
MEMORANDUM FOR: L. J. Cunningham, Chief 
Radiation Protection Branch 
Division of Radiation Protection & 

Emergency Preparedness 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

FROM: Gregory P. Yuhas, Chief 
Reactor Radiation Protection Branch 
Division of Radiation Safety & Safeguards 

SUBJECT: LICENSEE IMPLEMENTATION OF REVISED PART 20 

The following list gives the planned implementation dates for the revised 10 CFR Part 20 for Region V power reactors: 

Diablo Canyon January 1, 1993 
Palo Verde January 1, 1993 
Rancho Seco January 1, 1993 
San Onofre January 1, 1993 
WNP-2 January 1, 1993 

If you have any questions, please contact me.  

Gregory P. Y'h<A ef 
Reactor Radiological Protection 

Branch 

cc: J. Joyner, RI 
D. Collins, RI 
R. Greger, RIII 
B. Murray, RIV 
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UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY 

AND THE SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 

SAN ONOFRE NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, UNIT 1 

DOCKET NO. 50-206 

NOTICE OF ISSUANCE OF ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

AND FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) is considering 

issuance of an amendment to Provisional Operating License No. DPR-13 issued 

to the Southern California Edison Company and the San Diego Gas and Electric 

Company (the licensees), for operation of the San Onofre Nuclear Generating 

Station, Unit 1, located in San Diego County, California.  

IDENTIFICATION OF PROPOSED ACTION: 

The amendment would consist of a conversion of the Provisional Operating 

License (POL) No. DPR-13 to a Full-Term Operating License (FTOL). The 

expiration date for the FTOL would be March 2, 2004, 40 years from the 

issuance date of the construction permit.  

The amendment to the license is in response to the licensees' application 

for the conversion dated July 28, 1970. The NRC staff has prepared an 

Environmental Assessment of the proposed action, "Environmental Assessment by 

the Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation Relating to the Conversion of the 

Provisional Operating License to a Full-Term Operating License," dated 

September 16, 1991.
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SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT: 

In response to the licensees' request on July 28, 1970, to convert the 

San Onofre Unit 1 POL to an FTOL, the NRC staff prepared a Final Environ

mental Statement (FES) in October 1973. The FES concluded that the environ

mental consequences of the proposed action were acceptable. Licensee 

submittals dated February 5, 1986, and August 6, 1991, updated the 

information relevant to the findings and conclusions contained in the 1973 

FES. The Environmental Assessment updates the 1973 FES. The updated 

information is based on the two submittals referenced above and on 

independent evaluation by the NRC staff.  

Non-Radiological Impacts: 

Since the FES was issued in 1973, the San Onofre site has changed 

significantly. Two additional reactors, Units 2 and 3, were constructed 

adjacent to Unit 1. The new construction includes support buildings, a 

parking lot, and a support facility east of Interstate Highway 5. These 

changes have affected land use. However, the effects are minor and local.  

Control of the local environment in the vicinity of the site and along 

the transmission lines has been effective. The site drainage system 

effectively controls erosion. The terrestrial resources along the trans

mission lines have not been adversely affected.  

The California Coastal Commission is evaluating the results of studies 

conducted to determine site effects on the marine environment. These 

studies are principally associated with Units 2 and 3; however, Unit 1 also 

affects the marine environment. The staff determined that state oversight 

of these studies is appropriate. With regard to federally regulated issues, 

the staff concluded that site effects on the marine environment are 

acceptable.
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The staff also determined that, with the possible exception of the green 

sea turtle, Chelonia mydas, legally protected species inhabiting the general 

vicinity of the station and the transmission rights-of-way are not being 

adversely affected by station-operation. Although the staff does not 

believe that site operations are affecting the green sea turtle population, 

consultation proceedings with the National Marine Fisheries Service will be 

instituted.  

Radiological Impacts: 

The staff evaluated changes to the facility that were made after the 

1973 FES was issued to determine whether potential radiological impacts were 

affected by the changes. Additionally, records documenting radioactive 

effluents and the results of the offsite radioactive monitoring program 

during the first 23 years of plant operation were examined.  

The staff concluded that plant modifications made after 1973 were 

focused primarily on upgrading the plant and decreasing the likelihood of 

events that could cause undesirable radiological consequences. Modifications 

were also made to reduce the undesirable radiological consequences following 

a potential accident. No significant changes were made to the facility that 

would affect radioactive releases during normal operations. Radioactive 

gaseous and liquid effluents during the first 23 years of operation did not 

exceed regulatory limits. Potential exposures to personnel in unrestricted 

areas resulting from plant effluents were determined to be within the design 

objectives contained in 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix I. Based on the operating 

history and plant upgrades, the staff concluded that the radiological environ

mental consequences of plant operations for the duration of the proposed 

FTOL are acceptable.
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Conclusion: 

The staff did not identify any significant new environmental effects or 

any significant changes in those effects identified previously in the 1973 

FES that would affect the proposed FTOL for San Onofre Unit 1. Therefore, 

the staff determined that the issuance of a new or amended FES is not 

required and that the conclusions reached in the FES with regard to the 

acceptability of the license conversion are still valid. The Commission has 

determined, pursuant to 10 CFR 51.31, not to prepare a new environmental 

impact statement for the proposed amendment.  

For additional details with respect to this action, see (1) the 

application for license conversion dated July 28, 1970, (2) the Final 

Environmental Statement related to the operation of San Onofre Nuclear 

Generating Station Unit 1, issued October 1973, and (3) the Environmental 

Assessment dated September 16 1991. These documents are available for public 

inspection at the Commission's Public Document Room, 2120 L Street, N.W., 

Washington D.C. 20555 and at the Main Library, University of California, 

P.O. Box 19557, Irvine, California 92713.  

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 16th day of September, 1991.  

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

James E. Dyer, Director 
Project Directorate V 
Division of Reactor Projects III/IV/V 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation


