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PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF OKIAHOMA

A CENTRAL AND SOCUTH WEST COMPANY

PO BOX 201 - TULSA COKLAKOMA 74102 . 918) 582-381"

Public Service Company of Oklahoma July 11, 1979
Black Fox Station File 6212.125.2000,32N

Final Environmental Statement Methods
of Compliance for Black Fox Station

Environmental Projects Branch

Division of Site Safety & Environmenta' Analysis
Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D.C. 20555

Attn: Mr, W. H. Regan, Acting Assistant Cirector
Gentlemen:

On July 26, 1978, Public Service Company »f Oklahoma was issued a Limited Work
Authorizacion for our Black Fox Station., The LWA issuance is c:Sject to numerous
envircnmental conditions set out primarily in the Final Envi~.nmental Statement
for our station. In order to assure total compliance to these cenditions,

Public Service has developed a comprehensive Construction Environmental Impact
Control Procgram which is implemented by project procedures and is auc ‘atle by
management,

On September 25 and 26, 1978, an inspection team from NRC Region [V Inspection
and Enforcement audited our station envirommental impact control procedures and
visited the station site. In their course of inspection, all areas of audit
were in compliance--but two items were identified for more study as to the in-
terpretation for method of compliance (Attached NRC letter of audit findings
dated October 17, 1978). Since receipt of the .RC audit findings, this matter
was discussed between the NRC staff and the NRC Region IV office and consequent-
1y by beth NRC offices witnh PSO. These informal telephone communications
served to keep the two NRC offices aporised of our octivities and methodologies
of compliance over the past few months. As a matter of complete documentation,
as opposed %o any submittal of new information, two items are discussed herein
along with a description of our method of compliance.

Hyurological Monitoring Program (FES Sec. 6.].3)

"The applicant shall estaniish a new sampling station, 2a, to
be maintained and sampled contemroraneously with Station 2
for the duration of construction of the barge slip, intake
and discharge structures."

The hydrological monitoring system in refurence was initiated by Public Service
Company in - ~uary 1974 and completed in January, 1975 (ER.-Sec. 6.1.1) to provigf
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BLACK FOX STATION SERVICE LIST

XC: L. Dow Davis, Esquire Joseph R, Farris, Esquire
William D, Paton, Esquire John R, Woodard, !II, Esquire
Cnr1leen Woodhear, Esquire Green, Feldman, Hall & Woodard
Counsel for NRC Staff 816 Enterprise Building
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

washingten, D, C. 20555
4 Andrew T, Dalton, Esquire

Mr. Cecil Thomas 1437 South Main Street, Suite 302
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119

Phillips Building

7820 Norfolk Avenue Mrs. Ilene H. Younghein

Bethesda, Maryland 20014 3900 Cashion Place

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73112
Mr, Jan A, Norris

Envircnmental Prciects Branch 3 Mr. Lawrence Burrell

U.S. Nuclear Regu.atory Commission Route 1, Box 157

Phillips Building Fairview, Oklahoma 73737

7520 Norfolk Avenue

Bethesda, Maryland 20014 Mrs, Carrie Dickerson
Citizens Action for Safe Energy, Inc.

Mr, William G, Hubacek P. 0. Box 924

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Claremore, Oklahoma 74017

Office of Inspection and Enforcement

Region IV . p

611 Ryan Plaza Drive, Suite 1000 i So

Arlington, Texas 76012 112 State Capitol Building
Nklan ity, 73
Mr, Gerald F. Diddle anoma City, 0K 105

General Manager

Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc.
P. 0, Box 754

Springfield, Missouri 65801

Mr. ‘aynard Human

General Manager

Western Farmmers Electric Cooperative
P, 0. Box 425

Anadarko, Oklahoma 73005

Michael I. Miller, Esqg.
Isham, Lincoln & Beale
One 1st Nationa® Plaza
Suite 4200

Chicago, !1linois 60603

Mr. Joseph Gallo

Isham, Lincoln & Beale
1050 17th Sireet N.W.
washington, D, C. 20036
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ATTACHMFNT /

K Lol 2 UNITED STATES
& % NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
s s = REGION IV
; L : 611 RYAN PLAZA DF.VE SUITE 1000
e k;,.../ s ARLINGTON TEXAS 76011
e g Ye21201N 8-
LR - 187R ~8 o|3"33
October 17, 1978 b212.125-J0ee.2 10
6212.217. 05\ 3.53L
In Reply Refer To
RIV
Docket Nos. STN 50-556 Rpt. 78-04 [TRECEIVED AXD FILED
STN 50-557 Rpt. 78-04
= GCT 251978
s ™| PROJECT
Pubiic Service Company of Oklahoma DOCUMENT CORTROL
ATIN: Mr. T. N. Ewing, Director

