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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

'his

Environmental Statement was prepared by the U. S. Atomic Energy
Commission, Directorate of Licensing.

1. ~ This action is administative.

2. The proposed action concerns the conversion of the current pro-
visional operating license to a full-term license to be granted
to the Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation for the Nine Mile Point
Nuclear Station Unit 1 located on Lake Ontario in the State of
New York (Docket No. 50-220).

Nine Mile Point Station Unit 1 employs a boiling-water reactor
to produce up to 1850 megawatts thermal (MWt). A steam turbine-
generator uses this heat to provide 610 MN (net) of electrical
power capacity. This capacity is considered in the assessments
contained in this statement. The exhaust steam is cooled by
once-through flow of water obtained from and discharged to Lake
Ontario.

3. Summary of environmental impact and adverse effects:

Construction of the transmission lines required the use of
approximately 1,640 acres for the right-of-way. Land use
patterns in such rights-of-way have not changed in any major
way but because of inadequate planning the line in many places
may be considered by some as an aesthetic detraction.

Fish will be impinged on the intake screen. Although it should
have little "or no noticeable effect on the fish population of
the lake as a whole, the kill rate at Unit 1 is high. A program
of monitoring the kill rate and of determining the local fish
population has been implemented to determine the seriousness
and extent of the problem.

Entrained small fish, eggs, and fish larvae are not expected to
survive passage through th'e plant cooling system and will add
an incremental loss to the fish population, however, the overall
effect on the fish population of the lake will be small. Entrained
zooplankton and phytoplankton are expected to suffer high mortality
during the summer. However, even if the rate of mortality were
100%%d, the impact of such mortality among organisms with a short
generation time will not be measurable in the area.



A thermal plume will be present at the discharge. Some juvenile
fish may be drawn into it and may be killed; however, if this occurs
their numbers are expected to be small. The 6'F isotherm extending
to the shore is not expected to act as a barrier to free movement
of fishes along the shore. However, the Applicant has initiated
tagging or other appropriate studies to determine movement. of
fishes in the in-shore waters. No shifts in algal species from
an abundance of diatoms and green algae to blue-green algae are
expected. On the whole, the thermal discharge from Unit 1 is not
expected to have any significant deleterious effect on. the biota
of the lake.

If Unit 1 were to be shut down suddenly in the winter, the
thermal discharge would cease and the fishes in the plume would
die. The impact of such mortality is not expected to have an
adverse effect on existing fish populations.

Chemicals" discharged to the lake will be limited to concentrations
that will pose no threat to aquatic life.
The risk associated with accidental radiation exposure is very
lowe

No significant environmental impacts are anticipated from normal
operational releases of radioactive materials within 50 miles.
The estimated dose to the 1980 population within 50 miles from
operation of Unit 1 will be 2.5 man-rem/yr after modification
of the radwaste system (34 man-rem/yr, at present) which is less
than the normal fluctuations in the 110,000 man-rem/yr background
dose this population would receive.

4. Principal alternatives considered:

Abandonment of the facility and construction of another nuclear
. plant on another site.

Fossil fuel as an alternative power source at the present site.
Purchase of power from outside sources.,

Heat dissipation with natural-draft and forced-draft cooling
towers or cooling ponds.

P. The following federal, state, and local agencies were requested to
comment on the Draft Environmental Statement:



Federal A encies

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Environmental Protection Agency
Department of Agriculture
Department of the Army, Corps of Engineers
Department of Commerce
Department of Health, Education and Welfare
Department of Housing and Urban Development
Department of the Interior
Department of Transportation
Federal Power Commission

New York State A encies

Department of Environmental Conservation
Department of Public Service
Department of Commerce
Atomic Energy Council

Local A encies

Oswego County Department of Planning

6. The Final Environmental Statement was made available to the public,
to the Council on Environmental Quality, and to the agencies noted
above in February 1974.

7 ~ On the basis of the analysis set forth in this Statement, after
weighing the environmental, economic, technical, and other benefits
of Unit 1 against environmental costs and considering available
alternatives, the Staff concludes that the action 'called for under
NEPA and Appendix D to 10 CFR Part 50 is the conversion of the
current provisional operating license to a full-term license for
the facility subject to the following conditions for protection of
the environment:

A. License Conditions

1. The Applicant will complete construction of a new radwaste
facility to be operational by late 1975.



B. Technical Specification Requirements

1. The Applicant will establish a revised and comprehensive
environmental monitoring program as discussed below for
inclusion in the Technical Specifications that,is
acceptable to the Staff for determining environmental
effects which may occur as a result of the operation of
Unit 1.

The Applicant will continue the revised and compre-
hensive ecological survey program to provide data
from which to measure the impact of Unit 1 operation
on the biota of Lake Ontario (Section 6'1).

The Applicant will continue the impingement monitoring
and sampling program at the intake structure of Unit 1
as outlined in Sections 5.5 and 6.1 to determine the
number, species, and size of fish killed and relate
these data to the intake design and field-sampling
program outlined above. This information is to be
made available to the Staff by January 1976 to
evaluate the significance of the fish-kill problem
to determine whether modification of the existing
intake and/or development and implementation of other
preventive'ethods will be required.

The Applicant will continue the entrainment monitoring and
sampling program at the intake.and discharge structures and
in the thermal plume as outlined in Section 6.1 to'determine
the extent of entrainment'nd the mortality of entrained
organisms.

The Applicant will conduct such field investigations of the
thermal plume as are necessary to correlate the data obtained
from the aquatic environmental 'program. These investigations
should be made for the different seasons under various
hydrological and meteorological conditions. (Section 6.2).



v

The Applicant will conduct a radiological monitoring pro-
gram considered by the Staff to be adequate to determine any
radiological effects on the environment from operation of
Unit 1 (Section 6.3).

4

The Applicant will conduct a terrestrial monitoring program
to determine the environmental effects of the use of herbi-
cides for line maintenance. Particular 'attention should be,
given to vegetation which figures significantly in the life-
cycle of valued wildlife-species which may occupy this right-
of-way. The program should also include a field study to
determine the presence and status of rare or endangered
plants and animals at the site and along the transmission
line right-of-way. If endangered species are present, steps
should be taken to prevent their destruction during the
continued operation of Unit 1 (Section 6.4).

2. If harmful effects and/or evidence for potential irreversible
damage are detected by the monitoring programs, the, Applicant
will provide to the Staff an 'analysis of the problem and a plan
of action to 'be taken to alleviate the problem.
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FOREWORD

This statement on environmental considerations associated with the
proposed conversion to a full-term operating license for the Nine Mile
Point Nuclear Station, Unit 1 was prepared by the U. S. Atomic Energy
Commission, Directorate of Licensing (Staff) in accordance with the
Commisssion's regulation, 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix D, implementing the
requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA).

The NEPA'states, among other things, that it is the continuing responsi-
bility of the Federal Government to use all practicable means, consistent
with other essential considerations of national policy, to improve and
coordinate Federal plans, functions, programs, and resources to the 'end
that the Nation may:

Fulfill the responsibilities of each generation as trustee of the
environment for succeeding generations.

P

Assure for all Americans safe, healthfu1, productive, and
esthetically and culturally pleasing surroundings.

Attain the widest range of beneficial uses of the environment
without degradation, risk to health or safety, or other
undesirable and unintended consequences.

Preserve important historic, cultural, and natural aspects of
our national heritage, and maintain, wherever possible, an
'environment which supports diversity and variety of individual
choice.

Achieve a balance between population and resource use which will
permit high standards of living and a wide sharing of life'
amenities.

Enhance the quality of renewable resources and approach the
maximum attainable recycling of depletable resources.

Further, with respect to ma)or Federal actions significantly affecting
the quality of the human environment, Section 102 (2)(C) of the NEPA
calls for preparation of a detailed statement on:

(i) The environmental impact of the proposed action,

(ii) any adverse environmental effects which cannot be avoided should
the proposal be implemented,



(iii) alternatives to the proposed action,

(iv) the relationship between local short:-term uses of man'
environment and the maintenance and enhancement of long-term
productivity, and

(v) any irreversible and irretrievable commitments of resources
which would be involved in the proposed action should it be
implemented.

Pursuant to Appendix D of 10 CFR Part 50, the AEC Directorate of Licensing
prepares a detailed statement on the foregoing considerations with respect
to each application for a construction permit or full-power operating
license for a nuclear power reactor.

