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ATTN: Document Control Desk
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555-0001

BELL BEND NUCLEAR POWER PLANT
BBNPP PLOT PLAN CHANGE COLA
SUPPLEMENT: PART 2 (FSAR) SECTION 2.2
BNP-2010-258 Docket No. 52-039

References: 1) BNP-2010-175, T. L. Harpster (PPL Bell Bend, LLC) to U.S. NRC, "July 2010
BBNPP Schedule Update," dated July 16, 2010

2) BNP-2010-155, R. R. Sgarro (PPL Bell Bend, LLC) to U.S. NRC, "Submittal of
BBNPP RAI Schedule Information," dated August 4, 2010

3) BNP-2010-246, R. R. Sgarro (PPL Bell Bend, LLC) to U.S. NRC, "BBNPP Plot
Plan Change Supplement Schedule Update," dated September 28, 2010

In References 1 and 2, PPL Bell Bend, LLC (PPL) provided the NRC with schedule information
related to the intended revision of the Bell Bend Nuclear Power Plant (BBNPP) footprint within
the existing project boundary which has been characterized as the Plot Plan Change (PPC). As
the NRC staff is aware, the plant footprint relocation will result in changes to the Combined
License Application (COLA) and potentially to new and previously responded to Requests for
Additional Information (RAIs). PPL declassified this docketed schedule information from
regulatory commitment status in Reference 3, with an agreement to update the staff via weekly
teleconferences as the project moves forward.

PPL has committed to provide the NRC with COLA supplements, consisting of revised COLA
Sections and associated RAI responses/revisions, as they are developed. These COLA
supplements will only include the changes related to that particular section of the COLA and will
not include all conforming COLA changes. Conforming changes for each supplement
necessary for other COLA sections will be integrated into the respective COLA supplements
and provided in accordance with the schedule, unless the supplement has already been
submitted. In the latter case, the COLA will be updated through the normal internal change
process. The revised COLA supplements will also include all other approved changes since the
submittal of Revision 2. All COLA supplements and other approved changes will ultimately be
incorporated into the next full COLA revision.

The enclosure provides the revised BBNPP COLA Supplement, Part 2 (Final Safety Analysis
Report), Section 2.2, Revision 2a. The revised BBNPP COLA section supersedes previously
submitted information in its entirety. No departures and/or exemptions to this BBNPP COLA
section have been revised as a result of the PPC. D D,;L
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Previously submitted NRC RAI responses which refer directly to the enclosed COLA section
were also reviewed for impact from the PPC. The following previously submitted RAI responses
were reviewed for impacts:

RAI No.
02.02.03-1
02.02.03-2
02.02.03-3
02.02.03-4
02.02.03-5
02.02.03-6
02.02.03-7

Response Impacted? (Yes/No)
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

The only new regulatory commitments are to include the revised COLA sections (Enclosure) in
the next COLA revision.

If you have any questions, please contact the undersigned at 570.802.8102.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on October 12, 2010

Respectfully,

Rocco R. S o

RRS/kw

Enclosure: Revised BBNPP COLA Part 2 (FSAR); Section 2.2, Revision 2a
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cc: (w/o Enclosures)

Mr. Michael Canova
Project Manager
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
11555 Rockville Pike
Rockville, MD 20852

Mr. William Dean
Acting Regional Administrator
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Region I
475 Allendale Road
King of Prussia, PA 19406-1415

Ms. Stacey Imboden
Project Manager
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
11555 Rockville Pike
Rockville, MD 20852
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Enclosure

Revised BBNPP COLA Part 2 (FSAR), Section 2.2, Revision 2a



FSAR: Section 2.2 Nearby Industrial, Transportation And Military Facilities

2.2 NEARBY INDUSTRIAL, TRANSPORTATION AND MILITARY FACILITIES

This section of the U.S. EPR FSAR is incorporated by reference with the following supplements.

The U.S. EPR FSAR includes the following COL Item in Section 2.2:

A COL applicant that references the U.S. EPR design certification will provide
site-specific information related to the identification of potential hazards
stemming from nearby industrial, transportation, and military facilities within the
site vicinity, including an evaluation of potential accidents (such as explosions,
toxic chemicals, and fires).

This COL Item is addressed as follows:

{This section also establishes whether the effects of potential accidents in the vicinity of the
BBNPP site from present and projected industrial, transportation, and military installations and
operations should be used as design basis events for plant design parameters related to the
selected accidents.

Significant facilities and activities within 5 mi (8 kin) and major airports within 10 mi (16 kin) of
the BBNPP site were identified. These facilities and activities, and significant facilities at greater
distances, were evaluated in accordance with Regulatory Guide 1.206 (NRC, 2007b),
Regulatory Guide 1.91 (NRC, 1978a), Regulatory Guide 4.7 (NRC, 1998), and relevant sections of
both 10 CFR Part 100 (CFR, 2007d) and 10 CFR Part 50 (CFR, 2007b).

2.2.1 Location and Routes

An investigation of industrial, transportation, and military facilities within 5 mi (8 kin) of the
BBNPP site identified the following significant industrial and transportation facilities for further
evaluation:

* Industrial Facilities

* Deluxe Building Systems

* Heller's Gas and Custom Made Fireplaces

* Western International Distribution Center

* Susquehanna Steam Electric Station (SSES) Units 1 and 2

+ Pipelines

* Williams Gas Pipeline- Transco Natural Gas Pipelines (3 pipelines)

* UGI Penna Natural Gas Pipelines (2 pipelines)

* Sunoco Gasoline, Diesel Fuel, and Heating Oil Pipeline (1 pipeline)

+ Waterways

* Susquehanna River

* Highways

* Interstate 80
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FSAR: Section 2.2 Nearby Industrial, Transportation And Military Facilities

FAScteonstate Na

* U.S. Route 11

* Pennsylvania State Route 93

* Pennsylvania State Route 239

* Railroads

* Canadian Pacific Railway

* North Shore Railroad

* Airports

* SSES Helipad

* Berwick Hospital Heliport

* Airways

* Federal Airway V499

* Federal Airway V106

* Federal Airway V164

* Jet Route J584

An investigation of additional industrial, military, and transportation facilities within 5 to 10 mi
(8 to 16 kin) of the BBNPP site identified the following transportation and industrial facilities
for further evaluation:

* Industrial Facilities

UGIES Hunlock Propane Air Plant

* Airports

* Sutliff Private Airport

* Double D Skyranch Airport

* Barratta Heliport

* Airways

* Federal Airway V-1-64V232

Fcderal Air:ayV232

4, get Reute j584

* Highways
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FSAR" Section 2.2 Nearby Industrial, Transportation And Military Facilities

* Interstate 81

Figure 2.2-1 is a site vicinity map that shows the location of identified industrial and
transportation facilities, with the exception of airways, within 5 mi (8 km) of the BBNPP site.
Figure 2.2-2 illustrates the airports, jet routes, and airway routes within 10 mi (16 km) and
significant facilities between 5 and 10 mi (8 to 16km) of the BBNPP site.

An investigation of additional facilities, routes, or activities located at a distance greater than
10 mi (16 km) from the BBNPP site identified the following airways that may represent hazards
of sufficient significance to be included for further evaluation:

* Airways

* Federal Airway V188/226

* Jet RouteJ146

* Military Training Route VR707.

2.2.2 Descriptions

Descriptions of the industrial, transportation, and military facilities located in the vicinity of the
BBNPP site are provided in this section. The facilities described include those facilities
identified in Section 2.2.1 that could represent potential hazards for the BBNPP site.

Section 2.2.2.1 through Section 2.2.2.8 are added as a supplement to the U.S. EPR FSAR.

2.2.2.1 Description of Facilities

In accordance with 10 CFR 50.34 (CFR, 2007c) and Regulatory Guide 1.206 (NRC, 2007b),
feuffive facilities were identified for review: SSES Units 1 and 2, Deluxe Building Systems,
Heller's Gas and Custom Made Fireplaces,-agd-Western International Distribution Ces ter
Center, and UGIES Hunlock Propane Air Plant. Nearby sand and gravel facilities were not
evaluated due to the low hazard posed by these facilities, which do not store or use
explosives.

Table 2.2-1 provides a concise description of these facilities, including the primary functions
and major products, as well as the number of persons employed. A more detailed description
is provided in Section 2.2.2.2.1 through Section 2.2.2.2.52.2.2.2.6

2.2.2.2 Description of Products and Materials

A more detailed description of each of these facilities, including a description of the products
and materials regularly manufactured, stored, used, or transported is provided in the
subsequent sections. The chemicals identified for possible analysis and their locations
associated with SSES Units 1 and 2 are presented in Table 2.2-2. The analysis of hazards
associated with the chemicals for the four identified facilities is addressed in Section 2.2.3, and
the disposition of hazards associated with these chemicals is summarized in Table 2.2-5 and
Table 2.2-6.

2.2.2.2.1 SSES Units 1 and 2

The southwest corner of the existing SSES reactor building is located approximately 1-#--6!55.
feet 404(200 m) north and 4,7425,032 feet 4A42(1,534 m) east of the BBNPP reactor building. I
SSES Unit 1 and Unit 2 are both boiling water reactors (BWRs) licensed by the NRC. SSES Unit 1
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FSAR: Section 2.2 Nearby industrial, Transportation And Military Facilities

has a generating capacity of 1,105 MWe, and has been in commercial operation since 1983.
SSES Unit 2 has a generating capacity of 1,111 MWe, and SSES Unit 2 has been in commercial
operation since 1985. (NRC, 2008a) (NRC, 2008b).

2.2.2.2.2 Deluxe Building Systems

The Deluxe Building Systems facility is located approximately 4.6 mi (7.4 km) southwest of the
BBNPP site. The activities at this site include manufacturing prefabricated buildings, including
single and multi-family homes, apartment buildings, hotels, and other buildings (Deluxe,
2008).

2.2.2.2.3 Heller's Gas and Custom Made Fireplaces

The Heller's Gas and Custom Made Fireplaces facility is located approximately 4-•92.1 mi
(3-4(3.3 km) southeast of the BBNPP site. The activities at this site include selling propane to
residential, commercial, and industrial customers (Heller's Gas, 2008).

2.2.2.2.4 Western International Distribution Center

The Western International Distribution Center facility is located approximately 4-.31.5 mi
(2-(2.4 km) south-southeast of the BBNPP site. This facility is a distribution center for
acetylene, cylinders, and valves. This facility does not have access to any railroads, with
incoming and outgoing shipments delivered by truck only.

2.2.2.2.5 UGIES Hunlock Propane Air Plant

The UGIES Propane Air Plant is located approximately 9.2 mi (14.8 km) northeast of the BBNPP
site. This facility stores eighteen, 90,000 gallon tanks of propane onsite. The propane is
delivered by transport which average about 9,800 gallons (41,160 pounds) each. Delivery is
sporadic throughout the year but primarily occurs in the Spring. Full transports deliver
propane to the facility via Rt. 11 North from 1-80.

2.2.2.2.6 Mining Activities

There are no mining activities above or underground within 5 mi (8 km) of the BBNPP site
except for nearby sand and gravel facilities that were not evaluated due to the low hazard
posed by these facilities.

2.2.2.3 Pipelines

Five natural gas distribution pipelines and one oil pipeline are located within 5 mi (8 km) of the
BBNPP site as depicted in Figure 2.2-1. More detailed information about these six pipelines,
including size, age, operating pressure, depth of burial, and isolation valve type and location
descriptions, is included in Table 2.2-14.

Williams Gas Pipeline - Transco operates a pipeline corridor approximately -1-.91.7 mi (3.1 Ikrr
(2.7 km) north of the BBNPP at the nearest approach. The three Williams Gas Pipelines -
Transco pipelines in the corridor carry natural gas and are not expected to carry a different
product in the future.

UGI Penna Natural Gas operates a pipeline corridor (formerly owned by PG Energy)
approximately 40Q.25 mi (Q6(0.4 km) north of the BBNPP at the nearest approach. The two
UGI pipelines in the corridor carry natural gas and are not expected to carry a different product
in the future.

Sunoco operates an oil pipeline approximately 2.0 mi (3.2 km) northeast of the BBNPP at the

nearest approach. Sunoco also owns another oil pipeline (formerly owned by Arco and
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Atlantic), but the pipeline is not actively operated and is expected to remain inactive. The
active Sunoco pipeline carries gasoline, diesel fuel, and heating oil and is not expected to carry
a different product in the future.

2.2.2.4 Description of Waterways

The Susquehanna River is located approximately -- 41 .6 mi QL(2.6 km) south of the BBNPP at
the nearest approach. The river bends from a north to south to an east to west flow as it
approaches the area around the BBNPP site; therefore, the river is close to the south and east
sides of the BBNPP site. However, in the vicinity of the BBNPP site, the water level of the river is
too low to allow for navigation of any watercraft other than recreational watercraft.

2.2.2.5 Highways

U.S. Route 11, a north-south highway runs east and then south of the BBNPP site. Its closest
approach is approximately -4-.1.3 mi 4-14(2.0 km) south of the site. U.S. Route 11 is the main
road through the borough of Berwick. Access to the site from U.S. Route 11 is via North Market
Street, Confers Lane, and Beach Grove Road. Table 2.2-12 provides a concise desription of U.S.
Route 11 and the following highways, including the closest approach and access points to the
site.

Other major highways within 5 mi (8 km) of the site are Pennsylvania State Route (SR) 93 and
SR 239. The closest approach of SR 93 is approximately 2-.32.5 mi (-34(4.0 km) to the southwest.
The closest approach of SR 239 is approximately 2-01.9 mi 43-.(3.1 km) to the southeast. The
BBNPP site cannot be accessed via either SR 93 or SR 239, but both routes connect to U.S.
Route 11.

Two interstate highways (1-80 and 1-81) are located within 10 mi (16 km) of the BBNPP site. The
closest approach of 1-80 to the site is approximately 4.7-4.8 mi {•-6•Z.7 km) to the south.
However, most of 1-80 is located more than 5 mi (8 km) south of the site. 1-80 bends to the
north at a point directly south of the site, but quickly bends south again. Therefore, only a
small portion of 1-80 is within 5 mi (8 km) of the site. The closest approach of 1-81 is
approximately 48,.6 mi (-4137(1 3.8 km) to the southeast. (ESRI, 2008)

Information is not available about the materials transported on the roads in the vicinity of
BBNPP; therefore, Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act (SARA) Title III, Tier II
reports for facilities within 5 mi (8 km) of BBNPP and the results of a survey were reviewed to
determine chemicals that may be transported in the vicinity of BBNPP. However, when
considering the locations of the facilities that may receive shipments of hazardous materials
and the locations of the major roads (namely, 1-80, 1-81, U.S. Route 11, SR 93 and SR 239), it
seems likely that normal delivery routes would exist along U.S. Route 11 for locations in the
immediate area near BBNPP or in Shickshinny. Delivery routes along the other major roads
appear to deliver shipments to facilities farther away from BBNPP.

2.2.2.6 Railroads

There are two railroad lines located within 5 mi (8 kin) of the site. According to Columbia
County, both railroads transport hazardous and non-hazardous material, with the majority of
shipments being timber products.