Black Fox Station Nuclear Project
t Office Box 201
sa, Uklahoma 74102

sentlemen:

FEE[%EET

Tnis refers to the inspection conduc.ed dy Mr. R. J. Everett and Mr. H. C.
Harrison during the period September 25-26, 1978, of activities authorized
o7 NRC Limited Work Authorization daied July 25, 1078, for the 8lack Fox

15;—'_=c. Units No. 1 and 2, and to the discussion of our findings with

EFE

EDE 85575, M. E. Fate, 7. N. Ewing, and other memters of your staff at th
conclusion of the inspection.
— ———————
Are§s examined Cgrtng the inspection and our findings are discussed in the
enciosed inspection report. Within these areas, the inspection consisted
s of s=‘ec~1ve examination of procedures and representative records, interviews
— W1l personnel, &nd observations by the inspector.
mitnin the scope of the inspect.un, no items of noncomgliance were identified.
e ——
Two unre.dlved items are identified in paragraph 5 of the enclosed repors

\n accorcance with Section 2.790 of the NRC's "R:les of Practice,” Part
Title 10, Code of Federal Regulations, a copy of this letter and the erc
inspection report will be placed in the NRC's Public Document Room. f
report contains any information that you believe to be proprietary, it
necessary that you submit 2 written application to this cffice, within
cays of the date of this letter, requesting that such information be wi
from » osure. The application must include a full statement
tne reasons why it 1s claimed that the information is proprietary. The
asgiication snould de prepared so that any proprietary information identified
13 ¢contained in an enclosure to the a;:l1fa"or since the a:_»wga"on without
tne encliosure will also de placed in the Publiic Document Room. [f we do not
near from you in tnis regarg within the s:e.:‘:e: period, the report will be
placeg in tne Public Jocument Room,
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Public Service Company
of Oklahoma

Sho
to

uid
ais

you
Cuss

enclosures:

them wi

o

nave any questi
th you.

n Report Nos.

-2 October 17,

ons concerning this inspection, we will

Sincerely,

o ot

C. Seidle, Chief
Reac.ar Construction and

Engineering Support Branch

(& 3

A

O~

™SO
()

—~J

B e e e



U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
OFFICE OF INSPECTION AND ENFORCEMENT

REGION [V

IE Inspection Report Nos. STN 50-556/78-04
TN 50-557/78-04

Licensee: Public Service Company of Qklanhoma (PSO)
P. 0 Box 201
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74102

Fac:lity: Black Fox Units 1 and 2 (BFS)

inspection conducted: September 25-25, 1978

i C.
PSHeC:G (v‘ ¥y “ 'l ._Cﬁ s //7//’
R. J. tverett, Ragiat'cn Specialist Date
ﬁ/ :
/ —
Accompanied by:  Jrg ke i PRI 16 +17-"18
H. C. Harrison, Radiazion Specialist Date

Reviewed Dy /i.{ A/ / : /C /7A
<Glef D. 3rown, Chief, Fuel Faciiity and Cave 7

Material Safety Brancn

[nsoection on September 25-26, 1978 (Report Nos. STN 50-556/78-04 and STN
30-337/75-047
Arsas Insoected: Initial, anmnounced inspection of constructicn phase

environmental pro.ec’lon programs, including organization and administration;
plans and procedures; impiementation of environmental control program; envi-
ronmental monitoring; and a tour of the site and surrounding area. The

ion involved 28 inspector-hours by two NRC inspectors.

inspecse
Results: Of the five areas inspected, no items of noncompliance were identi-
fiec.
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DETAILS

-
-

Persons Contacted

Public Service Company of Oklanoma

*M. E. Fate, Executive Vice President

*T. N. Ewing, Manager, 8FS Nuclear Project
*V. L. Conrad, Manager, Licensing and Compliance
J. L. Haynes, Site QC Superviscr
H. H. Eller, Site QA Supervisor
*S. A. Bennett, Licensing Engineer
R. D. Eyman, Environmental QC Sgecialist
*J. B. Perez, Manager, Quality Assurance

*Present at exit meeting on September 26, 1978

2. Qrganization and Administration

The inspector inquired as to the organizational structure that had

been established to carry ocut tre environmental control programs during
the coanstruction phase. The following chart shows the present structure
and assigned individuals as indicated by BFS perscnnel.




M, E. Fate, Exec. V.P.

B

3 L
| |
| T. N. Ewing, Manager BF3 ] M. J. Lindberg, V.P.
| Power Generation

i L

Asst. to Manager
K. Jones

}
i
s

G. W. Myensch, Manager
;

A. F. McGilbra, Manager
ngineering & Construction E

nv. & Chemistry Control

SEE——

|
l r

|

!