When application is made for a construction permit or a full-power
operating license, the Applicant submits an environmental report to the
AEC. The staff evaluates this report and may seek further information
from the Applicant, as well as other sources, in making an independent
assessment of the considerations specified in Section 102 (2)(C) of
the NEPA and Appendix D of 10 CFR Part 50. This evaluation leads to
the publication of a draft environmental statement, prepared by the
Directorate of Licensing, which is then circulated to Federal, State,
and local governmental agencies for comment. Interested persons are
also invited to comment on the draft statement.

After receipt and consideration of comments on the draft statement,
the Staff prepares a final environmental statement, which includes a
discussion of questions and objections raised by the comments and the
disposition thereof; a final cost-benefit analysis which considers and
balances the environmental effects of the facility and the alternatives
available for reducing or avoiding adverse environmental effects with
the environmental, economic, technical, and other benefits of the
facility; and a conclusion as to whether, after weighing the environ-
mental, economic, technical, and other benefits against environmental
costs and considering available alternatives, the action called for is
the issuance or denial of the proposed permit oi license or its appro-
priate conditioning to protect environmental values.

At this site the Applicant also proposes to build Nine KLle Point Nuclear
Station Unit 2, an 1100-MWe plant. In addition, the Power Authority of
the State of New York is building the 821-HWe James A. FitzPatrick
Nuclear Plant 3300 feet to the east of Unit 1.

The Staff considers the environmental impa'ct of plants in the order of
their licensing sequence. The environmental impact of a given plant is
considered in light of the aggregate environmental consequences of its



operation in the presence of existing and scheduled precursor plants at
the same location. As a result of this procedure, the environmental
impact from Unit 1 is treated in the Unit 1 FES, the cumulative effects
from Unit 1 and the FitzPatrick plant is treated in the FitzPatrick FES
and finally, the cumulative effect from all three plants (Unit 1, Unit 2
and FitzPatrick) is treated in the Unit 2 FES.

Final environmental statements have been prepared concerning the
FitzPatrick Plant (Docket No. 50-333) and the proposed Nine Mile Point
Nuclear Station, Unit 2 (Docket No. 50-410), and were issued in March
and June 1973, respectively.

Single copies of this statement may be obtained by writing the Deputy
Director for Reactor Projects,, Directorate of Licensing, U. S. Atomic
Energy Commission, Washington, D. C. 20545. Mr. Gerald L. Dittman is
the AEC Environmental Prospect Manager for this statement. (301:973-7263)
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l. INTRODUCTION

This Environmental Statement pertains to the Nine Mile Point Nuclear
Station .Unit 1, is owned by the Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation,
Syracuse, New York, and which has been in operation since December
1969. In particular, this Statement concerns the application for the
conversion of the current provisional operating license (DPR-17) to a
full-term license (Docket No. 50-220).

Unit 1 of the Station is situated on a 900-acre site at Nine Mile Point
on the southern shore of Lake Ontario in Oswego County, New York. It
utilizes a boiling-water reactor (BWR) rated at 1850 thermal megawatts
(MWt) to provide the thermal energy necessary to supply steam for the
turbine-generator, which produces 610 net electrical megawatts (MWe).
The nuclear reactor and turbine-generator were designed and manufactured
by General Electric Company. The Unit was designed by Niagara Mohawk

, Power Corporation (the Applicant) and constructed by Stone and Webster
Engineering Corporation. Here, too, the Applicant proposes to build
Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station Unit 2, an 1100-MWe plant. In addition,
the Power Authority of the State of New York is building the 821-MWe
James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear Plant 3300 feet to the east of Unit 1.

Unit 1 utilizes once-through cooling with lake water, as is proposed for
the two new plants. Upon construction of Unit 2, the circulating-water
system for Unit 1 will be modified so that there will be a combined dis-
charge for both units. The "Applicant's Environmental Report, Operating
License Stage, Conversion to Full-Term Operating License, Nine Mile
Point Nuclear Station Unit 1," and "Supplements No. 1, 2 and 3," to the
report were submitted to the AEC by the Applicant on July 5, 1972,
March 2, 1973, April 16, 1973, and May 31, 1973, respectively. The
Commission forwarded copies of these documents to the appropriate
federal, state and local agencies.

Copies of these reports were also placed in the Commission's Public
Document Room at 1717 H Street, N.M., Washington, D.C., and in the
Oswego Public Library, Oswego, New York. A notice of availability of
the Applicant's Environmental Report was published in the Federal
Register on August 18, 1972 (37 FR 16692).

This Environmental Statement takes into account the Applicant's Environ-
mental Report and Supplements No. 1, 2 and 3 thereto, and the Applicant's
Final Safety Analysis Report.
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Independent calculations and sources of information were also utilized
as a basis for the Staff's assessment of environmental impact. Also
used was information gained by the Staff during a visit to the Station
site and surrounding areas.

The Applicant is required to comply with the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act', as amended by the Federal Water Pollution Control Act
Amendments of 1972.

1.1 STATUS OF REVIEWS AND APPROVALS

Table 1.1 lists permits, licenses, and approvals for the construction
and operation of the Station as well as the granting agency and the
status of the document as of the printing date of this statement.
Table 1.1 reflects changes in permit, license, or approval requirements
necessitated by the recent Federal Water Pollution Control Act Amendment

of 1972.
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TABLE 1.1. Licenses and Permits for Nine Mile Point
Nuclear Station Unit 1

Agency Description Date of Issue

Federal A enCies

U. S. Atomic Energy Commission Construction permit for
nuclear station and 'a'ssoc.
facilitles (CPPR-16)

April 1965

License to possess and use
by-product material

June 1967

License to possess and use
special nuclear material

August 1967

Provisional nuclear station
operating license (DPR 17)
at 1538 MRt

August 1969

Amendment No. 1, authori-
zation to increase source
materia1 quantity

June 26, 1970

Amendment No. 2, to increase
power rating to 1850 MVt

April 14, 1971

Amendment No. 3, to designate
the facility as Unit 1

June 12, 1973

Full-term nuclear station
operating license

Filed, July 1972

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers Construction permits for
intake and discharge tunnels
of circulating-water system

October 1964

Environmental Pro tee tion
Agency

Federal Aviation Authority

Liquid Waste Discharge
Permit (NPDES)

Approval for stack
construction

Filed, October 24,
1972

October 1968
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TABLE:l.l. (Cont'd)

Agency Description Date of Issue

State of New'York

New York Department of Health,
Bureau of 'Water Resources

Cooling-water-discharge
permit

April 1965

Sewage-disposal-system permit May 1965

New York Department of Health,
Air Pollution Control Board

Stack-effluent-discharge
permit

April 1966

New York Department of
Environmental Conservation

Water-quality certification Filed,
April 5, 1973

Diesel Exhaust Permit Filed, October 17,
1973
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2. THE 'SITE

2. 1 STATION LOCATION

The Station is located" on a 900-acre site in an area known as Nine Mile
Point on the"'outL shore of Lake Ontario in Oswego County, 'New'ork. The
Applicant has proposed to build an 1100-MRe Station, Unit.2, on .this site.
The James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear Power Plant, owned, by the Power Authority
of the State of New York, is located on a 700-'acre plot immediately east
of the site. Figure 2.l„shows the relative locations of the generating
stations. The, site is about 8 miles east of Oswego, 36'iles northwest of
Syracuse, and 135 miles east of Buffalo, New York. Other towns and points
of interest are shown in Fig. 2.2.

2.2 REGIONAL DEMOGRAPHY; LAND AND WATER USE

During most of the year, the total population within a five-mile radius
of the site is about 3000. In addition to the year-round popul'ation, a
few cottages along the lake shore are occupied in the summer months.
The Ontario Bible Conference operates a summer camp, known as Lakeview,
4500 feet southwest of the site. The Applicant indicates that during
the summer a maximum of 1500 persons may be at the camp for short periods
on weekends.

The nearest dwellings are on Lakeview Road about one mile southwest from
the site. Figure 2.3 shows the 1971 population distribution in a 0-5 mile
radius. The projected 1980 population distribution within a 0-50 mile
radius, is given in Fig. 2.4. Table 2.1 gives the present and pro)ected
population of the ten counties which wholly or partially fall within
the 50-mile radius of the Station. This projection was prepared by the
New York State Office of Planning Services.~

The land area within five miles of the site is primarily rural. Much of
the land in the vicinity of the Station and in Oswego County was formerly
farmed but is now covered with second-growth trees and other woody vegeta-
tion. Such areas constitute about half the land in the county. "'The
remainder is made up of wooded areas and farms. According to a recent
publication by the New York 'State Office of Planning Coordination,2 about
34/ of the land in Oswego County was .devoted to farming and dairying in
1968; however, only about 10/ of the land has farms that appear capable
of supporting viable farm businesses throughout the forseeable future.
The number of farms in the Oneida Plain, which includes Oswego County,
decreased 40/ in the period 1949-1959 and about 21/ in the 1959-1964
period. The New York State Office of Planning Coordination projects that
land under farming in this area will continue to decline more rapidly than
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TABLE 2.1 Population Pro)ections for Oswego and
Neighboring Counties (in thousands)*

County 1970 1980 1990 2000

Cayuga

Jefferson

Lewis

Madison

Oneida .

