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UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMNISSION

DUKE POWER COMPANY -

DOCKETS NOS. 50-269, 50-270, and 50-287

NOTICE OF ENVIPONMENTAL ASSESSMENT AND FINDING OF

NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT :

" The U.S. .NucIear"ReguIatory Commtssion Ithe Comm1ss1on) 1s cohsidering
issuance of an exemption. from certain requ1rements of - 10 CFR 50 55a to
' Duke Power - Company, the I1censees for the Oconee Nuclear. Stat1on, Units Nos.
1, 2, and 3, Iooated in Oconee County, South Carolina.. . "

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Identificatton'of Proposed Action: A10‘CFR‘SO.55a(g)(4) reouires that
Iicensees update their pump and va1ve Inservfce inspectioh (ISI) and testing
. (IST) programs to a newer ed1t1on of Section XI of the ASME Code each ten
years. Since the regulations requ1re these: updates based on the 10-year
ann1versary of facility- commerc1a1 operat1on muIt1 unit SILES often find that -
~each unit has an ISI and IST program structured to 2 sI1ghtIy d1fferent
ed1t1on of the Code The exempt1on would aIIow a common start date for ISI
| and TST for aII three Oconee unwts and that date to be at other than 120
'months from commercial operatvon of any one un1t |
The proposed exemptton-1s,1n.response to:the-Iicehsee's.appIication

 dated December 2, 1983.
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The heed for the Proposed Action: The proposed exempt1on is needed

because ISI and IST at Oconee would be accomp11shed for some. per1od of twme‘

to two different ASME Codes if a common start date were not estab11$hed
A]though adm1n1strat1ve1y poss1b1e “this situation cou]d contrwbute to 1ncreased

personne] errors in the performance of lnspect1on and testing requ1rements to

two d1fferent versions of the Code. This can create a substant1a1 and

add1t1ona1 administrative work]oad for what can be descr1bed as only nomunal

'.techn1ca1 differences in the 1nspectwon and test1ng requ1rements

~ Environmental Impact of the Proposed Act1on. ‘The proposed exemption

will provide a ‘degree of IST and IST that is equiva1ent to that'required by

.10 CFR 50 55a(g)(4) such that there is no 1ncrease in the risk of failure for

operational readiness of pumps and valves whose funct1on is requ1red for

safety at these facilities. "Consequently, the_probab111ty of fa1]ure for

operational readiness of components has not been increased the radiologica1

' r1sk is not greater than determ1ned prev1ous7y, and. the proposed exempt1on

does not affect otherw1se p]ant rad1o1og1ca1 eff]uents Therefore the

‘Comm1ss1on conc]udes that there are no s1gn1f1cant rad1o]og1ca1 env1ronmenta1

impacts. assoc1ated with this proposed‘exempt1on
With regard to potent1a] nonrad1o1og1ca1 1mpact,, the proposed exempt1on
1nvo1ves Teatures 1ocated ent1re1y within the restr1cted area as. def1ned in

10 CFR Part 20. It does not affect plant ronrad1o]og1ca1 effluents and has

. no other environmental impact. Therefore, the Commission conc1udes*that

there are no significant nonradiological environmental impacts associated

with the proposed exemption.
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AIternative Use . Of ResounceS' Th1s act1on does not 1nvo]ve the use of

‘resources not previously cons1dered in the F1na] Env1ronmenta1 Statement :
{construction permit and operating 11eense) for the 0conee_Nuc1ear'Stat10n,
‘Units.Nosh 1, 2 and 3.

Agencies and Persons Consulted: The Comm1ss1on S staff rev1ewed the "

'Ilcensee s request and d d not consuIt other acenc1es or persons.

"FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The Comm1ss1on has determwned not to prepare an env1ronnenta] 1mpact
statement for the proposed act1on | |

Based on the forego1ngeenv1ronnenta1'assessment we concIude.that'the
- proposed action w1II not have a s1qn1f1cant effect on the qua11ty of the f
human env1ronment '

For further detaiIs with respect to this aCtIon, see the'application‘

for exemption dated December 2, 1983 wh1ch is available for pub11c

; inspection at the Comm1ss1on 's Pub11c Document Room 1717 H Street N.W.,

Washington, D.C., and atgthe Oconee County,t1hrary, 501 Nest_Southbroad Street;
wthaIIa, South Carolina. | ) | » | L |
Dated at Bethesda, MaryIand th1s 17thday of" October 1984
FOR ‘THE NUCLEAP REGULATORY_COMMISSION

/ 0L

Gus C. Lainas, Ass1stant D1rector
Division of Licensing. _
0ff1ce of NucIear Peactor ReguIat1on