The North Shore (formerly Conrail) line, approximately 0.911 mi (-.4(1.8 km) east of the BBNPP
site, is the nearest railroad line to the plant with a spur serving the SSES site. The only~traffic on
this line goes to the SSES site and would carry materials needed at SSES and at BBNPP by
extending the spur to the site. Trains on this line are very sporadic, with only a small number of

BBNPP 2-5 Rev. 2a
© 2010 UniStar Nuclear Services, LLC. All rights reserved.

COPYRIGHT PROTECTED



FSAR: Section 2.2 Nearby Industrial, Transportation And Military Facilities

trains each year. The railroad, north of the SSES site (Luzerne County, 2008), has been
converted to a bike and walking trail, called the Susquehanna Warrior Trail.

The Canadian Pacific (formerly Delaware and Hudson Railway Company) line is located on the
east bank of the Susquehanna River. Its closest approach to the site is approximately .-451.9 mi{•(-kX3.1 kin) to the east. Trains run several times a day each day on this line. Table 2.2-8

details chemicals transported on the Canadian Pacific railroad in Columbia County; it can be
assumed that these chemicals would also be transported along the railroad in Luzerne County
as well.

2.2.2.7 Aircraft and Airway Hazards

Regulatory Guide 1.70 (NRC, 1978b), Regulatory Guide 1.206 (NRC, 2007b), and NUREG- 0800
(NRC, 2007a) require that the risks due to aircraft hazards are sufficiently low. In accordance
with Regulatory Guide 1.206 and Regulatory Guide 1.70, one heliport (Berwick Hospital
Heliport), and one helipad (SSES Helipad) were identified within a 5 mi (8 km) radius of the
BBNPP site. Additionally, Regulatory Guide 4.7 (NRC, 1998) requires that major airports within
10 mi (16 km) be identified. In the vicinity of the BBNPP site, there are an additional two
airports and one heliport located within 5 to 10 mi (8 tol 6 km).

A more detailed description of each of these airports is presented in the subsequent sections,
including distance and direction from the site, number and type of aircraft based at the
airport, largest type of aircraft likely to land at the airport facility, runway orientation and
length, runway composition, hours attended, and yearly operations where available.
Information pertaining to airports located within 10 mi (16 km) of the site is presented in
tabular form in Table 2.2-4 (AirNav, 2008) (FAA, 2007). Similar information regarding the
closest major airports in the region is also presented in this table to ascertain whether these
airports are or may be of significance in the future.

2.2.2.7.1 Airports

2.2.2.7.1.1 SSES Helipad

The SSES Helipad is owned by PPL and is located on the north side of the entrance road to
SSES. This helipad is privately owned for private use located approximately --.41.6 mi (-2-42.6
km) east of the BBNPP site. The helipad is approximately 100 ft (31 m) long by 100 ft (31 m)
wide and is asphalt. Flights are approximately once per year and are usually due to a medical
emergency, contaminated worker training activity or drill, dignitary visits, or related to State
Police activities. No aircraft are based at this helipad. The number of operations per year by
aircraft type and flying patterns are not available. The helipad requires permission to land and
use is considered sporadic; therefore, further evaluation is not warranted.

2.2.2.7.1.2 Berwick Hospital Heliport

Berwick Hospital Heliport is a privately owned heliport for medical use located approximately
3.,-FO(53.5 mi (5.6 km) west of the BBNPP site. Helipad H1 is 200ft (61 m) long by 200ft (61
m) wide and is asphalt (AirNav, 2008). The number of aircraft based at the heliport, number of
operations per year by aircraft type, flying patterns, and future plans are not available for this
heliport. Flights are determined by medical emergencies and, as such, further evaluation is not
warranted.

2.2.2.7.1.3 Sutliff Private Airport

Sutliff Private Airport is a privately owned airport for private use located approximately -5-67.0
mi (9.0-k--)(11.3 km) northwest of the BBNPP site. Runway N/S is 1,200 ft (366 m) long by 100 ft I
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(31 m) wide and is turf (AirNav, 2008). The number of aircraft based at the heliport, number of
operations per year by aircraft type, flying patterns, and future plans are not available for this
airport. This airport requires permission to land and use is considered sporadic; therefore,
further evaluation is not warranted.

2.2.2.7.1.4 Double D Skyranch Airport

Double D Skyranch Airport is a privately owned airport for private use located approximately
5.7 mi (9.28.1 mi (13.0 km) east-southeast of the BBNPP site. Runway 8/26 is 1,835 ft (559 m)
long by 100 ft (31 m) wide and is turf. Runway 8/26 is marked by white tires that are 150 ft (46
m) apart. Five aircraft are based at this airport: one single engine airplane and four ultralights
(AirNav, 2008). The number of operations per year by aircraft type, flying patterns, and future
plans are not available for this airport. This airport requires permission to land and use is
considered sporadic; therefore, further evaluation is not warranted.

2.2.2.7.1.5 Barratta Heliport

Barratta Heliport is a privately owned heliport for private use located approximately r6-49.3 mi
(10.34k*l:415.0 km) east-northeast of the BBNPP site. Helipad H1 is 400 ft (122 m) long by 300 ft
(91 m) wide and is turf. One aircraft is based at the airport, which is a helicopter (AirNav, 2008).
The number of operations per year by aircraft type, flying patterns, and future plans are not
available for this airport. The heliport requires permission to land and use is considered
sporadic; therefore, further evaluation is not warranted.

2.2.2.7.2 Aircraft and Airway Hazards

Regulatory Guide 1.70, Regulatory Guide 1.206, and NUREG-0800 indicate that the risks due to
aircraft hazards should be sufficiently low. Further, aircraft accidents that could lead to
radiological consequences in excess of the exposure guidelines of 10 CFR 50.34(a)(1) with a
probability of occurrence greater than 1.OE-7 per year should be considered in the design of
the plant.

NUREG-0800, Section 3.5.1.6 provides a three part acceptance criteria test for concluding the
probability of aircraft accidents to be less than 1.OE-7 per year: (A) meeting plant-to-airport
distance and projected annual operations criteria; (B) plant is at least 5 mi (8 km) from military
training routes; and, (C) plant is at least 2.0 statute mi (3.2 km) beyond the nearest edge of a
federal airway.

The nearest public airport is the Hazleton Municipal Airport, which is located 44-1311.0 mi
-1-8.2(1 7.7 km) from the center of containment for BBNPP. At this distance, the threshold of
number of annual operations from proximity criterion (A) of the acceptance criteria section of
Section 3.5.1.6 is 127,234 operations per year. As Table 2.2-4 shows, the projected number of
annual operations at this airport through 2025 is 34,837 operations (FAA, 2007). The 2025
projected number of annual operations is less than the threshold number of 127,234
operations for this airport. For the other public airports in Table 2.2-4, the separation distance
is greater than that for the Hazleton Municipal Airport. The threshold number of annual
operations increases with the distance squared, and the data in the table shows that in terms
of best available information (that is, either the 2025 projection of number of annual
operations or the latest available number of operations), the separation criteria of Section
3.5.1.6 will be met by all listed public airports in Table 2.2-4.

Table 2.2-4 shows that there are several private airports, helipads, and heliports within the
vicinity of the BBNPP site. The exact number of operations at the airports, helipad, or heliport
is not available, but operations can be considered to be sporadic due to their private
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ownership. As stated earlier, these airports, heliports, and helipads do not require further
hazard evaluations due to their private ownership and sporadic operations that are most likely
below the proximity criteria.

The closest military training route is VR 707, located -1-8918.5 mi I0M4(29.8 km) from the center
of containment for BBNPP. This meets the distance screening criterion of 5 mi (8 km) in
criterion B in the acceptance criteria section of NUREG-0800, Section 3.5.1.6. No additional
review of military operations on VR 707 is necessary due to the proximity of the airway in
comparison to the center of containment for BBNPP.

There are 67 federal airways: V499, V1 06, V1 64, V232, V1 88/226,-jJ 4.6 and J584 near BBNPP.
-weFour of these, V499-V499, V 06, V1 64, and V-104,_J584 do not meet the screening criterion

of 2.0 mi (3.2 km) in criterion C of the acceptance criteria section of NUREG-0800, Section
3.5.1.6. V 614, V232, and J584 meet this distance criterion cozsely; 3.5.1.6.; V232 is close to the
screening criteria while J146 and V1 88/226 meets the distance criterion comfortably. A
probablistic risk assessment of the aircraft hazard at BBNPP has been performed and shows a
core damage frequency (CDF) of 9.9E-8/year, less that 1.OE-7/year. This analysis is
demonstrably conservative, as it postulates the maximum possible damage to the structures
that are not hardened for aircraft crash and applies this consequence to all crashes regardless
of the size of plane. This analysis is summarized in FSAR Section 19.1.5.4.4.

2.2.2.8 Projections of Industrial Growth

Overall, a small percentage of Luzerne County is industrial, with the majority of industries in
the larger cities of Wilkes-Barre, Pittson, and Hazelton. The major industry in Salem Township
is SSES Units 1 and 2. Salem Township also includes part of Berwick, which includes several
industrial areas (Lackawanna-Luzerne, 2007).

Luzerne County is in the process of developing a county comprehensive plan in a joint effort
with nearby Lackawanna County. Therefore, no industrial growth projections are available for
Luzerne County. However, the Luzerne County Office of Community Development released
their "Action Plan" for 2007 to 2008 and Columbia County's comprehensive plan provides
some insight into the industrial growth in that county.

The Luzerne County Office of Community Development's action plan identified several
economic development needs in Salem Township, including acquiring and developing 120 ac
(48 ha) of land for a business/industrial park and constructing another building in the Salem
Industrial Estates industrial park (Luzerne County, 2007). Therefore, it can be inferred that the
Office of Community Development expects to attract more industries to Salem Township,
which is within the vicinity of the BBNPP site.

A review of nearby Columbia County's Comprehensive Plan shows that approximately 1,860
ac (753 ha) of the 83,134 zoned ac (33,643 ha) are zoned as industrial, while most of the land in
the county is agricultural or open space. Within Berwick, which is in Columbia County, there
are 2 industrial parks: the Berwick Industrial Park and the Briar Creek Industrial Park. The
Berwick Industrial Park is located on the west side of Berwick, north of U.S Route 11,
approximately 40-i (6,44.1 mi (6.6 km) southwest of the BBNPP site; the Briar Creek Industrial
Park is located 6=06.1 mi P9-.7(9.8 km) southwest of BBNPP. The plan states that through the
year 2010, an additional 20 ac (8 ha) would be required for industries. However, a 1989 study
showed that an additional 9.7 ac (3 ha) of land per year would be needed for industrial
purposes. Therefore, approximately 136 ac (55 ha) may be required for industries through
2010.
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SignFificant industrial facilities located within 5 mni (8 kin) of the BBNPP site arc shown en
Figurce 2.2 1, and a ccnc~ise deScriptien of these faciliti6es is provyided in Table 2.2 1. A review of
available Luzerane County planning d cu.m.Pen tt dcsntniatRAnY futur~e projectinS of
mnajor m~ilitary Or tr~anFSPortation (MPG, 2008) facilities located within the vicinity of the BBNPP
site with the .... ptien. .f the .UtU.e industrial development in Salem Township ad-the
constru-ction of ,1NPP Site.Iforecasts only Western International Distribution Center for
possible future expansion.1

2.2.3 Evaluation of Potential Accidents

The U.S. EPR FSAR includes the following COL Item in Section 2.3:

A COL applicant that references the U.S. EPR design certification will provide
information concerning site-specific evaluations to determine the consequences
that potential accidents at nearby industrial, transportation, and military facilities
could have on the site. The information provided by the COL applicant will include
specific changes made to the U.S. EPR design to qualify the design of the site
against potential external accidents with an unacceptable probability of severe
consequences.

This COL Item is addressed as follows:

{On the basis of the information provided in Section 2.2.1 and Section 2.2.2, the potential
accidents to be considered as design-basis events and the potential effects of those accidents
on the nuclear plant, in terms of design parameters (e.g., overpressure, missile energies) or
physical phenomena (e.g., impact, flammable or toxic clouds) were identified in accordance
with 10 CFR 20 (CFR, 2007a), 10 CFR 52.79(a)(1)(vi) (CFR, 2007g), 10 CFR 50.34 (CFR, 2007c), 10
CFR 100.20 (CFR, 2007e) 10 CFR 100.21 (CFR, 2007f), Regulatory Guide 1.70 (NRC, 1978b),
Regulatory Guide 1.78 (NRC, 2001), Regulatory Guide 1.91 (NRC, 1978a), Regulatory Guide
1.206 (NRC, 2007b), and Regulatory Guide 4.7 (NRC, 1998). The events are discussed in the
following sections.

Sections 2.2.3.1 and 2.2.3.2 are added as a supplement to the U.S. EPR FSAR.

2.2.3.1 Determination of Design-Basis Events

Design-basis events internal and external to the nuclear plant are defined as those accidents
that have a probability of occurrence on the order of magnitude of 1.OE-7 per year, or greater,
with the potential consequences serious enough to affect the safety of the plant to the extent
that the guidelines in 10 CFR Part 100 (CFR, 2007d) could be exceeded. The following accident
categories were considered in selecting design-basis events: explosions, flammable vapor
clouds (delayed ignition), toxic chemicals, fires, collisions with intake structure, liquid spills,
and radiological hazards. The postulated accidents that would result in a chemical release
were analyzed at the following locations:

* Nearby transportation routes such as U.S. Route 11, the Susquehanna River, the
Canadian Pacific Railway, and nearby natural gas pipelines.

* Nearby chemical and fuel storage facilities (industry in the towns of Berwick,
Nescopeck, and Shickshinny).

* Adjacent site chemical storage (SSES Units 1 and 2) and onsite chemical storage
(BBNPP).
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FSAR: Section 2.2 Nearby Industrial, Transportation And Military Facilities

2.2.3.1.1 Explosions

Accidents involving detonations of high explosives, munitions, chemicals, or liquid and
gaseous fuels were considered for facilities and activities in the vicinity of the plant or onsite,
where such materials are processed, stored, used, or transported in quantity. The effects of
explosions are a concern in analyzing structural response to blast pressures. The effects of
blast pressure from explosions from nearby railways, highways, navigable waterways, or
facilities to critical plant structures were evaluated to determine if the explosion would have
an adverse effect on plant operation or would prevent a safe shutdown.

The allowable and actual distances of hazardous chemicals transported or stored were
determined in accordance with NRC Regulatory Guide 1.91, Revision 1, Evaluations of
Explosions Postulated to Occur on Transportation Routes Near Nuclear Power Plants (NRC,
1978a). Regulatory Guide 1.91 cites 1 psi (6.9 kPa) as a conservative value of peak positive
incident overpressure, below which no significant damage would be expected. Regulatory
Guide 1.91 defines this safe distance by the relationship R > kW113 where R is the distance in
feet from an exploding charge of W pounds of TNT; and the value k is a constant. For
hydrocarbons, the TNT mass equivalent, W, was determined following guidance in Regulatory
Guide 1.91, where W is taken as being 240% of the explosive mass of the chemical. For
non-hydrocarbons (ammonia and hydrogen), an equation from the Fire Protection
Engineering Handbook (SFPE, 1995) comparing the heats of combustion to TNT was also used
to determine the TNT mass equivalent. A second method, aiso using the idea of TNT
equivalence, based on equations in NUREG/CR-2462 (NRC 1983), was also used to determine
the allowable distance. The limiting explosive standoff distance between the Regulatory Guide
1.91 method and the NUREG/CR-2462 method is the distance listed below and in Table 2.2-8.