Onondaga

Ontario

Oswego

Seneca

Wayne

77

89

24

63

273

473

79

101

35

79

82

89

24

285

518

91

122 "

38

93

87

91

25

83

300

581

108

147

41

112

91

92

26

308

639

125

178

44

131

+Data taken from Ref. l.
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in the state as a whole.2 According to the New York State Development
Plan,~ land-use projections for 1990 indicate that the northeast half of
Oswego County (which. includes the sitet" will remain sparsely settled.and
predominantly natural open space.

According,to the Applicant, the entire shoreline north of,,Unit 1
will be accessible to the, public. The" site and adjacent areas along
the shore near the site, however, have little potential for water-based
recreation. The lake in this area is not suitable for swimming
because the lake bottom is largely bedrock, and there are few natural
harbors or landings. The Applicant has stated that during August and
September, the peak fishing weekends, up to 30 boats have been observed
at one time in the cooling-water discharge area for the Nine Mile Point
Unit 1. Smallmouth bass and whi.te and yellow perch are the major species
caught.

Two state parks are nearby —Selkirk State Park, ten miles northeast
of the proposed Station site along the shore, and Battle Island near
Fulton, 15 miles southwest of the site. About 250,000 vacationers visit
these parks yearly.

Two hospitals in Oswego County —the Oswego Hospital, with 176 beds,
is about seven miles from the site in Oswego, and the Lee Memorial
Hospital, with about 60 beds, is 15 miles away in Fulton. The closest
school is the New Haven Elementary School, which is five miles southeast
of the site. The only industrial establishment along the lake shore in
Scriba is the Alcan Aluminum Corporation located 3-1/4 miles southwest of
the site. This plant employs 750 people. The nearest grazing pasture is

~ 0.7 mile southwest from the site.

2.3 HISTORICAL PLACES AND NATURAL LANDMARKS

There are no known historic places within 'the site or in the transmission-
line right-of-way. None of the historic sites listed in the National
Register of Historic Places are affected by the transmission line connec-
ting the Station to the substation near Clay, New York. There are no,
known archaeological deposits in the Nine Mile Point area. The Applicant
has contacted the Liaison Officer for Historic Preservation in New York
State and has received a certification that the transmission line and the
Station will not have a harmful effect on sites of historical or architec-
tural interest.

2.4 TOPOGRAPHY AND GEOLOGY

The Station and its associated transmission line are within the Erie-Ontario
Lowlands physiographic province. This province consists of a relatively flat
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plain which. rises gently from Lake Ontario to the Appalachian Uplands,
which form its southern border. The Erie-Ontario Lowlands is bounded
on the east by the Tug Hill Upland.

The si.te is a generally flat and featureless plain. Figure 2.5 is a
photograph. of the.'rea'.before the,S'tation was built. .It has an eleva-
tion of 260 feet MSL r'ising 'to 310 feet 'one mij.e away't 'its southern .

extremity. The surface soils consist of 'Bouldery-ablation tills that
immediately overlie a compact Basal till lying on bedrock, a flat-lying
sandstone imbedded'ith shale of the Ordovician Age (Oswego Sandstone) .
The shale content increases with depth; at approximately 130'eet below
the surface, the Oswego Sandstone grades into the underlying Lorraine
group, which is predominantly shale with some sandstone.

Most of the earthquakes recorded in the state were at distances greater
than 50 miles from the site. Most of these have occurred in, the
St. Lawrence and Hudson River Valleys and the Buffalo-Rochester area.
The St. Lawrence River Valley trend appears to be the most active.

From 1853 to 1963, at least thirteen earthquakes were recorded within
fiftymiles of the Station. The highest intensity earthquake during
this period occurred at Lowville in 1853; it was intensity VI on the
modified Mercalli scale. Most of the other earthquakes in this area
had an intensity of III or .less.

There is a minor fault line at Nine Mile Point that crosses the intake
and discharge tunnels at right angles trending N78'W and dipping approxi-
mately 60'o 64'outh, and a system of points at the barge slip with an
attitude similar to the fault that crosses the tunnels. The U. S. Depart-
ment of the Interior considers these geological features to be of minor
significance as far as the potential movement of the intake and discharge
tunnels is concerned. The last movement along the fault is thought to be
geologically old, probably much older than the last glacial episode in
the area.7 1

The relationship of site seismology to the safety of the Station, its
design, and seismic design criteria have been considered in detail by
the Staff iz the safety review.

2.5 HYDROLOGY

2.5.1 Surface-water Hydrology

The Station is in the northeast portion of the Lake Ontario Plain drainage
basin. This basin encompasses about 34,800 square miles, exclusive of

l



Fig. 2.5. The Appearance of Nine Mile Point in 1963 before the Station
Was Built. From the Applicant's Environmental Report.
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lake surface, in New York and the Province of Ontario. Of the average
34 inches of annual precipitation, about 17 inches becomes stream flow,
about 15 inches is,lost by,evapotranspiration, and about two inches
becomes ground water.

Although. the basin has numerous large streams, none is in the immediate
vicinity of the Station. Catfish Creek (approximately-,three mi1es east
.of the Station) and the Oswego River ('ight miles to the vest) are the
closest large streams. S'urface water runoff from, the Station site flows
into the smaller creeks and marshes near5y, which, in turn, drain
northward into Lake Ontario.

2.5.2 Lake-water Hydrology '

Lake Ontario, the easternmost of the Great Lakes, is 193 miles long and
53 miles across at its widest point. It has a shoreline length of 726
miles and a surface area of 7340 square miles. The surface of the lake
is 245 feet above mean sea level. Its greatest depth is 840 feet; the
average depth, 300 feet. The total volume of the lake is 390 cubic miles.
Lake Ontario has a large volume of water per unit of surface area.

The major inflow (about 80 percent) is from Lake Erie via the Niagara
River, which discharges, on the average, approximately 200,000 cfs into
Lake Ontario. Other rivers draining into the lake are the Genesee, which
flows from the Appalachian Front; the Oswego, which drains the Finger
Lakes region; the'lack River, which flows from the Adirondacks; and the
Trent River, which drains a portion of the Province of Ontario. The
St. Lawrence River carries the outflow of Lake Ontario to the Atlantic
Ocean.

Lake Ontario is a dimictic lake (with spring and fall turnover) having a
maximum surface temperature of 72'F in the summer (Fig. 2.6), and a
large thermal gradient. The computed retention time for water in the
lake is on the order of 15 years.~

In the summer, the lake becomes vertically stratified (thermally and
chemically). A warm, readily circulating upper (epilimnion) and a cold,
undisturbed lower layer (hypolimnion) develop with a zone of rapid
temperature change (thermocline or metalimnion) between the.two. Because
the epilimnion and hypolimnion waters do not mix, nutrients released by
decay in and near the bottom sediments remain trapped in the bottom waters.
Upwellings of the cold, nutrient-rich, bottom water (caused by storm
action) can lead to sudden, rapid temperature changes in the inshore waters.
These upwellings can also lead to an increase in the productivity of
certain shallow water'reas.
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In the fall, the upper waters cool and the lake becomes vertically
isothermal, while in the winter, for all practical purposes, the lake
can be considered as essentially isothermal. It does not freeze except
near land, particularly in slack bay areas in the eastern end of the
lake.

In the spring, the entire lake begins mixing (spring turnover). During
mixing, because of preferential heating of the shallow inshore waters,
a "thermal bar" gradually develops and moves toward the center of the
lake until it disappears early in June. During the existence of the bar,
nutrients carried into the lake by streams may become trapped for short
periods in the inshore waters.

,Lake temperature surveys have been made by the Applicant in the Nine
Mile Point area in over 100 feet of water during the'onths May to
September. The data for May and early June showed a temperature difference
of about 5'F between the surface and the 40 ft depth, and uniform temper«
ature below. No thermocline'as observed. During late Jurie and through
July, thermoclines appeared at depths ranging from 10 ft to 70 ft., and
lasted no more than a few days each. In August, the lake reached its
maximum, temperature, ranging from about 71'F at the surface to about 62'F
at the 100 ft. depth, no thermocline was seen. However, in late August
and throughout September, stratification was observed with a thermocline
in 70 to 90 ft. depth lasting for about two weeks.

