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Prosanta,

Attached are some more comments on the Advanced SER for SSAR Sections
2.1/2.2. | apologize for the lateness of these comments; most of them are editorial in
nature, but comments 69, 70, 71, 73 and 77 provide suggested changes to improve
the accuracy of the SER. The comment numbers start at 63 to avoid any confusion
with the previous comments we submitted.

Dave Robillard

Licensing Engineer

Nuclear Development Department
PSEG Power, LLC

(W) 856-339-7914

(C) 856-371-1507
David.Robillard@pseg.com

The information contained in this e-mail, including any attachment(s), is
intended solely for use by the named addressee(s). If you are not the
intended recipient, or a person designated as responsible for delivering
such messages to the intended recipient, you are not authorized to
disclose, copy, distribute or retain this message, in whole or in part,
without written authorization from PSEG. This e-mail may contain
proprietary, confidential or privileged information. If you have received
this message in error, please notify the sender immediately. This notice is
included in all e-mail messages leaving PSEG. Thank you for your
cooperation.
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Advanced SER Review Comments

		SER Chapter/Section: Chapter 2     
Title: Section 2.1, “Geography and Demography” and 


Section 2.2, “Identification of Potential Hazards in Site Vicinity”



		Comment No.

		Page

		Comment



		63.

		2-2

		Section 2.1.1.4, 2nd para.: It is not clear why some of the metric distances in this paragraph are expressed with decimal places and others are not. For example, “24 km” could be expressed as “24.1 km” and “12 km” could be expressed as “12.1 km” to be consistent with the other distances shown in the paragraph.



		64.

		2-2

		Section 2.1.1.4, 2nd para., last sentence: The sentence should end with a period, not a colon.



		65.

		2-2

		Section 2.1.1.4, 3rd para.: It is not clear why some of the metric distances in this paragraph are expressed with decimal places and others are not. For example, “80 km” could be expressed as “80.5 km” and “12 km” could be expressed as “12.1 km” to be consistent with the other distances shown in the paragraph.



		66.

		2-2

		Section 2.1.1.4, 3rd para., 1st sentence: “SSAR Figure 1.2-2 shows the PSEG location….” should be “SSAR Figure 1.2-2 shows the PSEG Site location….”



		67.

		2-3

		Section 2.1.1.4, 8th para.: “The UTM Coordinates are as follows:” should be “The geodetic and UTM Coordinates are as follows:”



		68.

		2-3

		Section 2.1.1.4, UTM Coordinates heading: “Nad83” should be “NAD83”



		69.

		2-4

		Section 2.1.1.5, 3rd sentence: It appears that the listing “SSAR Sections 2.1.2, 2.1.3, and 13.3” should be “ SSAR Sections 2.1.1.1, 2.1.1.2, and 13.3”



		70.

		2-10

		Section 2.1.3.4, 6th para., 1st sentence: “…Delaware Park, and a casino and racetrack located in Wilmington, DE.” should be “…Delaware Park, and a casino and racetrack located in Wilmington, DE.”  


[This change clarifies that Delaware Park is a casino and racetrack.]



		71.

		2-10

		Section 2.1.3.4, 6th para., 4th sentence: “…Delaware Park, casino, and racetrack are approximately 2,900,000.” should be “…Delaware Park (casino, and racetrack) are approximately 2,900,000.”



		72.

		2-11

		Section 2.1.3.4, 3rd para. on the page, 6th sentence: “…such that the future growth and developments of Middletown, DE will not be closer than 11.3 km (7 mi) west of the PSEG Site, into and around Odessa, DE….” should be “…such that the future growth and developments of Middletown, DE will not be closer than 11.3 km (7 mi) west of the PSEG Site, including growth into and around Odessa, DE…. ”



		73.

		2-12

		Section 2.1.3.4, 2nd para. on the page, 6th sentence: “Since the applicant’s determined density of 494 persons….” should be “Since the applicant’s determined density of 497 persons …. ”



		74.

		2-13

		Page 2-13, Section 2.1.3.5, 3rd bullet: This appears to be a new commitment that was not identified in the ESP Application or in subsequent RAI responses.



		SER Chapter/Section: Chapter 2     
Title: Section 2.1, “Geography and Demography” and 


Section 2.2, “Identification of Potential Hazards in Site Vicinity”



		Comment No.

		Page

		Comment



		75.

		2-13

		Section 2.1.3.6, 1st sentence: “As discussed above, the applicant provided an acceptable description of current and projected population densities…. “ should be “As discussed above, the applicant provided an acceptable description of current and projected population distribution, low population zone, population center distances, and population densities….”



		76.

		2-13

		Section 2.1.3.6, 4th sentence: “The site contains present and projected population densities that conform to the guidelines of RG 4.7, Regulatory Position C.4, and properly specified the low-population zone and population center distance.” should be “The site area contains present and projected population densities that conform to the guidelines of RG 4.7, Regulatory Position C.4, and the applicant properly specified the low-population zone and population center distance.”



		77.

		2-16

		Under “Industrial Facilities”, 2nd bullet: “Anchor Glass Contain Corporation” should be “Anchor Glass Container Corporation”