Conservative assumptions were used to determine a safe distance, or minimum separation
distance, required for an explosion to have less than 1 psi (6.9 kPa) peak incident pressure.
When the heat of combustion method was used, an explosion yield factor of 10 percent was
applied.-applied for unconfined explosions and an explosion yield of 100 percent was used for
confined explosions. The yield factor is an estimation of the available combustion energy
released during the explosion as well as a measure of the explosion confinement (NRC, 2004a).
Use of a 10 percent yield is conservative for unconfined explosions because it is the highest in
the range of expected yields based on testing results (SFPE, 1995):

* For some atmospheric liquids (i.e., diesel) the storage vessel was assumed to contain
the full volume at the upper explosive limit of the fuel vapors. This is conservative
because this scenario produces the maximum flammable mass given that it is the fuel
vapor, not the liquid fuel that explodes (NRC, 2004a). These assumptions are
consistent with those used in Chapter 15 of NUREG-1 805 (NRC, 2004a).

* For compressed or liquified gases (i.e., propane, hydrogen), it was conservatively
assumed that the entire content of the storage vessel will be between the upper and
lower explosive limits, given that the instantaneous depressurization of the vessel
would result in vapor concentrations throughout the explosive range at varying
pressures and temperatures that could not be assumed. Therefore, the entire content
of the storage vessel was considered as the flammable mass.

The adjacent site and onsite chemicals (Table 2.2-5), nearby facilities chemicals (Table 2.2-6),
and hazardous materials potentially transported on U.S. Route 11 or on railroads (Table 2.2-3
and Table 2.2-8) were evaluated to ascertain which hazardous materials had the potential to
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explode, thereby requiring further analysis. The effects of selected explosion events are

summarized in Table 2.2-10 and in the following sections relative to the release source.

Pipelines

There are two bounding natural gas pipelines and one gasoline pipeline in the vicinity of
BBNPP: a Transco 42 in. natural gas pipeline that is 4--91 .7 mi (34(2.7 km) from BBNPP, a UGI 12 I
in. natural gas pipeline that is 0440.25 mi 40-(0.40 km) from BBNPP, and a Sunoco 6.625 in.
gasoline pipeline that is 2.0 mi (3.2 km) from BBNPP. An explosion at the break point of one of
these pipelines would involve a much smaller amount of mass than a delayed ignition vapor
cloud explosion. Therefore, an explosion at the break point is bounded by the delayed ignition
vapor cloud explosion discussed in Section 2.2.3.1.2. It is concluded that damaging
overpressures from an explosion from a rupture in the natural gas or gasoline pipelines would
not adversely affect the operations of BBNPP.

Waterway Traffic

The Susquehanna River is the only waterway within 5 mi (8 km) of BBNPP. The Susquehanna
River is too shallow for any boat aside from personal watercraft. No releases or explosions are
analyzed for any boats or barges.

Highways

Table 2.2-3 and Table 2.2-8 details the hazardous materials potentially transported on U.S.
Route 11. The materials that were identified for further analysis for explosive potential were
propane, gasoline, and acetylene. The maximum quantity of the identified chemicals assumed
to be transported on the roadway was 80,000 lb (36,287 kg) (CFR, 1998). The maximum
quantity of acetylene that is transported is 16,000 lb (7,260 kg) based in the survey of nearby
facilities.

An analysis of the identified chemicals was conducted using TNT equivalency methodologies,
as described this section. The results indicate that the minimum separation distances (i.e., safe
distances) are less than the shortest distance to a safety-related BBNPP structure from any
point on U.S. Route 11. The closest safety-related BBNPP structure is located approximately
G.9-50.98 mi -_453(1.58 km) from U.S. Route 11. The minimum separation distance for propane
and gasoline was calculated to be 0.72 mi (1.16 km); and for acetylene, 0.41 mi (0.66 km)
(Table 2.2-10). Therefore, an explosion involving potentially transported hazardous materials
on U.S. Route 11 would not adversely affect operation of BBNPP.

Adjacent Site and Onsite Chemicals

BBNPP is located in close proximity to the existing SSES Units 1 and 2, and their associated
chemical storage locations. The hazardous materials stored at the SSES site that were
identified for further analysis with regard to explosive potential are gasoline, hydrogen, and
diesel.

The 61,642 lb (27,960 kg) of gasoline is in an underground storage tank. Therefore, it was
assumed that the explosion would be bounded by an event involving an 80,000 lb (36,287 kg)
gasoline delivery tanker, either in route, or during or following a filling operation.

A conservative analysis using TNT equivalency methods as described in this section was used
to determine safe distances for the storage of the identified hazardous materials.

The safe distance for the hydrogen is 0.34 mi (0.55 km); and for diesel is 0.42 mi (0.68 km). The
hydrogen tank is approximately 0,690.70 mi (-h-14(1.13 km), and the diesel storage tank is
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approximately 0.85 mi (1.37 km) from the nearest safety-related structure for BBNPP
(Table 2.2-10).

Two chemicals at SSES were identified for further analysis with regard to an explosive
overpressure relating to a boiling liquid expanding vapor cloud explosion (BLEVE). A rupture
of a storage tank of liquid nitrogen or liquid oxygen would cause a large fraction of the mass
of gas to flash to vapor, sending an overpressure wave. The safe standoff distance for a BLEVE
of the liquid nitrogen tank is 0.05 miles (0.08 km) and for the liquid oxygen tank is 0.10 miles
(0.16 km). This is much less than the actual standoff distance of 0,690.70 miles 4-.441.(1 .3 km)
(Table 2.2-8).

The results using this methodology indicate that the minimum separation distances (i.e., safe
distances) are less than the shortest distance from any safety-related BBNPP structure to the
storage location of the identified chemicals. Therefore, an explosion of any of these chemicals
would not adversely affect operation of BBNPP.

The hazardous materials stored on-site at BBNPP that were identified for further analysis with
regard to explosive potential were diesel, dimethylamine, gasoline, hydrazine, hydrogen and
argon-methane.

The safe distance for the diesel is 1,626 t4 734 ft (224 m); for the dimethylamine (2%
solution) is 290 ft (88 m); for the gasoline is 412 ft (126 m); for the hydrazine (35% solution) is
9G-5115 ft -24-5(35 m); for the hydrogen tank (48.05 pounds) is 271 ft (83 m); for the
argon-methane mixture is 164 ft (50 m); and for hydrogen cylinder (1.45 pounds) is 78 ft (24
m). These chemicals will always be further than these standoff distances from the nearest
BBNPP safety related building. These results are summarized in Table 2.2-10.

One material at BBNPP was identified for further analysis with regard to an explosive
overpressure relating to a boiling liquid expanding vapor cloud explosion (BLEVE). A rupture
of a storage tank of liquid nitrogen would cause a large fraction of the mass of nitrogen to
flash to vapor, sending an overpressure wave. The safe standoff distance for this BLEVE of the
liquid nitrogen tank is 360 ft (110 m) (Table 2.2-10).

Procedures ensure 1) the minimum separation distances (i.e., storage location and volume) for
chemicals listed in Table 2.2-5 are maintained, 2) new chemicals to be stored on-site that are
not listed in Table 2.2-5 are evaluated to establish the applicable minimum separation
distance, storage location, and volume limit for that chemical.

Nearby Facilities

There are two additional offsite facilities that store explosive chemicals that are identified for
further analysis. The hazardous materials stored at nearby facilities that were identified for
further analysis with regard to explosive potential are propane stored at Heller's Gas & Custom
Made Fireplaces, and natural gas stored at Deluxe Building Systems.

A conservative analysis using TNT equivalency methods as described in this section was used
to determine safe distances for the storage of the identified hazardous materials.

The safe distance for the mass of propane is 1.07 mi (1.72 km); and for the mass of natural gas
is 1.43 mi (2.30 km). Heller's Gas & Custom Made Fireplaces is approximately -l•681.78 mi
Q-420L.86 km), and Deluxe Building Systems is approximately 4.48 mi (7.21 km) from the
nearest safety-related structure for BBNPP (Table 2.2-10).
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The results using this methodology indicate that the minimum separation distances (i.e., safe
distances) are less than the shortest distance from a safety-related BBNPP structures to the
storage location of the identified chemicals. Therefore, an explosion of any of these chemicals
would not adversely affect operation of BBNPP.

Railways

The Canadian Pacific Railway is the only frequently operated railway within 5 mi (8 km) of
BBNPP. This railway transports chemicals that could pose a threat of an explosion. The
chemicals that were analyzed for potential stationary explosions are ammonia and butane. A
conservative analysis using TNT equivalency methods as described in this section was used to
determine safe distances for the storage of the identified hazardous materials.

The amount of hazardous chemical was conservatively chosen to be the maximum allowable
capacity of a railroad tank car. This is 34,500 gal (130,600 I) or 263,000 lb (119,000 kg) per
Federal Regulation 49 CFR 179.13 (CFR, 1970). In the cases of both ammonia and butane, the
densities are low such that 34,500 gal is limiting. Ammonia is denser than butane, so the mass
of ammonia bounds the mass of butane. In addition, it was found that the limiting method for
determining the TNT equivalent weight of ammonia is the Regulatory Guide 1.91 (NRC, 1978a)
method. Therefore, this case bounds butane. 34,500 gal of ammonia is equivalent to 196,234
lb (89,010 kg) of ammonia.

The safe standoff distance for ammonia is 1.0 mi (1.6 kin). The nearest point of approach from
the railroad to a BBNPP safety-related structure is -14-51 .63 mi 2.--3(2.62 kin). The minimum
separation distances (i.e., safe distances) are less than the shortest distance from a
safety-related BBNPP structure to the storage location of the identified chemicals. Therefore,
an explosion from any of these chemicals would not adversely affect operation of BBNPP
(Table 2.2-10).

Explosion Related Impacts Affecting the U.S. EPR Design

The U.S. EPR design is acceptable for any site when reasonable qualitative arguments can
demonstrate that the realistic probability of severe consequences from any external accident
is less than 1.OE-6 per year. Regulatory Guide 1.91 (NRC, 1978a) cites 1 psi (6.9 kPa) as a
conservative value of peak positive incident overpressure, below which no significant damage
would be expected. Safety-related BBNPP structures are designed to withstand a peak positive
overpressure of at least 1 psi without loss of function.

The analyses presented in this section demonstrate that a 1 psi (6.9 kPa) peak positive
overpressure will not be exceeded at a safety-related structure for any of the postulated
explosion event scenarios. As a result, postulated explosion event scenarios will not result in
severe consequences.

2.2.3.1.2 Flammable Vapor Clouds (Delayed Ignition)

Flammable gases in the liquid or gaseous state can form an unconfined vapor cloud that could
drift toward the plant before ignition occurs. When a flammable chemical is released into the
atmosphere and forms a vapor cloud it disperses as it travels downwind. The parts of the cloud
where the concentration is within the flammable range, between the lower and upper
flammability limits, may burn if the cloud encounters an ignition source. The speed at which
the flame front moves through the cloud determines whether it is a deflagration or a
detonation. If the cloud burns fast enough to create a detonation an explosive force is
generated.

BBNPP 2-13 Rev. 2a
© 2010 UniStar Nuclear Services, LLC. All rights reserved.

COPYRIGHT PROTECTED



FSAR: Section 2.2 Nearby Industrial, Transportation And Military Facilities

The potentially explosive chemicals at SSES Units 1 and 2 and at BBNPP are shown in
Table 2.2-5. Hazardous materials potentially transported on U.S. Route 11, the railways, or
waterways are shown on Table 2.2-3 and Table 2.2-8, and hazardous materials at nearby
facilities are shown on Table 2.2-6. These chemicals were evaluated to ascertain which
hazardous materials had the potential to form a flammable vapor cloud or vapor cloud
explosion. For those chemicals with an identified flammability range, the Areal Locations of
Hazardous Atmospheres (ALOHA) air dispersion model was used to determine the distances
where the vapor cloud may exist between the upper explosive limit (UEL) and the lower
explosive limit (LEL), presenting the possibility of ignition and potential thermal radiation
effects (ALOHA, 2007).

The identified chemicals were also evaluated to determine the possible effects of a flammable
vapor cloud explosion. ALOHA was used to model the worst case accidental vapor cloud
explosion, including the safe distances and overpressure effects at the nearest safety-related
BBNPP structure. To model the worst case in ALOHA, ignition by detonation was chosen for
the ignition source. The safe distance was measured as the distance from the spill site to the
location where the pressure wave is at 1 psi (6.9 kPa) overpressure.

Conservative assumptions were used in both ALOHA analyses with regard to meteorological
inputs and identified scenarios. The following meteorological assumptions were used as
inputs to the computer model, ALOHA: Pasquill stability class F (stable), with a wind speed of 1
m/sec; ambient temperature of 25*C; relative humidity 50%; cloud cover 50%; and an
atmospheric pressure of 1 atmosphere. Pasquill Stability class F represents the most limiting
5% of meteorological conditions observed at a majority of nuclear plant sites. For each of the
identified chemicals, it was conservatively assumed that the entire contents of the vessel
leaked forming a puddle or that the entire contents were released instantaneously as a gas.
This provides a significant surface area to maximize evaporation and the formation of a vapor
cloud in the case of liquid releases, and maximizes the peak concentration in the case of gas
releases.

Using ALOHA is conservative, however, should the results not meet the acceptance criteria,
additional mitigating factors (plume rise, plume meander, etc.) are considered in the analysis.
The Safety Evaluation Report related to the construction of Hartsfield Nuclear Power Plants
concluded that "the state of knowledge concerning the chemical reactions of natural gas
mixed with air is sufficiently well established to form a basis for the judgment that the
detonation of an unconfined natural gas dispersal in air is not a credible event" (NRC, 1976). If
it can be shown that the vapor cloud rises to an elevation such that the concentration is below
the lower flammable limit at the highest point of the plant structures, the Cloud will be
completely unconfined, and a vapor cloud detonation will not occur. Also, at that elevation
there will be no credible ignition source. To determine if the vapor cloud will be above the
plant structures, a plume buoyancy model was used. In addition, Regulatory Guide 1.145
indicates that meander can be considered in calculating the concentration at a point (NRC,
1982).

The analyzed effects of flammable vapor clouds and vapor cloud explosions from internal and
external sources are summarized in Table 2.2-12 and are described in the following sections
relative to the release source.

Pipelines

Transco operates a pipeline corridor that passes within the vicinity of the BBNPP site. At its
closest distance, this pipeline passes within approximately --•891.7 mi 43-O4(2.7 km) of BBNPP.

BBNPP 2-14 Rev. 2a
© 2010 UniStar Nuclear Services, LLC. All rights reserved.

COPYRIGHT PROTECTED



FSAR: Section 2.2 Nearby Industrial, Transportation And Military Facilities

UGI operates a pipeline corridor that passes within the vicinity of the BBNPP site. At its closest
distance, this pipeline passes within approximately 0.40.25 mi (.74-(0.40 km) of BBNPP.