The circulation of th'e lake is generally counterclockwise for surface
currents (upper 33 feet), intermediate currents (33-66 feet), and
bottom currents (below 66 feet). The surface currents depend strongly
on wind conditions, especially during summer stratification, whereas
the bottom currents are modified by friction and topography. The surface
currents have a mean speed of about O.l ft/sec and a range from 0 to 0.5
fps. Surface currents react quite rapidly to changes in wind speed and
direction; the flow pattern can change in less than four hours. On the
other hand, the response time of wind-induced circulation at intermediate
depth may be about 40 hours. Under isothermal conditions, the wind can
affect the currents at the intermediate depth far more than it can during
the summer when the lake is stratified.

Lake currents measured in the vicinity of the site appeared to be
primarily wind-induced, generally low speed and showed relatively
frequent changes in east-west direction.
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Tides in Lake Ontario are small, less than one inch. Seiches generally
have amplitudes of less than two feet. Wind-driven surface waves up to
15 feet high can occur.

The lake bottom near the site is rocky and the bedrock out to the 15-foot
depth is relatively free of overburden because of heavy wave activity.
The bedrock in deeper waters is covered with a loose overburden. The
shore line in the area is abrupt, and there are no beaches.

Lake Ontario is morphometrically an oligotrophic lake.* The nutrient
input from Lake Erie tends to give this lake a mesotrophic trend;
however, since most of the lake is over 120 feet deep, the nutrients
are not fully utilized. The dissolved oxygen concentrations in the deep
waters are normally 90/ to 100/ of saturation; such a high concentration
indicates low rates of oxygen-consuming processes in these waters.
Changes in the chemical characteristics of Lake Ontario closely approxi-
mate the trends exhibited by Lake Erie. Available data indicate that
sodium, chloride, sulfate, and calcium concentrations have been increasing
during the past 50 to 60 years. The high total dissolved solids and low
transparency indicate a eutrophic trend.

Table 2.2 shows the Applicant's 1972 data on water quality near the Nine
Mile Point site. Water quality samples were collected and analyzed
during the Applicant's 1972 ecological investigations. Surface and
bottom samples were taken at two lake locations; one was in -30 feet of
water and the other in 40 feet. Both sampling stations were about one
mile west of the mouth of the Oswego River. Grab samples were taken
at the cooling-water intake and at the discharge, and a composite sample
was taken at the plant compositor. The survey was conducted for six
months between April and November 1972 (May and October excluded) with
samples taken monthly. The analytical results, shown in Table 2.2,
list the lowest and the highest of the six values for each location.
Additional water«quality data are shown in Table 2.3; these data pertain
to samples obtained at the City of Oswego water intake, 6500 feet offshore
and about seven miles east of the Station.

The inshore waters are less oligotrophic than offshore waters.'his is
a reflection of the shallow 'depths involved and the fact that most
nutrient inputs, both natural and man-derived, enter along the shores.

*"Eutrophic" lakes are characterized by a high production of organic
matter and "oligotrophic" lakes 'have low production of organic matter.
A "Mesotrophic" condition can be described as an intermediate or a
transient condition.



TABLE 2.2.. Applicant's 1972 Water Quality Measurements-Lake Ontario near
Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station Site

Surface Bottom

30-foot Mater Depth

Surface Bottom

40-foot Water Depth Unit 1

Intake Discharge Composite»»

Minimum Maximum Minimum Maximum Minimum Maximum Minimum Maximum Minimum ~ Minimum Maximum Minimum Maximum

Alkalinity

Color Units

Sp. Conductivity,
ucho/cm

mg/1, 86 90

20-30 30-40

326 330

86 90 77 87 81 84 83 90 72 89 86 88

341 344 302 319 347 367 298 360 314 354 294 396

20-30 40-50 10-20 30-40 20-30 30-40 10-20 30-40 0-30 30-40 20-30 - 20-30

Turbidity

Phenol

BOD

NH3-N

Nitrate-N

T-Phosphorous

Ortho Phosphate

T. Volatile Solids

Chloride

Sulfate

2 4 - 2 32 4 2 6

0 1.45

1 2

3 41

0 2.5

0 0.6

JTU " 2 4

0 1.32

1 3

1 44

0 3.25

0 2.30

0 4

2 51

0 2.2

0 1

mg/1 1 5

mg/1 2 42

mg/1 0 7.5

mg/1 0 4.7

mg/1 0.04 0.30

mg/1 Q.02 0.11

mg/1 0.005*

mg/1 109 133

1 3

3 40

0 3

0 1.7

0.04 0.40 0.02 0.30 0.04 0.300.04 0.28

0.03 0.10 0.02 0.10Q.01 0.09

0.005»

0.01 Q.ll

0.01* 0.01*0.010"

82 114

24 62

26 30

90'11
23 83

114 141

28 72

24.5 30

95 187

22 75mg/1 22 72

23.2 31.2 28.4 36mg/1 . 26.5 31

mg/1 0 2.25 0 1.51 0 1.32

2 4

Q 3

1 25

0 4.5

0 1.7

0 2

4 13

0 1.3

0 0

0.04 0.36 0.04 0.32

0.01 0.28 0.01 0.12

0.01*

134 153

26 58

0.01*

112 153

,36 , 39

26.8 29 23 ' 33

0 2.15 0 1.38

Total Solids

Total SS

mg/1 226

mg/1 0

302 197 297

0 11

250 324

0.1 4

223 309 284 291

0 5

271 306

0 16

255 300

0 9

Beryllium ug/1 <1 5 <1 <1 <1 15 8 8 <1 <1 <1 13



TABLE 2,2 (Contd.)

Surface Botton

30-foot Water Depth

Surface Botton

40-foot Water Depth Unit 1

Intake Discharge -. Composites*

Minictun Maxinun Mininun Maxinun Mininun Maxinun Mininua Maxinun Mininun Maxinun Mininum Maxinun Mininun Maxinun

paduan

Chroniun

Copper

Lead

Mercury

Vanadiun

Zinc

pH

ug/1 <1 12

0 g/1 c15 c15

u g/1 <2 «2

u g/1 <20 164

ug/1 <1 <1

u g/1 <2 <2

S,P*

u g/1 <60 <60

<1 10

c15 <15

<2 17

<20 <20

<1 2

<60 429

18 28

8.0*

<1 4

«15 c15

<2 <2

<20 <20

<1 <1

<60 353

<2 75

8.0*

<1 4

<15 <15

<2 <2

<20 c20

<1 2

<60 404

22 24

8.0*

1 4

<15 <15

<2 68

<20 25

<1 17

<60 353

<2 52

6.8*

<1 7

<15 <15 <15

<2 <2

<1 5

<60 93 <60

8 20 26

B,P*

<20 50 <20

«15

13

<20

116

32

8.0*

Tenperature 66 70.5 62 68 65.5 72 61* 61* 87.8*

Fecal Streptococci
f/100 nl

10.6* 10.8% 10.8* 10.9* 10.8* 10.8*

* Single value.
*eraken at screenhouse discharge channel.
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TABLE 2.3 Data on Lake Ontario Water Quality+

Parameter Units
No. of
Samples

Record
of Data

Concentrations Maximum
Concentrations,

Min. Mean Max. USPHS or NYS

Hardness (CaC03)
Alkalinity (CaC03)
Ammonia, nitrogen
Calcium
Chloridds
Iron
Manganese
Magnesium
Nitrates (N)
Nitrates (N)
Phosphates
Potassium
Sodium
Sulfates
pH
Turbidity
Temperature
Dissolved oxygen
5-day BOD

Color
Conductivity
Coliform bacteria
COD dichromate
Res. on evap. (total)
Res. on evap. (fixed)
Suspended solids (total)
Suspended solids (fixed)

mg/1
mg/1
mg/1
mg/1
mg/1
mg/1
mg/1
mg/1
mg/1
mg/1
mg/1
mg/1
mg/1
mg/1

ft
OP

. ppm
ppm

mmhos
no/100 ml

ppm
ppm
ppm
ppm
ppm.

