UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY,

~ U

DOCKET NOS.

L
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Anaheim, California, and the City of Riverside, California (the licensees)

The licensees hold Faciity Operating License Nos. NPF-10 and NPF-15. which

authorize operation of the San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station,
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The Need for the Proposed Action: The proposed exemption is needed to permit

refueling operations at San Onofre 2 and 3 to be conducted without installing
the criticaIity-detection systems specified by 10 CFR 70.24.

Environmental Impacts of the Proposed Action: There are no environmental

impacts of the proposed action. Criticality will be precluded by the use of
geometric spacing in storing new and spent fuel storage racks and the restric-
tion tnat no more than one fuel assembly shall be authorized to be outside
an approved shipping container, storage rack or the fuel transfer tube at any
one time. This is an acceptable alternative to redundant criticality detection
systems. Since the proposed change dnes not otherwise affect radiological
plant efrisents nor cause any significant occupational exposures, the Commission
concludes that there are no significant radiological environmenta® impacts
associated with this proposed exemption.-

With regard to potential non-radiological impacts, the proposed exemption
involves systems located entirely within the restricted area as defined in
10 CFR Part 20, It does not affect non-radiological plant effluents and has
no other environmental impact. Therefore, the Commission concludes that there
are no significant non-radiological environmental impacts associated with the
proposed amendment.

Alternative to the Proposed Action: We have concluded that there is no

measurable environmental impact associated with the proposed exemption. The
principal alternative would be to deny the requested exemption. This would

not reduce environmental impacts of plant operation.
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EXEMPTION RELATED TO THE CRITICALITY MONITORING SYSTEM
SAN ONOFRE NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, UNITS 2 AND 3
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