These two limiting pipelines were analyzed using the methods detailed above including
plume meander and buoyancy. The maximum concentration of natural gas at a BBNPP safety
related building following a rupture of the Transco pipeline is 1-.76%.1.88%. The maximum
concentration of natural gas at a BBNPP safety related building following a rupture of the UGI
pipeline is -132%.3.37%. These are less than the lower flammable limit for natural gas, 4.4%. In
addition, because the concentrations are below the LEL, a delayed flammable vapor cloud
ignition can not occur, and therefore there will be no explosive overpressure. The results of
flammable vapor cloud ignition analyses are summarized in Table 2.2-12.

Waterway Traffic

The Susquehanna River is the only waterway within 5 mi (8 km) of BBNPP. The Susquehanna
River is too shallow for any boat aside from personal watercraft. No releases or delayed
ignition explosions are analyzed for any boats or barges in Table 2.2-12.

Highways

The closest safety-related BBNPP structure is located approximatelyO0950.98 mi -.-.. (1.58 km)
from U.S. Route 11. The hazardous materials potentially transported on U.S. Route 11 that
were identified for further analysis are propane, gasoline and acetylene. The methodology
presented previously in Section 2.2.3.1.2 was used for determining the safe distance for vapor
cloud ignition and delayed vapor cloud explosion. Consistent with Federal Regulation 23 CFR
658.17 (CFR, 1998), it was conservatively estimated that the propane and gasoline tanker
tFUE-ktrucks carried and released 80,000 lb (36,300 kg) of the identified chemical. The largest
amount of acetylene on a truck that was analyzed was 16,000 lb (7,260 kg).

Each of the identified hazardous materials was also evaluated, using the methodology
presented previously in this section, to determine the effects of a possible vapor cloud
explosion. The minimum separation distance (i.e., safe distance) for propane is 0.75 mi (1.21
km), for gasoline is 0.40 mi (0.64 km), and for acetylene is 0.79 mi (1.27 km) when
conservatively modeled as a direct release of the entire shipped quantity. The minimum
separation distances for explosions involving the identified chemicals to have less than a 1 psi
(6.9 kPa) peak incident pressure from a drifted vapor cloud are less than the shortest distance
between any safety-related BBNPP structures and any point on U.S. Route 11. Therefore, a
delayed flammable vapor cloud explosion involving the identified hazardous material with the
potential to be transported on U.S. Route 11, would not adversely affect the safe operation of
BBNPP.

The results of flammable vapor cloud ignition and explosion analyses are summarized in

Table 2.2-12.

Adjacent Site and Onsite Chemicals

BBNPP is located in close proximity to the existing SSES Units 1 and 2 and the associated
chemical storage locations. The hazardous materials stored at the SSES Units 1 and 2 site that
were identified for further analysis with regard to the potential of delayed ignition and
explosion of flammable vapor clouds are gasoline and hydrogen.

As described previously in this section, the dispersion model was used to determine the
distance a vapor cloud can travel before reaching the LEL boundary (i.e., the point at which the
vapor cloud is no longer explosive) once a vapor cloud has formed from release of the
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identified chemical. The maximum concentration of hydrogen at any safety related building is
1.49%. This is less than the lower flammable limit for hydrogen, 4%. In addition, because the
concentration is below the LEL, a delayed flammable vapor cloud ignition can not occur, and
therefore there will be no explosive overpressure. The results of flammable vapor cloud
ignition analyses are summarized in Table 2.2-12.

A vapor cloud explosion analysis was also performed using the methodology described in this
section to obtain minimum separation distances (i.e., safe distances) for the identified
chemicals. The results indicate that the minimum separation distance (i.e., the distance
required for an explosion to have less than a 1 psi (6.9 kPa) peak incident pressure) is less than
the shortest distance between a safety-related BBNPP structure from the storage location of
these chemicals.

The minimum separation distance for the 80,000 lb (36,287 kg) of gasoline in the tank truck is
0.40 mi (0.64 km). This bounds the instance of 61,642 lb (27,960 kg) of gasoline that is stored
on the SSES site. Because the minimum separation distance for a delayed vapor cloud
explosion is less than the distance from the source to the nearest BBNPP safety related
structure, the concentration of the gasoline will be less than the LEL at all BBNPP safety related
structures. The results of flammable vapor cloud ignition analyses are summarized in
Table 2.2-12.

Therefore, a flammable vapor cloud ignition or vapor cloud explosion involving the identified
chemicals would not adversely affect the safe operation of BBNPP.

The hazardous materials stored onsite that were identified for further analysis with regard to
the potential of delayed ignition and explosion of flammable vapor clouds were
dimethylamine, gasoline, hydrogen and argon-methane.

The minimum separation distance for the dimethylamine is 291 ft (89 m); for the gasoline is
1,386 ft (422 m), for the hydrogen tank (48.05 pounds) is 990 ft (302 m); for the argon-methane
mixture is 258 ft (79 m); and for the hydrogen cylinder (1.45 pounds) is 219 ft (67 m).

The results of flammable vapor cloud ignition and explosion analyses are summarized in
Table 2.2-12.

Nearby Facilities

There are two additional offsite facilities that store explosive chemicals that are identified for
further analysis. The hazardous materials stored at nearby facilities that were identified for
further analysis with regard to explosive potential are propane stored at Heller's Gas & Custom
Made Fireplaces, and natural gas stored at Deluxe Building Systems. The methodology
presented previously in this section was used for determining the safe distance for vapor
cloud ignition and delayed vapor cloud explosion.

The minimum separation distance for the propane is 1.1 mi (1.8 km). This is less than the
distance between Heller's Gas & Custom Made Fireplaces and any BBNPP safety related
structure, -1"81.78 mi -27-O(2.86 km). The minimum separation distance for the natural gas is
2.9 mi (4.7 km). This is less than the distance between Deluxe Building systems and any BBNPP
safety related structure, 4.48 mi (7.21 km). Because the minimum separation distance for a
delayed vapor cloud explosion is less than the distance from the source to the nearest BBNPP
safety related structure, the concentration of these chemicals will be less than the LEL at all
BBNPP safety related structures.
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The results of flammable vapor cloud ignition and explosion analyses are summarized in
Table 2.2-12.

Railways

The Canadian Pacific Railway is the only frequently operated railway within 5 mi (8 km) of
BBNPP. This railway transports chemicals that could pose a threat of a delayed vapor cloud
ignition. The chemicals that were analyzed for potential delayed vapor cloud ignitions are
ammonia and butane. The methodology presented previously in this section was used for
determining the safe distance for vapor cloud ignition and delayed vapor cloud explosion.

The safe standoff distance for a delayed vapor cloud ignition is 1.2 mi (1.9 km) for an ammonia
release and 1.2 mi (1.9 km) for a butane release. The nearest point of approach from the
railroad to a BBNPP safety related structure is 4A51.63 mi Q.-43(2.62 km). Because the
minimum separation distance for a delayed vapor cloud explosion is less than the distance
from the source to the nearest BBNPP safety related structure, the concentration of these
chemicals will be less than the LEL at all BBNPP safety related structures.

The results of flammable vapor cloud ignition and explosion analyses are summarized in
Table 2.2-12.

Flammable Vapor Cloud (Delayed Ignition) Related Impacts Affecting the U.S. EPR
Design

The U.S. EPR design is acceptable for any site when reasonable qualitative arguments can
demonstrate that the realistic probability of severe consequences from any external accident
is less than 1.OE-6 occurrences per year. Regulatory Guide 1.91 (NRC, 1978a) cites 1 psi (6.9 kPa)
as a conservative value of peak positive incident overpressure, below which no significant
damage would be expected. Safety-related BBNPP structures are designed to withstand a
peak positive overpressure of at least 1 psi without loss of function.

The analyses presented in this section demonstrate that a 1 psi (6.9 kPa) peak positive
overpressure will not be exceeded at a safety-related structure for any of the postulated
flammable vapor cloud, delayed ignition event scenarios.

2.2.3.1.3 Toxic Chemicals

Accidents involving the release of toxic chemicals from adjacent and on-site storage facilities
and nearby mobile and stationary sources were considered. Toxic chemicals known to be
present on-site or in the vicinity of the BBNPP site, or to be frequently transported in the
vicinity were evaluated. NRC Regulatory Guide 1.78, Revision 1, Evaluating the Habitability of a
Nuclear Power Plant Control Room During a Postulated Hazardous Chemical Release (NRC,
2001), requires evaluation of control room habitability after a postulated external release of
hazardous chemicals from mobile or stationary sources, off-site or on-site.

The potential adjacent site and on-site chemicals are identified in Table 2.2-5, hazardous
materials potentially transported on U.S. Route 11, the railroads, or the waterways are
identified inTable 2.2-3 and Table 2.2-8. Hazardous materials at nearby facilities are identified
in Table 2.2-6. These chemicals were evaluated to ascertain which hazardous materials were
analyzed with respect to their potential to form a toxic vapor cloud after an accidental release.

The first screening of hazardous chemicals follows an equation from Regulatory Guide 1.78
(NRC, 2001). This equation uses the toxicity limit of the chemical, the control room conditions,
the weather conditions, and the storage distance to determine a maximum allowable mass of
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the chemical. If this mass is greater than the actual mass then the chemical is screened out as
not posing a hazardous threat to the main control room (MCR) operators. Those chemicals
that do not meet this mass limit are further analyzed below.

The ALOHA model was used to determine the maximum distance various postulated vapor
clouds would travel before they dispersed enough to fall below the associated National
Institute of Occupational Safety and Health (NIOSH) defined Immediately Dangerous to Life
and Health (IDLH) threshold values. The ALOHA model was also used to predict the
post-release chemical concentrations in the control room to ensure that under a worst case
scenario event the control room operators will have sufficient time to take appropriate action.

The IDLH is defined by the NIOSH as a situation that poses a threat of exposure to airborne
contaminants when that exposure is likely to cause death or immediate or delayed permanent
adverse health effects or prevent escape from such an environment. The IDLHs determined by
NIOSH are established such that workers are able to escape such an environment without
suffering permanent health damage.

Some chemicals, for example, gasoline, do not have an IDLH. For these chemicals, other
toxicity limits are used. The Short Term Exposure Limit (STEL) is defined as the limit that a
person can tolerate without any side effects for 15 minutes. The Time Weighted Average
(TWA) is defined as the average concentration that a person can be exposed to for 8 hours a
day, day after day. For chemicals with no defined IDLH, both of these exposure limits must be
met.

Meteorological assumptions were used to determine chemical concentrations: Pasquill
stability class F (stable), with a wind speed of 1 m/sec; ambient temperature of 25°C; relative
humidity of 50%; cloud cover, 50%; and an atmospheric pressure of 1 atmosphere. For sources
that are described using the ALOHA model, a control room air exchange rate of 0.3 air changes
per hour was used. This air exchange rate was calculated from the control room volume and
the rate of air intake. U.S. EPR FSAR Section 9.4.1 provides a description of the Control Room
HVAC System. Under normal operation, outside air is brought in through two air intakes in
order to maintain the control room envelope at a positive pressure. The control room
envelope has a volume of approximately 200,000 ft3 (5,663 M 3) and the flow rate of outside air
through the two air intakes is as much as 1,000 cfm (total) (28 m3/min). Using this information
results in an effective air change rate (based on outside air) of:

(1000 cfm * 60) / 200,000 ft3 
= 0.3 air changes per hour

In addition, Regulatory Guide 1.78 states that if the toxic gas can be detected within two
minutes of reaching the IDLH, the MCR operators will have enough time to don a respirator
(NRC, 2001).

The effects of toxic chemical releases from internal and external sources are summarized in

Table 2.2-13 and are described in the following sections relative to the release source.

Pipelines

Transco operates a pipeline corridor that passes within the vicinity of the BBNPP site. At its
closest distance, this pipeline passes within approximately -.891.7 mi 4,94(2.7 km) of BBNPP. I
The Transco pipeline carries natural gas. UGI operates a pipeline corridor that passes within
the vicinity of the BBNPP site. At its closest distance, this pipeline passes within approximately
0.4 Fni (0.749.25 mi (0.4 kin) of BBNPP. The UGI pipeline carries natural gas. Sunoco operates a
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pipeline corridor that passes within the vicinity of the BBNPP site. At its closest distance, this
pipeline passes within approximately -2-32.0 mi --.27(3.2 km) of BBNPP. The eReEeSunoco
pipeline carries gasoline.

From NUREG/CR-6624, the IDLH for natural gas should be taken as 10% of the lower explosive
limit (NRC, 1999). 5,000 ppm is used as the IDLH for natural gas. Natural gas concentrations
were determined at the control room following the ruptures in the UGI and Transco pipelines.
The maximum concentration of natural gas in the main control room following the release
was calculated to be greater than 5,000 ppm. However, more than two minutes will elapse
between the time when the concentration of natural gas in the main control room reaches the
odor threshold (20 ppm for odorized natural gas) and the time when the concentration
reaches the IDLH. Because of this, the main control room operators will have the expected two
minutes to don a respirator.

The STEL for gasoline is 500 ppm and the TWA for gasoline is 300 ppm. The maximum outdoor
concentration of gasoline vapor at BBNPP following the release of gasoline from the gasoline
pipeline is less than 100 ppm. This is less than the STEL and TWA for gasoline; therefore the
concentration of gasoline in the main control room will always be less than the allowable
concentration.

The identified chemicals had analyzed consequences that were below the guidance provided
in 10 CFR Part 100. Therefore, toxic vapor clouds resulting from ruptures of pipelines will not
adversely affect the safe operation of BBNPP. The effects of toxic chemical releases are
summarized in Table 2.2-13.

Waterway Traffic

The Susquehanna River is the only waterway within 5 mi (8 km) of BBNPP. The Susquehanna
River is too shallow for any boat aside from personal watercraft. No releases of toxic chemicals
are analyzed for any boats or barges.

Highways

The BBNPP reactor building is located -141.3 mi "LtS(2.0 km) from U.S. Route 11 at its closest
approach. The hazardous materials transported on U.S. Route 11 satisfy the Regulatory
Guide 1.78 (NRC, 2001) screening criteria and therefore did not require further analysis with
regard to the potential of forming a toxic vapor cloud after an accidental release. Therefore,
toxic vapor clouds resulting from chemical spills on U.S. Route 11 will not adversely affect the
safe operation of BBNPP. The effects of toxic chemical releases are summarized in Table 2.2-13.

Adjacent Site and On-site Chemical Storages

The hazardous material stored at SSES that were identified for further analysis with regard to
the potential for the formation of toxic vapor clouds formed after an accidental release is
sodium hypochlorite. Sodium hypochlorite is commonly known as bleach, however, to be
conservative, it was assumed that the entire mass of chlorine in the sodium hypochlorite
disassociated instantaneously into chlorine gas. The largest tank of sodium hypochlorite is
72,571 lb (32,918 kg) of sodium hypochlorite solution.

As described in this section, the identified hazardous material was analyzed utilizing the
ALOHA dispersion model to determine whether the formed vapor cloud will reach the control
room intake and what the concentration of the toxic chemical will be in the main control room
after an accidental release.
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Chlorine gas concentrations were determined at the control room after a release of the largest
vessel. The maximum concentration of chlorine in the main control room following the release
was calculated to be 4.94 ppm. This is less than the IDLH for chlorine gas, 10 ppm.

The identified chemical had an analyzed consequence that was below the guidance provided
in 10 CFR Part 100. Therefore, toxic vapor clouds resulting from chemical spills of adjacent site
chemicals will not adversely affect the safe operation of BBNPP.

The hazardous on-site chemicals that were identified for further analysis with regard to
toxicity are ammonium hydroxide, dimethylamine, gasoline, hydrazine, hydrogen, liquid
nitrogen, argon, argon-methane mixture, nitrogen gas, oxygen, Depositrol BL5323, and
sodium bisulfite. These chemicals were analyzed in ALOHA in order to determine the
minimum safe distance. The minimum distance is safe if: a) the concentration will not be
greater than the IDLH, or b) more than two minutes will elapse between the time when the
concentration in the MCR reaches the odor threshold and when the concentration reaches the
IDLH.

The minimum safe distance from the MCR air intakes for the dimethylamine is 33 ft (10 m); for
the gasoline is 823 ft (251 m); for the hydrogen tank (48.05 pounds) is 173 ft (53 m); for the
liquid nitrogen is 375 ft (114 m), for the argon-methane mixture is 33 ft (10 m); for the
hydrogen cylinder (1.45 pounds) is 33 ft (10 m); for the nitrogen gas is 33 ft (10 m); for the
oxygen is 33 ft (10 m); and for the sodium bisulfite is 479 ft (146 m). The Depositrol BL5323 is
bounded by the gasoline, and the standoff distance is therefore 823 ft (251 m). Each of these
chemicals will be always be further from the MCR air intakes than these standoff distances.

The hydrazine and ammonium hydroxide will be stored greater than 4,500 feet (1,372 m) from
the main control room air intakes. At this distance, the peak MCR concenration of hydrazine is
0.327 ppm and the peak concentration at the intakes is 1.96 ppm. The ammonium hydroxide
tank will have a 20 foot (6.1 m) diameter berm around it. At this distance and with the berm,
the peak concentration of ammonia in the MCR is 10.6 ppm and the peak concentration at the
intakes is 71.4 ppm.

The effects of toxic chemical releases are summarized in Table 2.2-13.

Railways

The hazardous material transported along the Canadian Pacific Railway that was identified for
further analysis with regard to the potential for the formation of toxic vapor clouds formed
after an accidental release is ammonia. As discussed in Section 2.2.3.1.1, 196,234 lb (89,010 kg)
of ammonia is released in this analysis.

As described in Section 2.2.3.1.3, the identified hazardous material was analyzed utilizing the
ALOHA dispersion model to determine whether the formed vapor cloud will reach the control
room intake and what the concentration of the toxic chemical will be in the main control room
after an accidental release.

Ammonia concentrations were determined at the control room after a release of the largest
vessel. The maximum concentration of ammonia in the main control room following the
release was calculated to be greater than the IDLH for ammonia, 300 ppm. However, more
than two minutes will elapse between the time when the concentration of ammonia in the
main control room reaches the odor threshold (50 ppm) for ammonia and the time when the
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concentration reaches the IDLH. Because of this, the main control room operators will have
two minutes to don a respirator.

Toxic vapor clouds resulting from spills of chemicals that are transported by railways in the
vicinity of BBNPP will not adversely affect the safe operation of BBNPP. The effects of toxic
chemical releases are summarized in Table 2.2-13.

Toxic Chemical Related Impacts Affecting the U.S. EPR Design

The U.S. EPR design is acceptable for any site when reasonable qualitative arguments can
demonstrate that the realistic probability of severe consequences from any external accident
is less than 1.0E-6 per year. The analyses presented in this section demonstrate that toxic
chemical concentrations that could present an immediate hazard to plant personnel will not
result from postulated chemical releases. For ammonia and natural gas, it was demonstrated
that the main control room operators will have more than two minutes to don a respirator,
meeting the acceptance criteria from Regulatory Guide 1.78 (NRC, 2001).

2.2.3.1.4 Fires

Accidents leading to high heat fluxes or smoke, and non-flammable gas or chemical bearing
clouds from the release of materials, as the consequence of fires in the vicinity of the plant
were considered. Fires in adjacent industrial plants and storage facilities, oil and gas pipelines,
brush and forest fires, and fires from transportation accidents were evaluated as events that
could lead to high heat fluxes or to the formation of such clouds.

The chemical releases that were analyzed for potentially leading to high heat fluxes at BBNPP
safety related buildings were: a hydrogen tank boiling liquid expanding vapor explosion
(BLEVE) on the Susquehanna site, a gasoline pool fire due to a spill of a tanker truck, an
acetylene tank BLEVE from a delivery truck to Western International Gas, a butane BLEVE of a
Canadian Pacific Railway tankcar, a propane tank BLEVE from Heller's Gas & Custom Made
Fireplaces, and the jet fires caused by the rupturing of the two natural gas pipelines UGI and
Transco.

Of these instances, the highest heat flux into a BBNPP safety related building is 0.929 kW/m 2

resulting from the hydrogen tank BLEVE, however the fireball will fully burn in 7 seconds, so
the total heat transfer to the building is limited. The jet fire from the TranS~e UGI pipeline will
have a maximum radiative heat flux of 0.2040.346 kW/m 2 and a steady state heat flux of 0.13
kW/m2, which will continue until the pipeline is isolated. The rest of the chemical fires are
bounded either in terms of time or intensity by these two instances.

Fires which could result in smoke clouds at the site may arise from brush and forest fires, oil
spills from adjacent pipelines, and transportation accidents. A fire from a natural gas pipeline
could result in a transient radiant heat flux of very short duration (a few seconds) if the flame
front were as close as 1,500 ft (457 m). However, the condition is not sustainable and would
become limited to about 2,000 ft to 3,000 ft (610 m to 914 m) from the point of pipeline
rupture.

An oil fire from a pipeline rupture at the river, followed by ignition of a pool of floating oil
could produce 1.5 kg/sec (3.3 Ib/sec) of particulates for each 1,000 barrels per hour of fuel
consumed in open area burning. For pool or choked burning, i.e., sooting conditions, the
particulate generation could reach 10 kg/sec (22 Ib/sec). Maximum smoke concentration at
the site could reach 250 milligrams/cubic meter. No radiant heat problem at the site would be
expected, since firefighting equipment would normally be able to use the road between the
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site and river bank. However, the onsite fire brigade would respond to any fire at the intake
location. The fire hydrant and hose located at the intake would be used to mitigate the effects
of the potential radiant heat associated with an oil fire at the river.

The usual failure mode of oil pipelines, the distances to structures containing safety related
equipment, and the nature of oil spills on rivers minimize the potential of an oil fire impacting
BBNPP. However, as a worst case, it could be assumed that the pipeline will continue to flow
for one half hour after the rupture. Since the maximum flow rate in the Sunoco Pipeline (the
closest oil pipeline to the site) is 800 barrels per hour, this would produce a spill of 400 barrels
plus the amount remaining in the pipeline up to the points of shutoff in each direction. This
distance would be about 0.75 mi (1.21 km) in the near direction and about 8 mi (13 km) in the
far direction, if it is assumed that pipeline rupture occurs at the shutoff point closest to the site.
This gives a volume of approximately 1,970 barrels. When added to the 400 barrels for the
amount spilled before shutoff, the total worst case spill would be 2,370 barrels.

The fire would basically burn until the spill was shutoff, one half hour under the worst case
conditions. However, it may be that the spill, if it reaches the Susquehanna River, might spread
out on the surface of the river and continue to burn until the spill thickness passes below
some minimum which will no longer sustain combustion. Under the worst case circumstances,
the thickness of the slick by the area over which the spill will spread can be estimated. A well
recognized formula (Fay 1971) for this spreading is:

A= 105 xv0

where A is the spill area in square meters and V is the spill volume in cubic meters. The
thickness is then estimated by dividing the volume by the spill area. For the aforementioned
worst case 2,370 barrel spill, the formula gives a thickness (at maximum spread) of only 4-2-E
1034.2E-03 cm. At a typical burning rate of one inch per hour, this thickness would be
consumed in less than 10 seconds. Therefore, it would appear that a spill from the Sunoco
Pipeline would not be able to burn for much longer than the one half hour maximum flow
time until shutoff. This evaluation assumes the oil is spilled on a calm lake. The postulated
exposure and the chance for ignition would be minimized by the river flow. The gas line would
not create any smoke problem, but could ignite brush or forest areas. Combustible cover to
the northwest of the plant is heavy along Lee Mountain, 3,200 ac (1,295 ha) at about 3 mi (4.8
km) distance, and over a low ridge north of the plant boundary, 250 ac (101 ha) at 1 mi (1.6
km). The smoke particulate load estimated from a fire consuming 40 ac per hour (low wind
condition, associated with atmospheric stagnation) would be at 210 kg total particulates per
hectare (EPA, 1996), 160 and 22 milligrams/cubic meter for fires at 1 mi (1.6 km) and 3 mi (4.8
km), respectively.

According to the National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) Standard 1144, Standard for
Reducing Structure Ignition Hazards from Wildland Fire, a defensible space is an area that is
typically defined as having a width of at least 30 ft (9 m) between an improved property and a
potential wildland fire where combustible materials and vegetation have been removed to
reduce the potential for fire on improved property spreading to wildland fuels or to provide a
safe working area for fire fighters protecting life and improved property from wildland fire. A
minimum distance for fuel modification should be 30 ft (9 m) from structures. Studies of
structural ignition from radiant heat indicate that ignitions are unlikely to occur from burning
vegetation beyond 120 ft (37 m) from a structure. Therefore, clearing of vegetation and
thinning of trees to a distance of 120 ft (37 m) from a dwelling, as in a zoned Firewise
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landscape, will prevent ignition of a structure from the radiantheat from a flame front in a
high-risk ecosystem. (NFPA, 2008)

The BBNPP site will be sufficiently cleared of brush, forest, woodland prior to construction and
operation. These cleared zones are of sufficient size to afford substantial protection in the
event of a fire, and it is not expected that there would be any hazardous effects from fires or
heat fluxes associated with wild fires, fires in adjacent industrial plants or from on-site storage
facilities.

Fire Related Impacts Affecting the U.S. EPR Design

The U.S. EPR design is acceptable for any site when reasonable qualitative arguments can
demonstrate that the realistic probability of severe consequences from any external accident
is less than 1.0E-6 occurrences per year. The use of cleared fuel breaks around safety-related
BBNPP structures will ensure that external fire related impacts will not have severe
consequences.

2.2.3.1.5 Collisions with Intake Structure

The Bell Bend intake structure is located on the Susquehanna River downstream of the SSES
Unit 1 and 2 intake structure. The Susquehanna River is not used as a navigable waterway for
other than small recreational boats, which do not constitute any hazard potential to the intake
structure.

2.2.3.1.6 Liquid Spills

The accidental release of oil or liquids that may be corrosive, cryogenic, or coagulant were
considered to determine if the potential exists for such liquids to be drawn into the plant's
intake structure and circulating water system or otherwise affect the plant's safe operation.

The BBNPP Raw Water Supply System (RWSS) pumps and Circulating Water System (CWS)
makeup pumps draw water through the intake structure forebay on the bank of the
Susquehanna River. Present at the forebay of the intake structure is a curtain wall that assists
in preventing floating pollutants, such as petroleum products, from reaching the intake
pumps suction.

The Susquehanna River is not utilized for industrial transportation; however, petroleum spills
could occur from a pipeline rupture near the Susquehanna River. Any chemical liquids that
have a specific gravity of less than one would float on the surface of the river. Therefore, these
liquids if spilled would not only be diluted by the Susquehanna River water, but would float on
the surface and consequently would not likely reach the pumps suction beyond the intake
structure's curtain wall.

Any liquid spills that would solidify in the water that reached the intake structure would be

removed by the bar grating or traveling screen in the intake structure system.

Liquid Spill Impacts Affecting the U.S. EPR Design

The U.S. EPR design is acceptable for any site when reasonable qualitative arguments can
demonstrate that the realistic probability of severe consequences from any external accident
is less than 1.OE-6 occurrences per year. In the case of liquid spills, the BBNPP intake structure
is well protected. Chemical spills would either be sufficiently diluted before reaching the
BBNPP intake structure or would be swept downstream of the intake structure by the
Susquehanna River current. Any liquid spills that would solidify in the water that reached the
intake structure would be removed by the traveling screens on the intake structure. In each
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case, there would be no significant damage to the BBNPP intake structure. As a result, the

unlikely event of liquid spills will not result in severe consequences.

2.2.3.1.7 Radiological Hazards

The release of radioactive material from SSES Units 1 and 2 as a result of normal operations or
an unanticipated event would not threaten the safety of the plant or personnel at BBNPP. The
control room habitability system for the U.S. EPR provides the capability to detect and protect
main control room personnel from external fire, smoke, and airborne radioactivity. In addition,
safety-related structures, systems, and components for the U.S. EPR have been designed to
withstand the effects of radiological events and the consequential releases that would bound
the contamination from a release from either of these potential sources.

Radiological Hazard Impacts Affecting the U.S. EPR Design

The U.S. EPR design is acceptable for any site when reasonable qualitative arguments can
demonstrate that the realistic probability of severe consequences from any external accident
is less than 1.OE-6 occurrences per year. In the case of radiological hazards, the control room
habitability system for the U.S. EPR provides the capability to detect and protect main control
room personnel from external fire, smoke, and airborne radioactivity. In addition,
safety-related structures, systems, and components for the U.S. EPR have been designed to
withstand the effects of radiological events and the consequential releases that would bound
the contamination from a release from either of these potential sources. As a result,
radiological hazards will not result in severe consequences.

2.2.3.2 Effects of Design-Basis Events

As concluded in the previous sections, the only event requiring further analysis for
consideration as a design-basis is related to the frequency of aircraft impact in the vicinity of
the BBNPP site. A probabilistic analysis which presents the probability of aircraft accidents
which could potentially result in radiological consequences for the U.S. EPR at the BBNPP site
is presented in Section 19.2.}
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Table 2.2-1 - {Description of Facilities, Products, and Materials)

Number of Major Products or
Facility Concise Description Primary Function persons Materials

employed

SSES Units 1 and 2 are an 1,105 MWeStusquehannaEectric and an 1,111 MWe, respectively, General Nuclear Power
Station (mSES) Units Electric Type 4 boiling water reactors Generator 1,000 Electrical Power

1 and 2 licensed by the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.

Manufacturer of prefabricated
Deluxe Building structures, including single family Manufacturer 150- 300 Paint, adhesives,
Systems homes, apartment buildings, hotels, and natural gas

other buildings.