54
16
54
54
54
54
54
51
54
54
54
54
54
54
71
71
70
70
66
68

=- 53
70'1

54
51
51
26

6/64-1/71
3/65-11/66
6/64-1/71
6/64-1/71
6/64-1/71
6/64-1/71
6/64-1/71
9/65-1/71
6/64-1/71 .
6/64-1/71
6/64-1/71
6/64-1/71
6/64-1/71
6/64-1/71
5/64-1/71
5/64-1/71
5/64-1/71
5/64-1/71
5/64-1/71
6/64-1/71
6/64-1/71
5/64-1/71
6/64-1/71
6/64-1/71
9/65-1/71
9/65-1/71
8/66-1/71

112
. 85

0.0
32.0
3.8
0.0
0.00
4.9
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.5
1.0

13.0
7.2
1.0

34
6.8
0.2
2

131.0
2 ~ 2
0.2

128
73

1
0

146
94
0.47

44.0
30.3

0.01
8.9
0.14
0.005
0.19
1.6

16.6
30.1

7.9
8.4

49.3
10.9
1.25
8.5

306
56

7.9
243
135
10.5
5.5

240
101

1.31
54.0
55.5
0.6
0.13

29.0
0.51
0.029
1.65

11.4
45.0
50.0
9.0

25.0
73.4'4.4

3.0
20

437.0
240
28.1

533
367

44
17

250
0.3
0.3

-10

250

15

+Data recorded by New York State Department of Environmental Conservation of Oswego, N. Y.,
city water intake, 6500 ft into the lake at 40 ft below lake level.
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2.5.3 Groundwater Hydrology

Some water is obtained from wells that are drilled into the upper five-
to ten-foot fractured zone of the Oswego Sandstone. Yields in this
material average about 10 gallons per minute. Below the sandstone bed-
rock there is another hydrologic bedrock unit. This layer is composed
of black'nd gray shale; it is 800 feet thick and wells yield an average
of three gallons of water per minute.

Ground water is used for private needs in the area. The nearest known
producing well is about one mile'rom the Station. The locations of this
and other private water supplies are given in the Applicant's Environ-
mental Report (Pig. 2.5-4). In the vicinity of the Station, the ground
water flows north to the lake.

2.6 METEOROLOGY

The climate at the Nine Mile Point area is essentially continental, with
cold winters and warm summers. The winters are usually long with an
average temperature near 25'P; the summers are short with an average
temperature close to 70'P. Por about a ninety-year period ending in
1960-, the temperature extremes recorded at the U.S. Weather Bureau
Station in Oswego 'were 100 and -23'P.

The climate in the area is controlled by the St. Lawrence Valley storm
track and moderated by Lake Ontario. During the summer, the lake stores
heat, which is dissipated in the fall and early winter. The resultant
warm air moves inland in the fall and prolongs the warmer weather onshore.
During. late winter, spring, and summer, the lake is a heat sink; it absorbs
heat from the sun and warmer air. The cool winds from the lake cause
the near shore temperature to be lower in the spring and summer. The
lake also affects the humidity, cloudiness, and precipitation onshore; in
the fall and winter, wind currents absorb moisture over the lake and
deposit it inland in some form of precipitation (usually snow showers).
Low-pressure areas moving along the St. Lawrence storm track also bring
moist air to the southern shore of the Lake Ontario area from the Gulf
of Mexico.

Precipitation is moderate and rather uniformly distributed throughout the
year. It consists mainly of thundershowers during the summer and snow,
during the winter. The average annual precipitation and snowfall occurring
at. the U.S. Weather Bureau Station at Oswego was 33.6 inches and 88.1
inches, respectively.. Winter snowfall averages one to'two feet per month
during, December through March. The maximum short-term (three-day) snow-
fall, on record was 75 to 90 inches during the winter of 1965-.1966.

The prevailing winds during most months are from the southwest approaching
the direction of the long axis 'of the lake. During the winter, the predom-
Mant wind direction shifts to the west. High winds in,the Lake Ontario



2-17

area result mostly from intense winter storms and severe thunderstorms.
An absolute peak wind speed of 73 miles per hour was recorded by the Appli-
cant during two years of cont9auous observation at the site in 1963-1964.

A number of tornadoes have been reported in the 1'atitude-longitude
square at the site. Calculated by the Thorn formulation and using the
most recent tornado frequency,estimate*, the piobability of a tornado
striking a point in a 1'atitude-longitude square at the site is
4.1 z 10 4 per year. The calculated recurrence interval for such a
tornado is 2459 years.

2.7 ECOLOGY

2. 7.1 Terrestrial Ecology

The Station and its associated transmission line are in the Erie-Ontaxio
Lowlands physiographic region. There is an extensive northern hardwood
forest in this region which has sugar maple, beech, white ash, basswood,
black birch, hemlock, yellow poplar, chestnut, and red, black, white,
and burr oaks. White pine is found only near swamps. Elm, alder, maple,
and ash swamps are numerous. Arborvitae and cattail swamps are scattered
throughout the area.

The areas in the vicinity of the Station that were formerly farmed and
are now covered with second-growth trees and other woody vegetation
constitute about half the land in the county. The remainder in made up
of wooded areas and farms. The woody vegetation consists of red cedar,
hawthorn, gray birch, raspberry, meadowsweet, and red osier dogwood.
Crops such as wheat, cabbage, corn, beans, and tomatoes axe still grown
in this region. There are also apple, pear, and cherry orchards.

The wildlife species found near the site are typical of the northeastern
United States. The most common mammals include the cottontail rabbit,
fox, raccoon, chipmunk, and gray squirrel. Very few white-tailed deer
are in this area. Predatory birds which inhabit the more open spaces
include sparrow hawk, red-tailed hawk, marsh hawk, and'broad-winged hawk..
Two species of game birds —ruffed grouse and woodcock —axe found
throughout the site. Very few pheasants are found in this area. Lake
Ontaxio, in the vicinity of Nine Mile Point, has important concentrations
of .diving ducks in the winter, with lesser scaup being the most abundant
species. Dabbling ducks, such as the wood duck, black duck, mallard,
and blue-winged teal, can be found on a few ponds of the region', this is
a breeding area for these ducks. The southern shore of Lake Ontario is
a ma)or migration route used by many water fowl and other migrating birds.
The American osprey and bald eagle use this route too.

+Based on Technical Memorandum WBTH FCST 12, "Severe Local Storm
Occurrences, 1955-67," U.S..Dept. of Commerce, ESSA, Sept. 1969.
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The Applicant has stated that a cursory terrestrial survey of the site
area was performed to determine the flora and fauna present. No rare
or endangered species of plants and animals were noted by the Applicant
either as a result of the site survey or their literature search regarding
the site area. However,'he bog turtle, G'lemmys muhlenbez'gii, classified
as endangered by the State of New York, is usually found near marshes
similar to those along the path of the transmission line.

2. 7.2 Aquatic Ecology

Generally, the benthos and plankton of Lake Ontario indicate an oligotrophic
situation. The deep water benthos is comprised mostly of the opossum shrimp,
lysis z'eZicta, the amphipod, Pontopoz'eia affinis, and oligochaetes.
Phytoplankton consists mostly of diatoms. The abundance of diatoms
Nelosiz'a islandica and Astez'ionella fozmosa in the pelagic waters of
the lake suggests. oligotrophy. However, the preponderance of Stephanodiscus
tenuis in inshore waters may indicate higher nutrient concentrations along
shore.~3

Considerable change in the. relative abundance of fishes has occurred in
Lake 'Ontario. The Atlantic salmon (Salmo salaz'alaz'), which was once
abundant, almost disappeared by 1880. Lake sturgeon (Acipensez fuluescens)
was over exploited and was greatly reduced in all the Great Lakes by the
early 1900's. The cisco (C'ozegonus cuCedii) has declined since the 1920's.
The abundance of lake trout (Salvelinus namapcush) and blue pike
(Stizostedion vivum glaucum) has also declined during recent years, and
the blue pike is now on the endangered species list. The sea lamprey. may
have reduced the abundance of large species. The presence of alewife
(Alosa pseudohaz'engus) dates back to 1870; in the absence of large
predators, it has flourished and is now the most abundant fish in the
lake. Another view is that the population of alewife stabilized prior to
the decline of the large predators; this hypothesis is supported by
resurgence of premium fish stocks in the 1920's and the newspaper reports
during the same era of two moor alewife mortalities.* White perch
(Hoz'one americana) have become more abundant recently. Despite the high
nutrient content of Lake Ontario, the fish production is relatively low. 14

The total commercial catch has declined from 7.5 million pounds in 1890
to 3.2 million pounds in 1970. Landings for lake herring and chubs,
white fish, walleye, lake trout, and blue pike have consistently decreased
in recent years.~~ Recent commercial landings have been dominated by
white perch, carp, bullheads, yellow perch, whitefish, smelt, eel,
sunfish, and walleye.

