By letter dated 

August 30, 1983, the licensee provided the NRC staff with a description of 

the SONGS 2 facility design, the nuclear material control procedures, and 

the accounting procedures. Using the information provided in the above 

letter, a draft Facility Attachment was developed in accordance with the 

requirements in 10 CFR Part 75 and transmitted to the licensee by letter 

dated November 28, 1983 for its review and comment. Part 75 provides that a 

Facility Attachment will be referenced in a license condition, and it authorizes 

the Commission to issue license amendments, as necessary, for implementation 

of the principal text of the Agreement and the Facility Attachment (as amended
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from time-to-time). On January 17, 1984, the licensee submitted an application 

for license amendment which would add a license condition pertaining to the 

IAEA safeguards inspection program. The proposed amendment, which is in 

response to this request, would specify through reference to the Facility 

Attachment: 

(1) Features of the facility and nuclear material relevant to the application 

of safeguards to nuclear material in sufficient detail to facilitate 

verification; 

(2) Material balance areas to be used for IAEA accounting purposes and 

those strategic points which are key measurement points and which will be 

used to determine flow and inventory of nuclear material; 

(3) Timing and procedures for taking physical inventory of nuclear material 

for IAEA accounting purposes; 

(4) Recording and reporting requirements and records evaluation procedures; 

(5) Requirements and procedures for verification of the quality and location 

of nuclear material; 

(6) Appropriate combinations of containment and surveillance methods and 

techniques at the strategic points at which they are to be applied; 

(7) Loss limits and changes in containment pertaining to special reporting 

requirements;
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(8) Actions required to be taken at the request of an IAEA inspector; 

(9) Types of modifications with respect to which information is required 

in advance; 

(10) Procedures to be used for documentation of requests pertaining to 

expenses; and 

(11) Requirements related to the installed IAEA instruments and devices, 

namely, seals in the containment and surveillance cameras in the con

tainment and in the spent fuel pool area.  

Basis for proposed no significant hazards consideration determination: The 

Commission has provided guidance in the form of examples about the application 

of three standards set out in 10 CFR 50.92 for determining whether license 

amendments involve no significant hazards considerations (48 FR 14870). These 

examples are not applicable to the issues addressed in the proposed amendment.  

The basis for proposing that the proposed amendment does not involve a 

significant hazards consideration is that the IAEA safeguards inspection 

program and use of the equipment as part of that program (as described in 

the proposed amendment) are not related to any accident previously evaluated, 

do not alter any safety related design basis of the facility or its operation 

and do not affect any margin of safety. Therefore, the three standards 

are met because operation of the facility in accordance with the proposed
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amendment would not (1) involve a significant increase in the probability or 

consequences of an accident previously evaluated, (2) create the possibility 

of a new or different kind of accident, or (3) involve a significant reduction 

in a margin of safety.  

Local Public Document Room location: San Clemente Library, 242 Avenida Del 

Mar, San Clemente, California 

Attorney for licensee: Charles R. Kocher, Esq., Southern California Edison 

Company, 2244 Walnut Grove Avenue, P. 0. Box 800, Rosemead, California 91770 

and Orrick, Herrington & Sutcliffe, Attn: David R. Pigott, Esq., 600 Montgomery 

Street, San Francisco, California 94111.  

NRC Branch Chief: George W. Knighton 

George W. Knighton, Chief 
Licensing Branch No. 3 
Division of Licensing 

cc: P. Kruetzer 

*See previous concurrence.  
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INITIAL 
NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION DETERMINATION 

AND NOTICING ACTION 

Docket No. 50-361 Facility: San Onofre Unit 2 

Licensee: So. Calif. Edison Co., et al Date of application: 1/17/84 

Request for: Change to license to implement IAEA Safeguards at Unit 2 by adding 
condition subjecting the facility to IAEA safeguaalds inspections

(See attached notice or press release for more details.) 

Initial Determination: 

(X) Proposed determination - amendment request involves no significant hazards 
considerations (NSHC).  

( ) Final determination - amendment request involves significant hazards 
considerations (SHC).  

Basis for Determination 

( ) Licensee's NSHC discussion has been reviewed and is accepted. See attached 
amendment request.  

(•) Basis for this determination is presented in the attached notice.  

) Other (state):

845086
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(Attach additional sheets as needed.) 

Initial Noticing Action: (Attach appropriate notice or input for monthly FRN) 

1. (X) Monthly FRN. Notice of opportunity for hearing (30 days) and request 
for comments on proposed NSHC determination - monthly FRN input is 
attached (Attachment 8).  

2. ) Individual FRN (30 days). Same nutice matter as above. Time does not 
allow waiting for next monthly FRN (Attachments 9a and 9b).  

(THIS FORM SHOULD BE TYPED EXCEPT FOR-UNUSUAL, URGENT CIRCUMSTANCES.)
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3. ) Local media notice. Valid exigent circumstances exist (evaluated below).  
Local media notice requesting public comments on proposed NSHC 
determination is attached (Attachment 10).  

4. ) No notice. A valid emergency situation exists (evaluated below) and 
there is no time for public notice on proposed- NSHC determ-wnat~ion.  
(No attachment.) 

5. ) Individual FRN (30-days). Licensee's claim of exigent or emergency 
circumstances is invalid (evaluated below). Notice of opportunity for 
hearing (30 days) and request for comments on proposed NSHC determina
tion is attached (Attachments 9a and 9b). Letter of explanation to 
licensee is also attached.  

6. ) Individual FRN (30-days). The amendment request involves SHC. Notice 
of opportunity for prior hearing is attached (Attachment 5). Letter 
to licensee also attached.  

7. ) Individual Short FRN. Valid emergency circumstances exist (evaluated 
below). There is no time for the usual 30-day FRN. (Attachment 16).  

Evaluation of exigent or emergency circumstances (if applicable): 

(attach additional sheets as needed) 

Approvals: Date 

Woecti/Man, r ) 2. 4zzel , n_~ 
(Branch ief) 

3.. 4 !0 
"X'•L D )4" 

Additional approval (for noticing actions types 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7): 

4.  
(Assistant Director) 

Additional approval (for noticing action types 4 and 5): 

5.  

(Director, Division of LicensiTng) 

Attachment: as indicated 

cc: Original - Docket File (with note "Docket File only") 
Project Manager 
Licensing Assistant 
Branch Files