Heller's Gas and
Custom Made Seller of propane. Distribution 4 Propane
Fireplaces

Western
International An acetylene distribution center. Distribution 34 Acetylene
Distribution Center

UGIES Hunlock
Propane Air Plant SellerofPropane. Distribution 1 Propane I
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Table 2.2-2- {SSES and BBNPP Chemical Storage)
(Page 1 of 2)

Largest
Material Toxicity Limit Container Location

Amount

Susquehanna Steam Electric Station (SSES) Units I and 2

Alcohol, Isopropyl 2,000 ppm 676 lbs (307 kg) Warehouse

Argon, Liquid 69,200 ppm 4,315 ft3(122m 3) Cylinder Storage Area

Carbon Dioxide 4Between Turbine Bldg and Circ Water
e40,000 ppm 25,000 lbs (11,340kg) Pumphouse

Diesel Fuel Not toxic threat 1,940,072 lbs (880,002 kg) Next to DG Buildings

Freon R-1 14 7,000 mg/m 3  24,343 lbs (11,042 kg) Resin Bldg

Freon R-12 15,000 ppm 60,120 lbs (27,270 kg) Resin Bldg

Gasoline, Benzene 500 ppm STEL 61,642 Ibs (27,960 kg) Fuel Farm
300 ppm TWA

Halon 1301 40,000 ppm 590 lbs (268 kg) Security Control Center

Hydrogen, Liquid 4,000 ppm 10,017 lbs (4,544 kg) Hydrogen-injection Tank Farm

Nitrogen, Liquid 69,200 ppm 10,318 lbs (4,680 kg) N of S&A Bldg

Oxygen, Liquid 683,700 ppm 85,500 lbs (38,782 kg) Hydrogen-injection Tank Farm
PCL-57 (1 -hydroxyethlyidene-1,1 -diphosphonic 500 mg/r 3  24,490 lbs (11,108 kg) Circ Water Pumphouse

acid or HDEP)

Sodium bisulfite solution 100 ppm 17,100 lbs (7,756 kg) Shed behind Acid/Chlorine Bldg
Sodium Hypochlorite, 12% (CWPH) 10 ppm 72,571 lbs (32,918 kg) Circ Water Pumphouse

Sulfur Hexafluoride, Compressed 1,000 ppm 115 lbs (52 kg) Hydrogen Tank Farm

Bell Bend Nuclear Power Plant (BBNPP)

Ammonium Hydroxide (28% solution) 300 ppm 8,500 gal (32,000 I) Potential Onsite Chemical at BBNPP

Diesel Fuel Not toxic threat 125,000 gal (4.7E5 I) Potential Onsite Chemical at BBNPP

Dimethylamine (2% solution) 500 ppm 350 gal (1,300 I) Potential Onsite Chemical at BBNPP
Gasoline 500 ppm STEL300 ppm TWA 4,000 gal (15,000 1) Potential Onsite Chemical at BBNPP

Hydrazine (35% solution) 50 ppm 350 gal (1,300 I) Potential Onsite Chemical at BBNPP

Hydrogen Tank 4,000 ppm 51.1 ft3 (1.44 m3 ) at 2,450 psig, -20°F to 200°F Potential Onsite Chemical at BBNPP
Liquid Nitrogen 69,200 ppm 11,300 gal (42,800 1) sat liquid at -250°F Potential Onsite Chemical at BBNPP

Sodium Hypochlorite 10 ppm 12,000 gal (45.425 1) Potential Onsite Chemical at BBNPP
Argon 69,200 ppm 270 scf (7.65 Nm 3) (1) Potential Onsite Chemical at BBNPP

Argon-Methane (considered Methane) 5,000 ppm 282 scf (7.99 Nm3 ) (1) Potential Onsite Chemical at BBNPP
Hydrogen Cylinder 4,000 ppm 278 scf (7.87 Nm 3) (1) Potential Onsite Chemical at BBNPP
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Table 2.2-2- {SSES and BBNPP Chemical Storage)
(Page 2 of 2)

Largest
Material Toxicity Limit Container Location

Amount

Nitrogen Gas 69,200 ppm 235 scf (6.65 Nm 3) (1) Potential Onsite Chemical at BBNPP

Oxygen 683,700 ppm 282 scf (7.99 Nm 3) (1) Potential Onsite Chemical at BBNPP
Deposit Control Agent BL5323 1 1,000 gal (3,785 I) Potential Onsite Chemical at BBNPP

Sodium Bisulfite 38% 100 as SO 2  500 gal (1,893 I)) Potential Onsite Chemical at BBNPP

Note:
(1) Standard conditions are 687F and 14.7 psia
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Table 2.2-3- {Hazardous Chemical Railway, Road, or Waterway Freight)

Material Toxicity Limit (IDLH) ppm Transportation Method Amount (bs)
(kg)

Sodium Chlorate (2) Canadian Pacific Railway (1)
Napthalene, Molten (2) Canadian Pacific Railway (1)

Liquefied Petroleum Gases (2) Canadian Pacific Railway (1)
(Butane)

Chlorosilanes (2) Canadian Pacific Railway (1)

Ammonia, Anhydrous 300 Canadian Pacific Railway (1)

Sodium Hydroxide (2) Canadian Pacific Railway (1)
Sulphur, Molten (2) Canadian Pacific Railway (1)
Phenol, Molten (2) Canadian Pacific Railway (1)

Gasoline, Benzene (2) Canadian Pacific Railway (1)
Potassium Hydroxide (2) Canadian Pacific Railway (1)

Acetone (2) Canadian Pacific Railway (1)
Ammonium Nitrate Fertilizer (2) Canadian Pacific Railway (1)
Terpene Hydrocarbons (2) Canadian Pacific Railway (1)
Methyldichlorosilane (2) Canadian Pacific Railway (1)

Ethyl Acetate (2) Canadian Pacific Railway (1)
500 STEL

Gasoline Truck on U.S. Route 11 80,000 (36,287)
300 TWA

Propane 2100 Truck on U.S. Route 11 80,000 (32,287)

Chlorine 10 Truck on U.S. Route 11 100(45)

Acetylene 2,500 (3) Truck on U.S. Route 11 16,000 (7,257)

Notes:
IDLH: Immediately Dangerous to Life and Health threshold value.
STEL: Short Term Exposure Limit threshold value. This is more conservative than IDLH. It is the limit that a person can
tolerate for 15 minutes.
TWA: Time Weighted Average threshold value. This is the average concentration that a person can be exposed to over an 8
hour period, day after day.
(1) Per 49 CFR 179.13, the maximum load on a rail tank car is the lesser between 34,500 gal (130,597 I) or 263,000 lbs
(119,295 kg).
(2) Ammonia is selected as the most toxic chemical that is transported by the Canadian Pacific Railway. All others are either
less toxic or have a vapor pressure less than 10 mmHg (0.0013 MPa) at I 00°F (38°C).
(3) The IDLH of acetylene is 10% of the LEL. This is consistent with guidance provided in NUREG/CR-6624 (NRC, 1999).

I
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Table 2.2-4- {Aircraft Operations - Significance Factors}

Distance Annual OperationsAirport Number of Operations from Site Threshold 1 )

SSES Helipad Sporadic k-i41.6 mi Q-2•(2.6 Not calculated
km)

Berwick Airport None - Closed indefinitely k) 4.35 Not calculated

k35 mi ) 605Berwick Hospital Heliport Sporadic kin) 5.6 Not calculated

Sutliff Private Airport Sporadic -;L47.0 mi 25,463
_ _-144(11.3 km) 25,463

Double D Skyranch Airport Sporadic 8&28.1 mi 33,392
--43-2(13.0 km)

Baratta Heliport Sporadic 9.3 mi (15.0 km) 43,460

Seesholtz Airport Sporadic 10.4 mi (16.7 km) 107,309
-1-111.0 ml

Hazelton Municipal Airport 24,617 (2006) 34,837 (2025) 4-1.1 k) 127,23448-82(17.7 km)

-1--415.2 mi
Bloomsburg Municipal Airport 12,350 (2006) 17,486 (2025) 4-&45 ki 237,881Q-4.8L24.5 km)

Wilkes-Barre Wyoming Valley Airport 32,170 (2006) 45,625 (2025) 25-(92. ki 478,2534-,2-L•(5.6 km)

Northumberland County Airport 21,700 (2006) 30,773 (2025) 26.6 mi (42.8 km) 706,927

Schuylkill County/Joe Zerbey Airport 27,700 (2006) 31,873 (2025) 4428.5 mi 808,248(45.L5.9 km)

Jake Amer Memorial Airport 27,399 (2006) 32,640 (2025) 28.6 mi 808,248
k4&L(46.1 km)
28,828.7 mi

Wilkes-Barre/Scranton International Airport 211,480 (2006) 331,346 (2025) 828,001(_44(46.2 km)

Notes
(1) Per NUREG-0800, Section 3.5.1.6, if the plant-to-airport distance (D) is between 5 and 10 statute mi (8 and 16 km), then
the annual operations threshold is calculated by 500 x D2 or if the plant-to-airport distance (D) is greater than 10 statute mi
(16 km), then the annual operations threshold is calculated by 1000 x D2 . If the airport is within 5 mi (8 km), then a detailed
review of aircraft hazards must be performed. If the probability of aircraft hazards from airports within 5 mi (8 km) is
acceptably low, then the design-basis acceptance criteria is met.
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Table 2.2-5- {SSES Site and BBNPP Site Chemical Disposition}
(Page 1 of 2)

Material Toxicity Limit Flammability Explosion Hazard? Disposition

SSES

Alcohol, Isopropyl 2,000 ppm 2.0%-12.7% Bounded Meets RG 1.78 Limit

Argon, Liquid 69,200 ppm Not Flammable No Meets RG 1.78 Limit

Carbon Dioxide 40,000 ppm Not Flammable No Meets RG 1.78 Limit

Diesel Fuel Not toxic threat 0.7%-6% Confined Explosion Analysis

Freon R-1 14 7,000 mg/m 3  Not Flammable No Meets RG 1.78 Limit

Freon R-12 15,000 ppm Not Flammable No Meets RG 1.78 Limit

500 ppm STEL 1.4%-7.6% Vapor/ confined Explosion Analyses
Gasoline, Benzene30pmTW 300 ppmn TWA

Halon 1301 40,000 ppm Not Flammable No Meets RG 1.78 Limit

Hydrogen, Liquid 4,000 ppm 4%-75% Vapor/ confined Explosion Analyses

Nitrogen, Liquid 69,200 ppm Not Flammable BLEVE Explosion Meets RG 1.78 Limit, Explosion Analysis

Oxygen, Liquid 683,700 ppm Not Flammable BLEVE Explosion Meets RG 1.78 Limit, Explosion Analsysis

PCL-57 500 mg/m 3  Not Applicable No Meets RG 1.78 Limit
(1 -hydroxyethlyidene-1,1 -diphosp
honic acid or HDEP)

Sodium Bisulfite Solution 100 ppm Not Applicable No Meets RG 1.78 Limit

Sodium Hypochlorite, 12% (CWPH) 10 ppm Not Applicable No Toxicity Analysis

Sulfur Hexafluoride, Compressed 1,000 ppm Not Flammable No Meets RG 1.78 Limit

BBNPP

Ammonium Hydroxide (28% 300 ppm Not flammable No Toxicity Analysis
solution)

Diesel Fuel Not Toxic 11) 0.7%/a-6% Confined (2) Explosion Analysis

Dimethylamine (2% solution) 500 ppm 2.8%-14.4% Vapor/Confined (2) Flammability/Explosion/Toxicity Analysis

Gasoline 500 ppm STEL 1.4%-7.6% Vapor/Confined (2) Flammability/Explosion/Toxicity Analysis

300 ppm TWA

Hydrazine (35% solution) 50 ppm 9.3%-83.4% Confined (2) Toxicity/Explosion Analysis

Hydrogen Tank 4,000 ppm 4%-75% Vapor/Confined (2) Flammability/Explosion/Toxicity Analysis

Liquid Nitrogen 69,200 ppm Not Flammable BLEVE Explosion Toxicity/Explosion Analysis

Sodium Hypochlorite 10 ppm as Cl2  Not Applicable No Low Vapor Pressure

Argon 69,200 ppm Not Flammable No Toxicity Analysis
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Table 2.2-5- {SSES Site and BBNPP Site Chemical Disposition)
(Page 2 of 2)

Material Toxicity Limit Flammability Explosion Hazard? Disposition
Argon-Methane (considered 5,000 ppm 4.40/o-1 6.5% Vapor/Confined (2) Flammability/Explosion/Toxicity Analysis
Methane)
Hydrogen Cylinder 4,000 ppm 4%-75% Vapor/Confined (2) Flammability/Explosion/Toxicity Analysis
Nitrogen Gas 69,200 ppm Not Flammable No Toxicity Analysis
Oxygen 683,700 ppm Not Flammable No Toxicity Analysis
Deposit Control Agent BL5323 - Not Flammable No Toxicity Analysis
Sodium Bisulfite 100 ppm as SO, Not Flammable No Toxicity Analysis

0

0

C

Ca

cc

tD

W
0-C,

(D

5D

Notes:
(1) Chemicals with vapor pressures less than 10 mmHg (0.0013 MPa) at 1 00°F (38°C) are not considered toxic or delayed vapor explosion hazards. The chemical
will not enter the atmosphere fast enough to reach high enough concentrations to effect people or lead to delayed explosions.
(2) There are two types of explosion analyses: stationary confined explosions and delayed ignition vapor cloud explosions. The diesel and hydrazine is only
analyzed for a stationary confined explosion, while hydrogen, dimethylamine, gasoline, and methane are analyzed for both types of explosions.
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Table 2.2-6- {Hazardous Material, Nearby Facilities, Disposition)
(Page 1 of 2)

Material Bounding Toxicity Flammability I Explosion Disposition (1

(amount at location) (Distance (m)) Limit Explosive Limits Hazard?