*Christie, W, J. 1972. Lake Ontario: effects of exploitation, intro-
ductions, and eutrophication on the salmonid community. J. Fish. Res. Bd.
Can. 29:913-929.
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Commercial fishing in the U. S. portion of the lake is a small fraction
of the total catch (330,000 pounds compared with 2,905,000 pounds in
Canadian waters in, 1970) and is confined mostly to 'the extreme northeastt
section of the lake in Chaumont Bay (approximately 40 miles from Nine
Mile Point) and its nearby shoal areas. Additional fishing is conducted
from Sacketts Harbor westward and Oswego Harbor eastward.

II

The shoreline at Nine Mile Point, except for the fenced area around the
plant, is accessible for sport fishing. Smallmouth bass, yellow perch,
white perch, walleye, bullhead, and northern pike are the principal
sport fishes in the area. The full extent of sport fishing 'in thevicinity of the site, however, is not known.

Studies now in progress under the auspices of the International Field
Year for the Great Lakes will yield considerably more information for the
Nine Mile Point area and eastern Lake Ontario. However, the final results
of these studies will not be foithcoming in the immediate future.

The aquatic biota of this area are described below on the ba'sis of the
Applicant's preoperational studies described in the Applicant's
Environmental Report and information available in literature'n Lake
Ontario.

a. Fishes

The fishes found in the Nine Mile Point area are listed in Table 2.4.
Observations incidental to the'pplicant's survey indicate that the
alewife spawns near the site.. In spring, the alewife eggs are deposited
in the C'Eadophoza mat c1ose to the shore. However, because of limited
sampling, the possibility of spawning by other species cannot be discounted.

Heavy wave activity will tend to discourage use of shallow waters in this
area for spawning by species which build nests and care for the eggs orr
young for some period. Mexico Bay, two miles east of the site, offers
shallow waters suitable for spawning and nursery use.

Information about spawning, food habits and importance of fishes abundant
in the Nine Mile Point area, derived from References 15-18, is given in
Table 2.5.

An echo-sounder survey by the Appl'icant, reported in the Environmental
Report, has shown higher concentrations of fish in the area along the
20-foot depth and in slightly deeper water than in shallow, near-shore
waters. Fish are most abundant'n the area during May. Such abundance
could be related to the spawning activity during this period. The

'abundance declines in August, and few fish are left in the area as winter
approaches. Large concentrations were noted at depths of 30 to 40 feet
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TABLE 2.4 Fishes Found in the Nine Mile Point Area
I

Common Name Scient'ific Name

Decreasin Order of Yearl Abundance

Alewife

Yellow perch

White perch

Northern redhorse sucker

Rock bass

Smallmouth bass

Bluegill sunfish

Brown bullhead

Alosa pseudohazengus

Pezca flavescense

Morone americana

Ãaxostoma sp.

AmblopZites zepestvis

Miczeptems dolomieui

Lepomis macmchizms

1'ctalumcs nebulosus

Other Fishes in the Area

Carp

Coho salmon

Walleye

Smelt

Gizzard shad

White bass

Bowfish

Calico bass

Minnows

Northern pike

White 'sucker

Lake whitefish

Cyprus ccupio

Oncoz hynchus kisutch

Stizostedion vi8xeum vitreum

Osmeres mor cku

Doresoma cepedianum

Mourne chvpsops

Amia caZva

Porno+is nigr omacuZatus

Notmpis spp.

Esox lucius

Catostomus conmersoni

Coregonus, clupeaformis



TABLE 2.5 Spawning, Food Habits, and Importance of Fishes Abundant
in the Nine Mile Point Area of Lake Ontario

Spawning

Species
Parental

Care Time/Temp, 'F Place Food Habits Importance

Alewife No 55 to 72
Late May to early August

6" to 12" deep in
vegetation

Zooplankton, insects, crustacea,
small fish

Forage

Yellow perch No 44 to 54
April and May

Inshore at night Small crustaceans, insect larvae,
small fish

Sport, commercial
food

White perch No April, May and June Pine gravel near
shallow areas

Plankton, insect larvae, crusta-
ceans, large invertebrates

Commercial, food
sport

Rock bass Yes 70 to 78
June, July

Nest in a gravel
bed

Insects and other small invertebrates, Pood, sport
crayfishes, small fishes, large
insects

Smallmouth bass Yes 65 or above Nest in a depres-
sion circular

Small animals in shallow water Commercial, food
'port

Bluegill sunfish Yes 80 to 90
June, July

Nests on sand
beaches or gravel
bars

Crustaceans, insects, crayfishes,
fishes

Food, sport

Brown bullhead Yes 65 or above
May, June

Nest Crustaceans, insect larvae, fish
fisheggs, molluscs, plants

Sport, food

Smelt No April, May
at cold temperature

Shallow, sandy
beaches

Plankton, fingernail clams, smelt
young, shiners

Commercial, food
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between 10 PM and 3 AM. These studies also indicate a two-fold increase
in numbers of fish from shallow water (10 feet) to deeper water (20 feet).

Experimental gill netting showed a preponderance of alewives near the
surface. Relatively few were caught near the bottom. Yellow and white
perch are the other two abundant species in the area. Perch and minnows
were captured in the nets close to the shore. Except for alewives,
very few fish were found near the surface. Extensive mortality of
alewives was observed in the lake during the spring of 1970; the cause of
such mortality is not fully understood. Such extensive mortality could
occur because of any of the following causes: (1) high population density,
resulting in depletion of food supply, which in turn results in the poor
physical condition of the fish; (2) temperature stress during cold winters
and in the spring during spawning; and (3) physiological effects as a-

result of their saltwater origin.

Gill neeting in 1970 and 1971 has shown that carp, sunfish, smallmouth
bass, alewives, and some other fishes tend to concentrate in the thermal
plume of Unit 1 during cooler months. The Applicant has not seined in
the area and therefore no information on juveniles near the shore is
available.

Pood-preference studies of fishes in the area, as given in the Applicant's
Environmental Report, have indicated that small alewives, a few minnows,
darters, and alewife eggs are the major food supply during spring. Later
in the season, Gamrmms (an amphipod), crayfish, minnows, and darters serve
as the principal forage.

b. Benthos

Several studies have described various aspects of benthic macroin-
vertebrates of Lake Ontario. Oligochaetes comprise the largest group
of macrobenthos in the lake. These are represented by four, families:
Enchytraeidae, Lumbriculidae, Naididae, and Tubificidae. The Enchytraeids
are widespread but not abundant and do not exhibit depth preference.
Stplocbilue hezingianus (Lumbriculidae) occurs throughout the lake. The
species of Naididae occur in shallow water. None of 'them, however, is
abundant. The greatest number of species and individuals belongs to the
family Tubificidae.

Amphipods are represented by Pontopozeia affinis and Gammams. P. affinis
seems to be more abundant in the shallow zone than in deep zones.
Games is limited to waters less than 100 feet deep.

Chironomids (midge fly larvae), with a few exceptions, are not found in
the lake at depths over 160 feet. Most of these larvae and all gastropods
(snails) are restricted to the shallow zone.
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Table 2.6 (from Ref. 20) shows the abundance of benthic organisms at a
sampling station about four miles from the Station.

Observations by the Applicant indicate that benthos in the vicinity of
the Nine Mile Point site is characterized by abundance of Cladophoza
(filamentous green alga) along the 10-foot depth contour; the growth
is sparse at 5 and 20 feet. The growth is greater in June and declines
in August. Optimum temperature for Cladophoza is about 65'F.~6 Tempera-
tures higher than 65'F tend to limit the growth. Gavm~ has been
found to be abundant in Mexico Bay and at the 10-foot depth in the Nine
Mile Point area. It is more abundant in August than in June. Three species
of snails have"been found at the 15-foot depth. The midge fly larvae,
2'endipes, have also been observed in this area. Preliminary .results of the
sampling conducted by the Applicant indicate that thermal discharge from
Unit 1 depresses the Cladophoz'a growth in late summer'nd increases the
abundance of Ganwm us in the zone of the thermal discharge. The laboratory
studies, conducted with Cladophol'a taken from this site, have determined
the lower and upper thermal tolerance levels to be 53'nd 77'F
respectively.

c. Periphyton

A study of the periphytic organisms in Mexico Bay, Lake Ontario (ad)acent
to Nine Mile Point area) was conducted during May-November 1966. The
maximum average abundance of organisms for each month was obtained at a
depth of four inches. Except for June, the average harvest value at all
stations and during all months occurred at the 12-foot depth. The monthly
value for all stations was highest in June and lowest in October. Zoospores
of an alga of the family Chlorophyceae (green algae) were observed in
large numbers in May and June samples.' A total of 35 genera was recorded.
Ten of the genera belong to Chlorophyceae, of which. Cladopho~ was most
abundant. The Chrysophyceae (yellow-green or yellow-brown algae) were
represented by three genera. Bacillariophyceae (diatoms) were most wide-
spread, and were represented by 17 genera, Melosiza and Stephanodiscus
being abundant at aU. stations. Myxophyceae (blue-green algae) were
represented by five genera, although none was abundant.