1 T
R. J. Kime, Manager V. L. Conrad, Manager
Construction } Licensing & Compliance
!

R 5

J

J. C. Haynes, Site |
QC Supervisor |

| |

i R. D. Eyman, Env.

; H. H. Eller, Site
| QA Supervisor

e

|

, *S. A. Bennett

l Licensing Engineer

QC Specialist

*_ead responsidility for the ECP.
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Environmental Control Program (ECP) and Procedures

e

The inspector reviewed the wrilten program and procedures that relat
to the Environmental Protectior Control Program. The documents are
as follows:

Copy No. 8 - “Construction Environmental Impact Control Program for
Black Fox Station Construction”

Project Procedure Manual - Procedure MNo. 15.04 - "Construction
Environmental Impact Control Program
Implementation”

Field Project Procedure Manual - FPPM 4.9 - "Site Construction
Environmental Impact Control"

After review of these documents and a discussion of the program with
the applicant, the inspector determined that the environmental control
program was sufficiently documented and assignments of responsibility
have Deen made. Further, the program called for site inspection and
audits Dy the corporate staff and procedures established to find and

. correct items of potential environmental impact. The inspector had
no further questions at that time.

4. Implementation of the ECP

The inspector discussed the implementation of the ECP and examined
selectec records. Monthly reports from the Site Environmental QC
Engineer were reviewed for June, July, and August of 1378. The monthly
report contained checklists for each legal requirement listed in the

LWA to provide protection from environmental impacts during construction.
The reports also contained status information on each item of noncom-
pliance cited during the report period. The inspector had no further
questions at that time.

The inspector reviewed the document AA-1 "BFS Socioeconomi. Impact
Assessment Program.” The applicant described his greliminary contacts
with local governments and state planning agencies in order to implement
the program. The inspector stated that the program content and the
initial contacts that have been made to implement the program were
sufficient to comply with section "f" of the LWA.

. A Envirgrmental Monitoring
The applicant's environmental menitiring programs are descridbed in
section 6.1 of the FES. The following gives the status of each
. monitoring program:
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Thermal - temperature studies in the Verdigris River have been
completed. No additional information is required.

Radiological - Baseline studies have been completed. Applicant
will initiate Preoperational Program no later than two years
prior to the cperating license.

Hydrological - The applicant has developed a program to assess
the physical, chemical and geological parameters of the site area
surface waters. This program is discussed in detail in section
6.1.1 of the ER. The applicant considers the program completed
with exception of two stations in the river which are samhled for
physical and chemical parameters. The inspector stated that the
requirement in section 6.1.3 of the FES calls for an expanded
program to include the above two stations. This would 1mply

that the applicant should continue the detailed program and add
the two st2.-ons in question. The inspector stated that this
issue wouic remain unresolved pending discussions with the NRC
staff.

Meteorological - Site meteorological data was taken using the
330 foot tower in 1973-1974. The applicant plans to take no
other metecrological measurements during the construction phase.

1. Terrestrial - Baseline surveys have been completed. No
construction or preoperational monitoring programs are
required. Section 6.1.5.1 of the FES requires an inspection
program for erosion in the draw between the central station
complex and the wastewater holding pond. The applicant
stated that this program would be implemented or the draw
would be concreted on each side to prevent erosion.

2. Aquatic - The applicant's program was carried out according
to table 6.1-1 of the ER. The program has been completed
and no further preoperational monitoring is required.

The appiicant stated that no monitoring programs or special
studies are being conducted by contractors and PSO Programs
are essentially complete.

The applicant described the training provided by an ecology
consulitant on March 8-9. 13738. Construction personne)l were
given ecolocgical training so that they can become aware of
and avoid ecclogical impacts during construction. Section
4.5.2.1 of the FES requires specifically trained perscnnel
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to recognize and protect ecologically sensitive areas. Item 12.b
of the LWA exempts right of way (ROW) monitoring for ecological
impact which appears to conflict with the requirements stated in
section 4.5.2.1.6. The latter reference calls for ecological
inspectic s by a qualified individual of all completed areas.

The inspe. .or stataed that this issue would be considered unre-
solved pending discussions with the NRC staff.

Site Tour

The inspector toured the site and surrounding area durirj the inspec-
tion to observe the condition of the site with regard to environmer-al
impacts and to observe the implementation of the applicant's enviren-
mentai control program. The inspector noted two areas neading attention
and corrective action. A small oil spill was noted at the discharge
structure cofferdam and fire damage was found in the protected cemetery
plot south of the station complex. The cemetery is fenced but not
locked. The fire consumed a few square meters of grass and brush.