Western International Flammability/ Explosion Analyses/Acetylene (16,000 lbs (7,257 kg)) 4-1(1.5 mi +-1-8-(2.4 kin)) 2,500 ppm 2.5%-100% Analyze 12} Analysis/Toxicity meets limit
Rad Woodwork

Aluminum Chloride (55 gal (208 I)) -(36 mi W 6o.7 kin)) 2 mg/m 3  Not Flammable No Meets RG 1.78 Limit
Cheetah Chassis

Argon (24,166 lbs (10,962 kg)) Chet6 mi C s ki)) 69,200 ppm Not Flammable No Meets RG 1.78 Limit
Rad Woodwork

Boiler Treatment (55 gal (208 I)) 3(--3.6 mi W o(5.7 ki)) 210 mg/m 3  Not Applicable No Meets RG 1.78 Limit
Riverview Block Inc

Brake Clean (small amount) Rr6(1.7 miew 6(2.7 kIn)) 210 mg/m 3  Not Flammable No Meets RG 1.78 Limit

Delivery •4J(1.3 mi -I8(2.0 km))/
Chlorine (100 lbs (45 kg)/ < 600 lbs (272 kg)) Shickshinny Sanitation 10 ppm Not Flammable No Meets RG 1.78 Limit

446(4.4 mi 4--(7.0 km))
Wise Foods

Ferric Chloride (2,100 gal (7,949 1)) (5.1 Foos(83k)) 210 mg/m 3  Not Flammable No Meets RG 1.78 Limit

Freon 12 -RA--,(R12, Ed Spencer Auto Parts
Dichlorodifluoro-methane) (<100,000,000 lbs --. 6Meets RG 1.78 Limit
(<4.5E7 kg))

Postulated Truck 500 ppm Flammability/ExplosionGasoline (80,000 lbs (36,287 kg)) 3)STEL 300 1.4%-7.6% Analyze (2) Analysis/Toxicity meets limit
ppm TWA

Postulated Truck Flammability/Explosion Analysis!
Propane (80,000 lbs (36,287 kq)) (1.3 m(20k 2100 ppm 2%-9.5% Analyze ToaxicitymEets ide 1.8limi

01.3 mi (2.0 km)l Tox~icity meets Reg. Guide 1.78 limit

Hydrochloric Acid (6,519 lbs (2,957 kg)) CIBA (4.7 mi (7.6 km)) 50 ppm Not Flammable No Meets RG 1.78 Limit

Methyl Methacrylate (5,000 lbs (2,268 kg)) Castek +4-(1.4 mi 4-t1(2.2 km)) 1,000 ppm 2.1%-12.5% Bounded by Meets RG 1.78 Limit
Gasoline

Natural Gas (Methane) Deluxe Building Systems 5,000 ppm 4.40/6-16.5% Analyze 2 Flammability/Explosion Analyses!
(540,000 lbs (244,940 kg)) (4.6 mi (7.4 km)) I Analysis/Toxicity meets limit

Nitric Acid (4,000 lbs (1,814 kg)) Wise Foods (5.1 mi &2(8.3 km)) 25 ppm Not Flammable No Meets RG 1.78 Limit

Nitrogen (50,000 lbs (72,680 kg)) Wise Foods (5.1 mi 4&2(8.3 km)) 69,200 ppm Not Flammable No Meets RG 1.78 Limit

Panel Adhesive (28,000 lbs (12,701)) Deluxe Building Systems 10 mg/m 3  Not Flammable No Meets RG 1.78 Limit
Panel Adhesive (28,000 Ibs (12,701)) _(4.6 mi (7.4 km))

Pesticides/Herbicides (50 gal (189 t)) Nescopeck Agway Meets RG 1.78 Limit
_-_(3.3 mli +4(5.3 km)) 210 mg/i 3 Not Flammable No
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Table 2.2-6- {Hazardous Material, Nearby Facilities, Disposition)
(Page 2 of 2)

Material Bounding Toxicity Flammability I Explosion Disposition (1)
(amount at location) Lo(Distance (mi)) o Limit Explosive Limits Hazard?

Propane (254,000 lbs (115,213 kg)) Heller's Gas & Fireplaces 2,100 ppm 2%-9.5% Analyze (2 Flammability/ Explosion Aialyses/
Propane_____,000_Ibs __1_,213 __g)) _ -1-,9(2.1 mli 4=(3.3 kin)) 2,100 pp__%-.%Aal __2 Analysis/ Toxicity meets limit

R 14 (<96,000,000 lbs (<4.3E7 kg)) Ed Spencer Auto Parts Meets RG 1.78 Limit
__ (Q22.6 mi ••4(4.1 kin)) 69,200 ppm Not Flammable No

Styrene (750,000 Ibs (340,194 kg) of resin) Consolidated Container Co 700 ppm 11%61% Non-Explosive in
(4.8 mi (7.7 km)) Resin form Meets RG 1.78 Limit
Patriot Metals

Zinc Chloride (815 lbs (370 kg)) Patri Metals 50 mg/m3 Not Flammable No Meets RG 1.78 Limit
_________________________________(4.5 mi (7.2 kin)) 5 gi 3  NtFambe N

Notes:
(1) Chemicals with vapor pressures less than 10 mmHg (0.0013 MPa) at 1 00°F (38°C) are not considered toxic or delayed vapor explosion hazards. The chemical will not enter the
atmosphere fast enough to reach high enough concentrations to effect people or lead to delayed explosions.
(2) There are two types of explosion analyses: stationary confined explosions and delayed ignition vapor cloud explosions. Diesel fuel is .nly analyzed f.. a . tatiena.y Eenfined

,xple•ie.., while g.. lin, and hydrcgcn arc The chemicals in this table that are identified as being explosion hazards are analyzed for both types of explosions.
(3) Distance from Hazard to center of BBNPP Containment.
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Taible 2.2 7 (Hazardeus Materia, Transported Chemicals, Dispozifionl

Mat~ia Tanptte Toict Fammabiiy Exloio
Route L~imit Explosive Limits Hazad? ep.to

Seadium irt Canadian Pa k24ific Q
Railway

Naphtaen~e, Can~adian P Q4Qfk2iQ
Meltn fai4we

Liquefied Petralaeum Cn ae! _________ Explacin, Flammabilit nlya,
Gansdiany 11ii96 99•4IIW^ I ARal yý1r 42 

Trxi•ty/;ti Reg. Guide 1.78

(Butana) 4_2_lMit

Ch~e~e~ilanes Canadian Pa~1fiE 4k Q 2

Ammenia, Canadian Pcii Explesien, Flammability Analyses/'
Ahyd~ews Railw. 30.pp 696 25 Analyze TeXicitylMeets Reg. Guide 1.78

Canadian Pacifick 4 4QRailway
SU'PhUF MekteR Canadian Pacific

PCanadian PacifiQ

Gasoline, Benzena Canadian Pacific 2 ýk4Q
Railway

Peaeiuffi Canadian Pacific
Hydfe*ide Raiway _

AEetene Canadian Pa~1frE
Railway

Amm.nium N.itrat, Caadian P EWEy
Rail-w - -2 - T y. 7

T-e~pene Canadian Pacif4ic4 k
u-- 1FmNMes RaIdwaL

MathyldichWeiroia Canadian Pacif*EQiQ
e Raiway

Rhyl A~etate Canadian PaE4Ek2 fk2i2

11 A; 11 500 TEL xplesian, Flammability Analycac,'
Gaseline Ret.e 0 N 1.496 7.696 AR*lZe-134  TaxicityiMects Rag. Guide 1.78

C h G q eTr-FU k e n U .S. 1"0 .. . . . . .. .. .. . .. .•. .~l~le~'i'te 4O-p NO a~ . lIl Meets Rag. Guide 1.78 Lim it

T-FbC:I(OR US. Ep105ion, Flammability Analycac.'
A-etylene Roue 2,50 pp 2.i546s0% Aalye-4

- TIXiity/Met÷ Rag. Guide 1.78

Netes!
(1) Che"''kals with vap8r pr-ccura' less than 10 mm,, (0.0013 MPa) at 100F (382Q) arc nAt . n,•cidard toxic er delayed Yap-r

explesien hazardcS per Reg. Guide !.78. The chamical will not antar the atmesphera fast anaugh te raach high aneugh
E9nAnetrati9nc to e~aff people 9F cead te delayed explaciana.
(2) Ammenia is sletd as the Me~t te~ chemical that ic transpeated by the Canadian Pacific Railway. All etheF arc areithar les:
te)(ic OF hava a vaper praccura less than 10 FmmAg (0.0013 MPa) at 1 002F (380CQ. Bath ammenia and butane arc salactad as the
bounding explosive cheFAmialc. These arc bath gasses at ctandardI EanditiOna, and Will tharafEora hayc a highar raleasa rate and
a higher concentration than the ether axplesive chemicals en the Canadian Pacific Railway.
(3) T-hara arc twe types ef eplOcin analysac: statiGanany confined axEplacian: and dealyed ignition vap9r cleud explesiena.
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Table 2.2-8- {Hazardous Material, Transported Chemicals, Disposition)

Material Transportation Toxicity Flammability/ Explosion Disposition
Route Limit Explosive Limits Hazard?

Sodium Chlorate Canadian Pacific
Railway

Naphthalene, Molten Canadian Pacific
Railway

Liquefied Petroleum Canadian Pacific Explosion, Flammability.Analyses/
Gases nadiwan P 1.5%-9% Analyze 2 ! Toxicity/Meets Req. Guide 1.78
(Butane) Railway limit

Chiorosilanes Canadian Pacific

Railway

Canadian Pacific Explosion, Flammability Analyses/
Ammonia, Anhydrous Railway 300 ppm 16%-25% Analyze 121(3) Toxicity/Meets Req. Guide 1.78

limit

Sodium Hydroxide Canadian Pacific
Railway

Sulphur, Molten Canadian Pacific
Railway

Phenol, Molten Canadian PacificPhenolMolten Railway_ 2 2 2 2

Gasoline, Benzene Canadian Pacific
Railway

Potassium Hydroxide Canadian Pacific
Railway 'I

Acetone Canadian Pacific

Railway

Ammonium Nitrate Canadian Pacific
Fertilizer Railway

Terpene Hydrocarbons Canadian Pacific
Railway

Methyldlichlorosilane Canadian Pacific
Railway

Ethyl Acetate Canadian Pacific
Railway

Truck on U.S. 500 STEL Explosion, Flammability Analyses/
Gasoline TRuck on U 00 TEL 1.4%-7.6% Analyze 3 Toxicity/Meets Req. Guide 1.78

Route 11 300 TWA limit

Truck on U.S. Explosion, Flammability Analyses/ProTane Route 11 2100 ppm 2%-9.5% Analyze L Toxicity/Meets Req. Guide 1.78

Limit
Truck on U.S.

Chlorine Route 11 US oppm Not Flammable No Meets Req. Guide 1.78 Limit

Truck on U.S. Explosion, Flammability Analyses/
Acetylene Route 11 2,500 ppm 2.5%-100% Analyze 21 Toxicity/Meets Req. Guide 1.78

A Rlimit

Notes:
(1) Chemicals with vapor pressures less than 10 mmHg (0.0013 MPa) at 1 00°F (38'C) are not considered toxic or delayed vanor
exolosion hazards oer Reo. Guide 1 .78. The chemical will not enter the atmnsnhere fast enni nh tn reach hinh ennl Jnh
exolosion hazards ner Rea. Guide 1.78. The chemical will not enter the atmosphere fast enounh to reach hinh enounh
nncentritinns tA effect nennie nr Ie~d tn cIel~ied evnIn~inn~

concentrations to effect neonle or lead to dela ed exnlosions
12) Ammonia is selected as the most toxic chemical that is transoorted by the Canadian Pacific Railway. All others are either les
(2 Am o i is selected as th.....xcc em c l.ht..tan p rtdb th .... .. .... .... ..... Pa ii l t esaeethe ........ . ..... ..

toxic or have a vapor pressure less than 10 mmHq (0.0013 MPa) at 1007F (38°C). Both ammonia and butane are selected as the
boundinql explosive chemicals. These are both oasses at standard conditions, and will therefore have a hioher release rnte anr'
bounding explosive chemicals. These are both aasses at standard conditions and will therefore have a hinher release rate andI a
hioher concentration than the other exnlosive chemicals on the Canadian Pacific P~ilwav
hioher concentration than the other explosive chemicals on the Canadian Pacific Railwav

SI OC LVVU L 4:U UI :,UIU)IUIl dIdlVlt. rLdLIUlldt y .UIIIIIIeU •A•IUIUIIS driu uelayeo lr'ltlorl vapor CIUu expluslons.

BBNPP

I ere are LWO j1pes o exp os on ana Vses: SLaLionarV con ineu explosions anu clelaVed ignition vapor cloud explosions.
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Tablc 2.29 (Emp lesion Event Ana lysis1

Do ance t" .es on _ to
Souree Loeaticn Pollutant Eyallue Quantity DiBtanP Saet 1ea erpsi

RelatedBiding ek3zpz~r

HydFege 1 7 .b ( 4 0.69 F," (1.11 kin." 0.31 ..i (0.55 kEi)•

Deo_____ 0.85 M. (1.371(m) 0.42-mi 0.68

Oxygen BLEVE 0.69 mi (1.11 kmi) 0.10 Fii (0.16 km)

0 ,318 1bs (1,680 0.69 , .i (1.11 kin) 0.05 l (0.084 kin)
RV)

Gaselone 80,00 lb 0.95 m~i (1.53 (K4n 0672-*F4- (1.16 -k*A)
U.S Rut 1'1'% I•,/"7 -k£'

eAee.y.ene 1600..... 0.95 .. (1.53 kIE) 0.41 ml (0.66 kin)

AFAFepo 196234lbs 1.15 ml (2.33 Iki) 1.00 mli (1.61 kFA)

Butane 17364 bs 145-ni-(2.33lK~4 3eunded by ammonia

Meller': Gas & Fireplaces PFepe44,, 1.68 mn. (2.70 kin 1.07 mi (1.72 kin)

Deluxe Building Systems N.atural Ga Metha ne 9,00.lb 1.18 ml (7.21 kmn) 1.43 ml (2.30 kin)

244-94&kg
Diesel F-N ga 1g.I,626 ft (4195fm) 4

(473,11771) _

Dmhyene(2965%ls(6Ig *20f 8
selution)
Ga seline 4,000 -gaal {-4) -12 ft (12 5 m ý41

S34 ) 1,019 Hb.s (4622 805 ctlti)

48.05 Ibs (21.3
kgý

AFgeA M eth aRe 11.8 ' .4 , -3ý !64 ft (5
cEnc~idered Methane)
Hy•.eeR 4bs-(.7" - ft (2 4 M

Uq~id PIR~egen 11,300-gal 3 6 t(1 i 2
(•2,7751)(_ _

Netes!
(1) Fer c.hemc•afl that are liquids un..er .ta.drd Eenditien: , the .t.rage vessel was assumed t. .. ntain 100% chemical

iapen at atmenpher prf5tune.
(2) F9r comApresed Br liquefied qa55es, the entire con.ten.t o-f the 5Aterage vessel was censerwatively assumed a: the emploL!

(3) The Sterege distanc-e fer. en mite chem~ical: will be selected Such that each chemical iS fur'ther. frernM -any safety related
bauilding than the standeff distance in thi: table.

1(4) Fer some chemic~als in an aqueeus celution, the ntrma:: f the, cheic l' oution wa: used as the explosive mass.

BBNPP 2-39
© 2010 UniStar Nuclear Services, LLC. All rights reserved.