d. Plankton

(1) Zooplankton

Results of a lakewide study on composition and horizontal distribution
of crustacean plankton in Lake Ontario indicate that most of the
species appear in June and July in the eastern end of the lake, with
zones of abundance later expanding westward. By October there is a
tendency toward uniform distribution throughout the lake. Ninety
percent of the zooplankters occupy the 0 to 167-foot stratum. Eleven
species each of copepods and .cladocerans have been reported from the
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TABLE 2.6 Abundance of Benthic Organisms at a Sampling S'tation
Approximately Four Miles from Nine Mile Point Station, 1964

Organism
Number of Organisms per Square
Meter at 34-foot Depth (11 m)

Nemata
Unidentified 103

Oligochae ta-Naididae
Pigueti ella michiganensi s

Oligochaeta-Tubificidae
Potamothriz moldaviensis
P. veJdovskyi
Bhyacodri lus coccineus
Unidentified

103
70

5
1885

Arthropoda
Hydrac~na 22

Crustacea
Gammarus sp.
Pontoporeia affinis
Ostracods-unidentified

1199
675ll

Insecta
Cryptochir onomus digitatus
Micropsectra sp.
Microtendipes sp.
Potthastia longimana

11
49

5
5

Mollusca
Amnicola spp.
Valvata sincera
Pisidium spp.
Sphaerium transversum

561
680

1889
38
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lake, the most abundant forms. being: CpcZops bicuepidatus, WopocycZops
pz'aeinum maxicanus, Daphnia zeMocuz ua, Bosmina Zowie os&is, Bosmina
ccregoni cozegoni, and Ce~daphnia Zaous&is. At the time of maximum
population density there was a strong positive correlation between zoo-
plankton abundance and temperature of the top 25 meters of water column.
The eastern zone of the lake had 1.7 times more individuals per unit
volume of water than the western zone of the lake. Whether this effect
is produced by an acceleration of zooplankton growth rates or by
increased production of food organisms has not been ascertained. The
eastern zone of the lake has a small second peak of abundance in October.
The abundance of zooplankton in a given area can be affected by the
general pattern of the wind over the lake.

Studies conducted during 1969 and 1970 near Unit 1 have shown that the
thermal discharge from Unit 1 has increased the standing crop of Bosmina
25.0 times and Daphnia zeWocuzM 1.2 times in the overall study area.

, Ad)scent to the outfall, these same populations increased 123.8 and
2.4 times, respectively. At the same time, primary production was not
significantly affected. These studies covered a limited time period,
and the conclusions were based on few data. Further studies are
necessary befoxe any sound conclusions can be drawn.

(2) Phytoplankton

The phytoplankton of Lake Ontario have been described. Phytoplankton
along the shore have more species per milliliter and a higher percentage
of Stephanodisaus tenuis as compared to waters offshore. Ast'erioneZEa
formosa, Melosiza isZandica, MeZcsinz Nndemna, and Niizschia s'kpNx
are the other important species. The midlake and locations six miles
offshore have a lower abundance of Stephanodiscus tenuis, and MeZosiza
isZQocficcE and Ast'erioneZZa foxmosa become more. abundant.

Information on the abundance of ma)or diatom species in the Nine Mile
Point area (derived from Reference 31) is given in Table 2.7. In a
lakewide survey conducted during September 1964, ~ the, dominant
plankters were green algae followed by diatoms. The distribution of
phytoplankton by families at a station approximately four miles from
the Nine Mile Point Station is given in Table 2.8.

Observations by the Applicant in 1964 on distribution of plankton near
the site indicated higher plankton concentrations in the surface waters
and-dependence of plankton abundance on winds and currents, the plankton
being more abundant in the area with no shore winds and currents. Very
few fish larvae wer'e observed in the plankton samples collected in 1964.

2.8 BACKGROUND RADIOLOGICAL CHARACZERISTICS

. The radiological aspects of the site area are average for the region.
There are no conspicuous natural sources, and radiation from all sources
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TABLE 2.7 Abundance of Major Diatom Species at a Sampling
Station About Pour Mi3.es from Nine MLle Point

Station, September 8-18, 1964

-Abundance ('ells/ml) =

Major Diatom
- .- .Species -Surface- - 10. meter

Aste~neZZa formosa

Fungi l~a cz'otonensi s

Melosim islancRca

Stephanodiscus ast2'aea

Stephanodi scus va2'. minutuZa

Stephanodi scus tenuis

TabeZZavia fenestrata

4.6

21.4

1.3

2.0

10.0

4.0

7.4

0.6

30.0

2.0

12.0

0.6

8.6

Total 57.5 58.1

*Data taken from Ref. 31, Station 74.
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TABLE 2.8 Abundance of,Phytoplankton (by Families) at a Sampling
Station About Four Miles from Nine Mile Point Station,

September 1964

Phytoplankton Event (cells/ml)

Family Surface Bottom (10 meter)

Chlorophyceae

Bacillariophyceae

312

249

619

216

Myxophyceae

Dinophyceae

Euglenophyceae

Others

14 17

139

Total 642

I

998

C

*Data 'taken from Ref. 30.
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is below average, for the U. S., as is typical of the northeastern rain
belt. S> Measured dose rate from natural background for the area is
about 125 mrem/yr. Radiological aspects associated with Nine KLle Point
are discussed in Section 5.

Some 25 state and federal monitoring stations have been active within
124 miles of the proposed Station for the last two decades. In addition,
a monitorin~ program has been in operation at Nine Mile Point Unit 1
since 1967. Values reported by the nearest stations in recent years
are summarized in Table 2.9. Postoperational values for Unit 1 are also
included. This large accumulation of available data provides an adequate
baseline to which the Station's impact may be compared.
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TABLE 2.9 Environmental Sampling Stations
Nine Mile Point Area, 1969-'972

in the

Station Samples Takena Range

Albany ~ N. Y.

Buffalo, N. Y.

(Niagara Yells)
(Lake Erie)

Nasseaa, N. Y.

Neu Haven, N. Y.

Osuego> No Ye

Rochester, N. Y.

Rome, No YI

S scuse N Y,
Toronto, Oat.

Utica, N. Y.

Sh
TN
SW

SW

PN
SA
P

Sr-90
Cross beta
Cross beta
Cross beta
Tritium
Tritium

Sr-
Cross beta
Tritium
Cross beta
Cross beta, diss.
Cross beta, cusp.
Cross alpha, diss.
Cross al ha sus .

Sr-90
Cross beta, diss.
Cross beta, susp.
Cross alpha, diss.
Cross hi ha sus
Cross beta
Tritium
Gross beta
Tritium
Tritium
Cross beta> diss.
Cross beta, susp.
Cross alpha, diss.
Cross al ha sus .
Cross alpha
Cross .beta

Sr-90
Cross beta
Gross beta
Gross beta
Cross beta

O-ll
0-5
2-29
0-3
0-1600
0

1
0-4
0-500
3-5
3-10

<3-11
<3

<0.2-2
3-14
2vg
2-5

<0.2 1
<0.2-06
3-8
0
3-5
0
0

0
0
0

5-13
3 9
O-l
1 25

6
1
7.7
2

<200
<200

1
<200

4
7
3

<3
1.2
7
4.7
3

<0.2
<0.2

<200
4

<200
«200

3
0
0
0

5
0.1
4.4

Watertoun N. Y.
Nina Nile Point

Gross beta
P Cross beta
Sh Cross beta
SW at inlet Tritium
Vertebrates, Aquatic, Cross beta
Invertebrates, Aquatic, Cross beta
Plants> Aquatic Cross beta
Vertebrates, Aquatic Cross gamma
Invertebrates, Aquatic Cross gsssaa
Plants, Aquatic Cross gaasaa

3-27
03-5
2400
0-sb
0.5
14
0-1
0.5
37

3.5
8
2
2400
2b
0.5
14
0.2
0.5
37

Prom Environmental Protection Agency, Radiation Data and Reports Vol. 1-13, (1972) and Semiamaaal
Reports of Operation, Nine Nile Point Nuclear Station for 1971.