The applicant stated that these incidents would be investigated and
appropriate action taken to protect these areas.

The applicant stated that all known 0il and gas wells have now been
plugged. The inspector reviewed certificates of plugging prepared
Dy a state agency.

The inspector inquired as to work on transmission line right of way
(ROW). The applicant described the planned ROWs, which are described
in section 3.9 of the ER, and stated that a separate environmental
impact procedure would be written in the future to cover this activily.
No construction work on ROW is planned for at least two years. The
inspector had no further questions at that time.

Unrasolved Items

Unresolved items are matters which require additional information in
order to determine if they ar: acceptable items, items of noncompliance,
or deviations. Two unresolve: items were identified during the inspec-
tion. These items are discussed in paragraph S.

Management Meeting

The inspector met with PSQO representatives at the corporate offices in
Tulsa on September 25, 1978 (See paragraph 1). The inspector discussed
the NRC environmental inspection program and the regulatory require-
ments for environmertal protection in the LWA.




Exit Interview

The inspector met with PSQ representatives at the corporate offices
in Tulsa on September 26, 1378 (See paragraph 1) The inspector
surmarized the purpose and scope of the inspection, and discussed

the findings.
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ATTALAMENT &
gliaturbed?

A Nct on the cost=benefit, no.

Q Now? I'& like to turan for a second to the answers |

to Board Questicns 3 and 9,

Tarning first to Board Question 8: It's a
fact, is it not, that grading as a methcd of removing access
roads presentsa ant unacceptable lmpact 3o far as the Stafi
iz concermed?

A Yes, that's ¢trus, I did nct say I would not

accupt grading as a mitigation measurae.

Q And that is what the applicant propesas, is it
not?

A Yes, it is,

< Now turning to Board Questicn 9 for just cae

sacond, and if you night also tura to page 4=7 of the Pinal
Bavirenmental Statement, in the second {ull paragraph on
rage 4=7 of the Pinal Bnvironmantal Statament thera are fou

sactions of the prorosed right-of-way which the Staff

originally proposed would requira iaspection Dy a qualified

biclogist; is that correct?
2 Yes, that’s corract.,
Q And just rsading them into the record these are

n-D) n-!l XII"A and n:'.ao

—==

Mo, then, do you kaow whothor o! act the coa-

struction of Sransmission lines in Secticas XI-D and XI-8

i
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ars 3¢ill nroocsed by shae appliicant 1s a part of -~ or 23

aszocicced with iz construction of the Black Feox Station?

.
2]

belisve the applicant has indicatad cthose

licas wourld ba built whathar or not Black Fox Station is

Q All right, siv.

Were thoce two ssctions the arscas of primary

intarast to “hc Staff with respect to a qualified biologist?

A Those are the onas for which wo havae documar
avidonca for which a2 gqualified bioclogist == cn which €0
bage tia requirament.

Q All right, sir,

that about thoae other two sactions, XiI-A ana

A ™e Staff roagscacd that thosa sactionz, ba.:«g

LII-22

on all the ianformation we had, could potentially ceatain
siailax uniquas habitats.
(> You have no praseat evidence that ihay do in

fact?

A "Thers is nc concreta avidence that therg are

4004
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aay urigue habitats in that region.

Q All right, sir.

~—So-you-peddiara fDat there is now any requirsmant

as far as the 3°C Sta!f 18 concarned that the applicant

—— e —

o—-———'——'(‘ —
“Nave a qualified biolcgist when claaring those mroposed
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wb?

cransmissicn routas? :
< | A No, wa'ra willing to withdraw the requirameat,
/ e — - -
- G Dr. Hong, turning to your prepared cestimony,

3.r, on the s
Parsgraph on

ceonstruction

~

constituse a

s
iz | Pleaca?
Q

graph ca paga

7N

“

A

«B Lol
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craws will beo employed.

H

1 J 140 individuala? §
i :
!
i

2tatament that abeut 140 oparating--

econd page thore is 2 statement in tha second
that cage that after the conclusicn oI the

of the Northsastarn Staticn zkout 140 orerating

Could you tall us, pleasa, how many 2crsons

csow? Or dié you m=2an to say thers would be
(Witness Hong) ‘%Would you repcat tha question,

It's the secondé seantanca in the sacond para-

2 of your prepared testisony. Thors'’s the

Will you indicata tha lines?
I'd ba glad %o do it, sir,
It's ths Zifth line, ‘
The £4ifth line from the top on the cecend page?
The second raragragh on thae secound pags,

Ckay.

Do ycu see the refsronce “o 140 cperating crews,

Right.

My qQuestion .3: Do opaeszating ¢z - dces %hat

POOR ORIgINg

oy —

6 277



