7590-01
UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
DUKE POWER COMPANY, ET AL,
KET NOS, 50-413 AND 50-414
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT AND FINDINIG OF
NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The U, S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) is considering
fssuance of amendments to Duke Power Company, et al,, (the licensee) for the
Catawba Nuclear Statfon, Units 1 and 2, located in York County, South Carolina,

ENVIRCNMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Identification of Proposed Action: The proposed action would more clearly

specify in the Technical Specifications (TS) the Limiting Conditions for
Operation, Applicability, required Actions and additiona) Surveillance
Requirements for the Nuclear Service Water (RN) System at Catawba Nuclear
Station, Units 1 and 2,

The current TS requirements will be expanded and clarified to more accu-
rately reflect the design and operation of the system and to more specifically
state remedial actions which are to be implemented in the event of system
degradation or inoperability,

The proposed action is in response to the )icensee's application for
amendments dated October 16, 1987, Additional information was provided by
letter dated February 18, 1988, in response to NRC staff's letter dated
January 22, 1988, Further clarifications were also provided by letters dated
May 12 and July 12, 1988,
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The Need for the Proposed Action: The current RN System TS requirements are

based on the Standard Technical Specifications which were set up for single
unit plants (1.e., non-shared systems), The Catawba RN System is partially
shared between the two units, The proposed amendments will more accurately
reflect the design and operation of the RN System by more clearly specifyina
the requirements based on recognition of the shared portions of this system,
Better TS requirements will alleviate ambiguity concerning their applica-

bility and will result in more clearly defined and easily understood actions
concerning the operation of the RN System,

Environmental Impacts of the Proposed Action: The proposed TS changes will not

reduce the restrictions on the operation of the RN System. The changes will
not allow the RN System to be operated in any conditions other than those
previously allowed. Therefore, the proposed changes will not have any effect
or impact on the environment that has not been already reviewed and approved,
Jecause no previous accident analyses are affected by these amendments,
the probability of an accident has not been increased and the post-accident
radiological releases will not be greater than those previously determined,
Therefore, plant radiclogical and non-radiological releases during normal
operation or after an accident will not be increased by the proposed action.
Accordingly, we conclude that this proposed action would result in no signif.
fcant environmental impact,
Alternative to the Proposed Actfon: Since we have concluded that the environ-

mental effects of the proposed action are negligible, any alternatives with

equal or greater environmental impact need not be evaluated,
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The principal alternative would be to deny the requested amendments. That
alternative, in effect, is the same as the "no action" alternative. Neither
alternative would reduce environmental impacts of plant operation but would
result in increased personne!l radieation exposure during plant life,

Alternative Use of Resources: This action does not involve the use of

resources not previously considered in connection with the Nu:zlear Regulatory
Commission's Final Environmental Statement dated January 1983 (NUREG-0921)
related to the facility,

Agencies and Persons Consulted: The NRC staff has reviewed the licensee's

request of October 16, 1987, as supplemented February 18, May 12, and July 12,
1988, The NRC staff did not consult other agencies or persons,
FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The Commission has determined not to prepare

an environmental impact statement for the proposed license amendments.

Based upon this environmental assessment, we conclude that the proposed
action will not have a significant adverse effect on the cuality of the human
environment,

For further details with respect to this action, see the request for the
amendments dated October 16, 1987, and 1ts supplements dated February 18,
May 12, and July 12, 1988; and the Fina! Environmental Statement re'ated to
operation of Catawba Nuclear Statfon, Units 1 and 2 (NUREG-0921) dated January
1983, which are available for public inspection at the Commission's Public
Document Room, 1717 H Street, N.W., Washington, D.C., end the York County
Library, 138 East Black Street, Rock Hill, South Carolina, 29730,

Dated at Ruckville, Maryland this #6th day of September 1988 ‘

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
Darl S. Hood, Acting Director
Project Directorate [1-3
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The principal alternative would be to deny the requested amendments, That
alternative, in effect, is the same as the "no action" alternative., Neither
alternative would reduce environmental impacts of plant operation but would
result in increased personne)l radiation exposure during plant 1ife,

Alternative Use of Resources: This action does not involve the use of

resources not previouslv considered in connection with the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's Final Environmental Statement dated January 1983 (NUREG-0921)
related to the facility,

Agencies and Persons Consulted:  The NRC staff has reviewed the licensee's

request of October 16, 1987, as supplemented February 18, May 12, and July 12,
1988, The NRC staff did rot consult other agencies or persons,
FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT [MPACT The Commission has determined not to prepare

an environmental impact statement for the proposed license amendments,

Based upon this environmental assessment, we conclude that the proposed
action will not have a significant adverse effect on the quality of the human
environment,

For further details with respect to this action, see the request for the
amendments dated October 16, 1987, and 1{ts supplements dated February 18,
May 12, and July 12, 1988; and the Final! Environmenta) Statement related to
operation of Catawba Nuciear Station, Units 1 and 2 (NUREG-0921) dated January
1983, which are available for public inspection at the Commission's Public
Document Room, 1717 M Street, N.W., Washington, D.C., and the York County
Library, 138 East Black Street, Rock Mill, South Carolina., 29730.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland this éth day of September N

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
ORIGINAL SIGNED BY:
David B, Matthews, Director

K JH' Bovk Project Directorate 11.3
8§§ Divis1on of Reactor Projects !/1!
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