COPYRIGHT PROTECTED

Rev. 2a



FSAR: Section 2.2 Nearby Industrial, Transportation And Military Facilities
FSAR: Section 2.2 Nearby Industrial, Transportation And Military Facilities

Table 2.2-10- {Explosion Event Analysis)

Distance to aDistnce o a Distance to 1 psid
Source Location Pollutant Evaluated Quantity BBNPP Safety Dsan ov1prssr

Related Building peak overpressure

Hydrogen ,017 ibs 0.70 mi (1.13 km) 0.34 mi (0.55 km)

SSES Diesel 1,880,002 k) 0.85 mi (1.37 km) 0.42 mi (0.68 km)

Oxygen BLEVE 85,500 lbs 0.70 mi (1.13 km) 0.10 mi (0.16 km)
(38,782 kg)

Nitrogen BLEVE 10,318 Ibs 0.70 mi (1.13 km) 0.05 mi (0.08 km)
(4.680 kg)l

Gasoline 807000 kbs 0.98 mi (1.58 km) 0.72 mi (1.16 km)

U.S. Route II Acetylene (7,27 kbs 0.98 mi (1.58 km) 0.41 mi (0.66 km)

Propane 80,000 lbs 0.98 mi (1.58 km) 0.72 mi (1.16 km)
(36,287 kg)

Ammoia 1624 Ibs
Ammonia (896,010 k) 1.63 mi (2.62 km) 1.00 mi (1.61 km)

Canadian Pacific Railway (8901 kq)
Butan 173643lbs

Butane 1787643 kg) 1.63 mi (2.62 km) Bounded by ammonia(78,763 kg)

l5,0 bs
Heller's Gas & Fireplaces Propane (115,2130k) 1.78 mi (2.86 km) 1.07 mi (1.72 km)

Deluxe Building Systems Natural Gas/ Methane 540,000 lbs 4.48 mi (7.21 km) 1.43 mi (2.30 km)
(244,940 kg)

Diesel Fuel 125,000 gal 734 ft(224 m)

Dimethylamine (2% 58 lbs
solution) (26 kg() 290 ft (88 m)

Gasoline 4000 (3) 412 ft (26 m)
BBNPP (15.421)

Hydrazine (35% solution) 350 gal 115ft(35m)(4
8.325 Ib

Hydrogen 48.05 k (3) 271 ft (83 m)lb
(21.8 kg)27f(8m)

Argon-Methane 11.8 lbs
(considered Methane) (5.4 kg) (31 164ff (50 m) 2

Hydrogen 1.457 bs (3) 78 ft (24 m) 2)

Liquid Nitrogen .42,775 l (3) 360 ft (110 m)

Notes:
(11 For chemicals that are liauids under standard conditions• the storane vessel w~s ~ssiimed tA t-nnt~in 1 flflO/n rh~mir~I

vapor at atmospheric pressure.
(2) For compressed or liquefied gasses, the entire content of the storage vessel was conservatively assumed as the explosive
mass.
(3) The storage distance for on-site chemicals will be selected such that each chemical is further from any safety related
building than the standoff distance in this table.
(4) For some chemicals in an aqueous solution, the entire mass of the chemical in solution was used as the explosive mass.
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Table 2.2 11 Ijlammable VapoF Cloud Events (Delayed Icd Igniti|i Anlym

_________ ____________Distanc~e to a BBNPP Distance to 1 psid Explosive
Sourcc Location Pollu-t-ant Emp-luated Quantity Bulig Orpcur ConcentratiOn a*t

Safey Rl-aed uiling eal Ov~p~SSUe BNPP Buikldings

4ydFegeff 10,017 1 b(1K511 kg) 0.69 ml (1.11 k(in) 4-41.4996
UGas-1Ae 80,000 IL (36,287 -kg) 0.95 mi (1.53 ki(n) 0.10 mn- (0.61 I.n) -

AEetytef~e 16,000 Ilb (7,2574kg) 0.95 ml(15 kn 0.79 ml (1.27 kin)ý -

Canadian PalifiE Ri-ay A ema 196,23 Il (89,010 .g) 1.45 .. (2.33 kn)

Butane ~~1 7.3,613 IL (78,7634kg) 1.45 ml (2.33 kin) .mi.9 En

eIlP" 'q Ga. . Re° _-_•_ .... _-r_ 25 1,000 IbL (115,212 g 1.68 . .. (2.70 kEm).... ..........

Deluxe Building Systems Natural Gas. Methane 510,000 • L(211,91.18 . (7.21 km) 2.9 me (4.67 km)

.......... N.atural Ga. Methane Pip.eline/ Prapr::tari 1.71 m. (2.80 k........)..6
~4G4-pe4ine Natural Gas/ Methane ipoei~ne 0.35 FM (0.56 kin)ýi.29
&WleEe-P~pe~te Gasolin~ ~e4e 1.78 ml (2.86 kin)9 ads(47m -

Dimethylamin. 58 (b2 (26 %g k3ý 2 f8n -

Gase___________ 18,617 ILb (8,1584j kg) 1,386 ft (422 Fn)

BRP HydFegeff 4805&b21.8 ke§ý4 990 ft 32F4 -m

AFgeiR-Methae !. b 544 -428f(79m
(Eansidercd Methane) 1 4 g

gydFegeff 1.454bs (0.66 kqý k34 _ __ _

NetesR
(1) Far EOAmPrzzsd OF liquefied gasses, the entiro Eentent ef the Ste~age~ .e.e waS ERseatioyly ass--umzd- as the avail bleeplesiv nas&.
(2) The Plume Fises high enough SUch that the EGRcontratien af the Uhmia a oa h E tal BP tutrt hroectoanotain ilb a av~
Eonfined YaPOF Elaud emplesien te OEEur, and an uREnonfind vap9r Eloudl expleajon ;Aill na-t a9C-Cur- boc-ause ther: will be no) ignition. couro A~g ab RBN.PP atructuro..
(3) On site Eheomicala well always be further fream any safety rclated building than the 1 psid standeff distaRco iA thus table-.
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Table 2.2-12- (Flammable Vapor Cloud Events (Delayed Ignition) Analysisl
(Page I of 2)

Maximum

Distance to a BBNPP Distance to 1 psid Explosive
Source Location Pollutant Evaluated Quantity Safety Related Building PeakOverpressure Concentration at

BBNPP
BuildingsL

21

SSES Hydrogen 10,017 kbs 0.70 mi (1.1 3 km) (2) 1.49%

Gasoline 807000 kbs 0.98 mi (1.58 kin) 0.40 mi (0.64 kn) -(36,87 kg)

U.S. Route 11 Acetylene 16l000 Ibs 0.98 mi (1.58 kin) 0.79 mi (1.27 kin)(72_5 7 kg)
Propane80,000 lbs

Propane 87 k 098 mi (1.58 kq) 0.75 mi (1.21 kin)

Ammonia 196,234 Ibs 1.63 mi (2.62 kin) 1.2 mi (1.93 kin) -

Canadian Pacific Railway (89,010 kg)
l7,4 bs

Butane (78,763 kg) 1.63 mi (2.62 kin) 1.2 mi (1.93 kmn) -

l5,0 bs

Heller's Gas & Fireplaces Propane (415,212 kg) 1.78 mi (2.86 kin) 1.1 mi (1.77 kin)
1540,212 Ibs

Deluxe Building Systems Natural Gas/ Methane (244,9400k) 4.48 mi (7.21 kmn) 2.9 mi (4.67 kin)

Transco Pipeline Natural Gas/ Methane Pipeline/ Proprietary 1.55 mi (2.49 kin) (2) 1.88%

UGI Pipeline Natural Gas/ Methane Pipeline 0.17 mi (0.28 kin) 3.37%

Sunoco Pipeline Gasoline Pipeline 1.72 mi (2.77 km) 379 yards (347 m) -

Dimnethylamine (2% 58 lbs
solution) (26 kg) (3) 291 ft (89 m)

Gasoline 18,647 Ibs 1,386ft(422m)
BBNPP (4 kg)

Hydrogen 48.05 lbs 990 ft(302 m)
(21.8 kg)

Argon-Methane 11.8 lbs -

(Considered Methane) (5.4 kg) 258 ft (79 m)

Hydrogen 1.45 bs 219 ft (67 m)
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Table 2.2-12- {Flammable Vapor Cloud Events (Delayed Ignition) Analysis)
(Page 2 of 2)

Maximum

Distance to a BBNPP Distance to 1 psid Explosive
Source Location Pollutant Evaluated Quantity Safety Related Building Peak Overpresure Concentration at

BBNPP
BuildingsL21

Notes:
(1) For compressed or liquefied gasses, the entire content of the storage vessel was conservatively assumed as the available explosive mass.
(2) The plume rises high enough such that the concentration of the chemical is below the LEL at all BBNPP structures. Therefore, the concentration will be too low for a
confined vapor cloud explosion to occur, and an unconfined vapor cloud explosion will not occur because there will be no ignition sources above BBNPP structures.

) I L n I l; II~i : il :11 1 1U 4U. LII, C.ll 4r-5IL ~d ~ UIUIIJiil u ~ll iiU l It Il ti Id IC
\ ID nI-S:I. Le III~l cil em~ ca' lwawas e itll' Ier I o any sa ilLyr a eld . u I d~ling Ll aln the I [pslU standI| "I UIdistanc linl UhiI adll.
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Table 2.2-13- {Toxic Vapor Cloud Analysis)
(Page 1 of 2)

Distance to the Peak Peak MCR
Source Location Pollutant Evaluated Quantity BBNPP MCR Air Concentration at Concentration

Intakes the Air Intakes (ppm)

Susquehanna Steam Electricity Sodium Hypochlorite 72,571 lbs (32,918 kg) 4,816 ft (1,468 m) 115 4.94 (6)

Station Units 1 and 2 (SSES)

Canadian Pacific Railway Ammonia 196,234 lbs (89,010 kg) 9-746-69 832 ft 20,000 >300 (1)

4,47-&(2,997 m)

Transco Pipeline Natural Gas/ Methane Pipeline/ Proprietary 9ý98,7_76 ft •300>350 00 >5,000 (1)
,98,4-(2,675 m) 0

UGI Pipeline Natural Gas/ Methane Pipeline 2,42311_20 ft {64-7(341 6-4W225000 >5,000 (1)
m)

Sunoco Pipeline Gasoline Pipeline 4 " _10,413ft < 100 (2) <100 (2)

_4-2O3,174 m)

Ammonium Hydroxide (28% 8,500 gal (32,176 I) of solution >4,500 ft (1,372 m) (3) 71.4 10.6
solution)

Dimethylamine (2% solution) 58 lbs (26 kg) >33 ft (10 m) ( 80,800 381

Gasoline 18,647 lbs (8,458 kg) >823 ft (251 m) (3) 82,000 500 (5)(6)

Hydrazine (35% solution) 1,019 lbs (462 kg) >4,500 ft (1,372 M) (3) 1.96 0.327
BBNPP Hydrogen Tank 48.05 lbs (21.8 kg) >173 ft (53 m) (3) 803,000 4,000

Liquid Nitrogen 53,181 lbs (24,123 kg) >375 ft (114 m) (3) 12,900,000 (4) 69,000

Argon 28 Ibs (12.7 kg) >33 ft (10 m) (3) <69,200 <69,200

Argon-Methane (considered 11.8 lbs (5.4 kg) >33 ft (10 m) (3) 669,000 3,300
Methane)

Hydrogen Cylinder 1.45 lbs (0.7 kg) >33 ft (10 m) (3) 659,000 3,250

Nitrogen Gas 17.1 Ibs (7.8 kg) >33 ft (10 m) (3) 557,000 2,740

Oxygen 23.4 lbs (10.6 kg) >33 ft (10 m) (3) <683,700 <683,700

Deposit Control Agent BL5323 1,000 gal (3,785 I) of solution >823 ft (251 m) (3) Section 2.2.3.1.3 Section 2.2.3.1.3

Sodium Bisulfite 2,102 lbs (953 kg) >479 ft (146 m) (3) 11,600 100(6)

I



co Table 2.2-13- {Toxic Vapor Cloud Analysis)}L-
Z (Page 2 of 2) >

Peak
Distance to the Peak MCRConcentration at 0"

Source Location Pollutant Evaluated Quantity BBNPP MCR Air Concentration 0

Intakes the Air Intakes (ppm)(ppm)

Notes:
(1) More than two minutes elapse between the time when the chemical concentration reaches the odor threshold and the IDLH. Therefore a trained MCR operator will
have enough time to don a respirator, per Regulatory Guide 1.78 (NRC, 2001).
(2) The outdoor concentration is less than 100 ppm for gasoline following a break of the Sunoco Pipeline. Therefore, the concentration of gasoline inside the MCR will
also always be less than 100 ppm.
(3) Each of the chemicals onsite at BBNPP will be stored at a distance further from the MCR air intakes than the distances in this table. These distances are the
minimum allowable: the concentrations listed for each chemical is the maximum given this worst case distance.
(4) For the near field effects of large gas releases, ALOHA may report the concentration larger than 1,000,000 ppm.

o(5) The concentration in the control room is always less than the STEL (500 ppm for gasoline) and the 8 hour average concentration for the operators is less that the
TWA (300 ppm for gasoline).
(6) These chemicals have concentrations less than the IDLH or short term exposure limits, but greater than the long term exposure limits. Therefore, operators are

r)z expected to don a respirator within 15 minutes of detection.
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Table 2.2-14- {Description of Pipelines)

0

C

r- -

X -
-U n

M >

Age Maximum Allowable Depth of Burial Isolation Valves
Pipeline Size Fluid Carried (years) Operating Pressure Location Type (')

a. St. John Road Station;
Gasoline, b. Rucket Hill Road Station;

SunocoTAMA-King 6 in (15.2 cm) Diesel Fuel, 77 1,100 psi (7.58 MPa) 2-3 ft (0.61-0.91 m) c. Susquehanna River North Gate
Heating Oil Station;

d. Luzerne Pump Station

Transco-Williams Line "BA 24 in (61 cm) Natural Gas 43 1,200 psi (8.27 MPa) 3-5 ft (0.91-1.5 m) Approximately every 10-20 mi N/A
T L(16-32 km)

Transco-Williams Line "C" 36 in (91 cm) Natural Gas 24 1,200 psi (8.27 MPa) 3-5 ft (0.91-1.5 m) Approximately every 10-20 mi N/A
___________(16-32 kin)

Transco-Williams Line "D" 42 in (107 cm) Natural Gas 1 1,200 psi (8.27 MPa) 3-5 ft (0.91-1.5 m) Approximately every 10-20 mi N/A
____________________________(16-32 km)

At City Gate Station ( U.S. Route

UGI PNG 12 in (30.5 cm) Natural Gas 27 318 psi (2.19 MPa) 3 ft (0.91 m) 11 and Mingle Inn Road) and Ball
approximately 11,000 ft (3,353
m) from station.

At City Gate Station (U.S. Route

UGI PNG 16 in (40.6 cm) Natural Gas 12 310 psi (2.14 MPa) 3 ft (0.91 m) 11 and Mingle Inn Road) and Ball
approximately 8,600ft(2,621 m)
from station.

Note:
(1) Williams Gas Pipeline - Transco declined to provide the type of isolation valve and cited "proprietary/security" reasons.

NJ

a"



FSAR: Section 2.2 Nearby Industrial, Transportation And Military Facilities

Table 2.2-15- {Description of Highways}

Highway Closest Approach Access Point

Approximately 14-ý1.3 mik .81.0km) south Access to the site from U.S. Route 11 is via
U.S.of the site. North Market Street, Confers Lane, and

Beach Grove Road.

Pennsylvania State Route 93 Approximately £-32.5 mi +7j(4.0 km) to the No direct access.
southwest.

Pennsylvania State Route 239 Approximately .1.9 mi +2(3.1 km) to the No direct access.southeast

Interstate Highway 1-80 Approximately 4-,74.8 mi kk6-(7.7 km) to the No direct access.
south.

Interstate Highway 1-81 • Approximately 448.6 ml 43--(13.8 km) to No direct access.
the southeast.
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Figure 2.2-1 - {Site Vicinity Map)
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WC"Figure 2.2-2- {Airports and Airway Routes within 10 mi (16 km) and Significant Facilities Between 5 mi and 10 mi (8 to 16 kmn) ofz the BBNPP Site) PP
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