SPN Pasteurised milk, PGi/4
Sh ~ Surface air, pCi/ms

P ~ Precipitatioa, nCi/mt/month
SW ~ Surface mater, PCi/h
TW ~ Tap uater, Tritium'Ci/4

pCi/gm dry weight, for biota.
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3.1 EXTERNAL APPEARANCE

3 ~ THE STATION

The Station's various structures include the Progress Center and the
administration, reactor, turbine, sewage treatment, and radwaste
buildings (the last containing the screenwall pump house). The
reactor building, the tallest, is approximately 140 feet high, but a
350-foot stack rises from the radwaste building. All the buildings
except the Progress Center and sanitary plant are interconnected.

e 345-kV switchyard is south of the main building. The buildings
and auxiliary systems occupy about five percent of the 900-acre site.
A plot of the Station is shown in Fig. 3.1.

The Station's exterior is of fluted metal siding on a concrete base.
The russet color of the base contrasts with the light gray and green
of the metal siding. The architecture emphasizes the rectangular
shapes of the interconnected buildings. The external appearance of
the grounds was developed by an independent landscape architect. The
Progress Center, located west of the main building, is a contemporary
stone and glass ranch-style structure used as a visitors reception
center and museum. It contains exhibits of nuclear energy and local
nature interest and is visited by over 50 000 persons a yea Pir. gure

s ows the appearance of the Station and nearby grounds.

3.2 REACTOR AND STEAN - ELECTRIC SYSTEM

A single boiling water reactor, manufactured by the General
Electric'he

Company, generates steam at 1000 psig to drive the turbine-generatn - enera or.
e reactor has a rating of 1850 Mwt, corresponding to a net electrical

output of 610 MWe.

The turbine-generator is a tandem unit with a high-pressure section on
the same shaft with three low-pressure sections and the electric
generator. Steam is exhausted from the turbine to the main condenser,
where it is condensed and returned via the regenerative feed-water
heaters.

The reactor core, which contains 532 fuel assemblies, is refueled
annually, with about 25 percent or 133 fuel assemblies replaced durin

re ueling period. The assemblies now in use were manufactured by
ur ng

General Electric Corporation.
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Fig. 3.2. Nine Mile Point Unit l.
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The unit was designed by Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation and constructed
by Stone and Webster Engineering Corporation. The Station has been in
commercial operation since December, 1969.

3.3 PLANT WATER USE

'oolingwater for the main condenser, auxiliary'systems, reactor-shutdown
heat removal", and the primary cooling system is withdrawn from Lake
Ontario'nd returned after use. The only net water consumption is that
due to evaporation of water, water in disposed "solids" or radwaste
solution's, and water due to minor leaks. Although an exact determina-
tion of this loss cannot be made, the Applicant estimates the maximum
loss to be 10 gpm. This loss does not include evaporation from the lake
surface due to the heated 'discharge.

No chemicals or inhibitors are added to the circulating or service water
systems. The silt content of the raw lake water has been sufficient
to prevent attachment of biological growth in the cooling system.. Should
cleaning of the condenser oi service water become necessary, the Applicant
proposes to use a high-pressure water flush or other mechanical means
to prevent fouling of the condensers. Chemicals are used in the makeup—
water treatment system, analytical sampling system, and the decontamination
system. Chemical discharge from these systems is discussed in Section 3.6.

The City of Oswego supplies 3300 gpd for domestic-water use. Most of
this water is returned to Lake Ontario after treatment., The water usage
for the Station is shown in Fig.

3.3.'.4

HEAT-DISSIPATION SYSTEM

The Station uses once-through cooling to dissipate to the environment
waste heat from the main condensers and auxiliary cooling systems. The

circulating water for the Station is drawn from Lake Ontario into a

submerged inlet, circulated through the condensers, and returned to the
lake through a submerged discharge structure. The intake and discharge
tunnels run under the lake bed to the screenwell and pump house on

shore. Figure 3.4 shows the location of the intake and discharge
structures in Lake Ontario.

The Applicant has stated that, at maximum power output, the Station requires
a total flow of 268,000 gpm; 250,000 gpm are for the main condenser and

18 000 gpm are for service-water requirements. The main condenser will
0raise the cooling water temperature a maximum of 32 F corresponding to a
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heat rejection rate of 4.0 x 10~ BTU/hr. The service-water temperaturewill be raised about 20 F. The temperature rise for the total flow
is 31.2'F. The temperature of the intake water varies with the season
from 33'o 77'F, the maximum recorded temperature.

3.4.1 Intake Structure

Cooling water is taken from Lake Ontario into a hexagonal intake structure
located in a water depth of approximately 18 feet about 850 feet from the
existing shoreline. The six water inlets, each 5 feet high by 10 feet
long, are guarded by galvanized steel'acks to prevent the entrance of,
unmanageable flotsam into the water system. The Applicant states that
this design provides for water to be drawn equally from all directions
with a minimum of disturbance and no vortex at the surface. When the
Station is at maximum output:, the water velocity at the intake is about
2 fps. Fig. 3.5 shows structural, details of the intake.

From the intake structure, the water flows at 8 fps maximum through a
concrete-lined tunnel with approximately a 78-square-foot cross section
(10-ft diameter) to the screenwell and pump house adjacent to the
turbine building. From three separate interconnected bays in the
screenwell, two circulating pumps (total capacity 250,000 gpm) take the
water through trash racks and traveling screens and thence to the con-
denser at 0.85 fps maximum.

Service-water needs are supplied by two 22,000-gpm pumps (normally run at
18,000 gpm). Also located in the pump house are two 2500-gpm, 125-psig
vertical turbine fire pumps. A diagrammatic sketch of the screenwell is
shown in Fig. 3.6.

3.4.2 Discharge Structure

The discharge tunnel, ten feet in diameter, about 78 square feet in cross
section and designed for a flow velocity of about 8 fps, takes the heated
water from the screenwell to the, discharge structure located about 335
feet off-shore. The top of the hexagonal discharge structure, (Pig.3.5),
which has six ports 3 feet high by 7 feet 4 inches wide, is about 4 feet
above the lake bottom and is about 8-1/2 feet below the lowest expected
lake level.

The transit time of water through the cooling system is about 6 minutes,
of which 14 seconds is for passage through the condenser. Prom the
condensers to the exit at the discharge structure, travel time is about
two minutes. The effluent at the exit has an initial velocity of
approximately 4 fps. The profile of the circulating system is shown
in Fig. 3.7.
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3. 5 RADIOACTIVE. WASTE

During operation of the Station, radioactive nuclides are produced byfission and by neutron activation of corrosion products in the reactorcoolant system. Small amounts of gaseous and liquid radioactive wasteswill enter the waste streams, which will be processed and monitoredwithin the plant to minimize the radioactive nuclides that will ultimately
be released to the atmosphere and into Lake Ontario. The radioactivity
that is presently released due to operation of the plant meets the,Com-
mission's regulations set forth in 10 CFR Part 20. Modifications

for'onformancewith 10 CFR Part 50 of both the liquid and the gaseous
radioactive waste systems have been scheduled.

The original radioactive waste management systems are described in
detail in the Applicant's Final Safety Analysis Report dated June 1967.
The modifications which are proposed to upgrade the radioactive waste
treatment systems are discussed in the Technical Supplement to Petition
for Conversion from Provisional Operating License dated July 1972,
and in the Environmental Report for Nine Mile Point, Unit 1 dated
June 1972. In these documents, the Applicant has provided his analysis
of the radioactive waste treatment system and has included his design
estimate of the annual releases of radioactivity. In addition, the
semi-annual reports of Unit 1 operation starting in September 1969
record releases of liquid and gaseous wastes and shipments of solid
radioactive wastes from the plant.

The following evaluation is based on our model, adjusted to apply to
this plant, and uses somewhat different operating conditions. Our
calculated effluents are, therefore, different-from the Applicants;
however, the model used results from a review of available data of
operating power plants. The principal parameters used in our evaluation
are listed in Table 3.1.

The radioactive waste management systems at Unit 1 include 1'iquid,
gaseous and solid waste treatment systems. In our analysis two evalua-
tions were made of each system. The first considered the waste manage-
ment systems as they now exist and the second considered the upgraded
systems. Included for comparison are the releases'f radioactivity which
have been recorded for the plant since startup in'969.

3.5.1 Liquid Waste System

The liquid radwaste system is designed to collect, monitor, process,
store and dispose of radioactive liquid wastes. The liquid wastes are
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TABLE 3.1

PRINCIPAL PARAMETERS USED IN
ESTIMATING RADIOACTIVE RELEASES FROM

NINE MILE POINT NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT 1

Holdup Times:
A. Gland Seal Gas
B. Air Effector Gas
C. Charcoal Delay — kryptons
D. Charcoal Delay — xenons

Liquid Waste Decontamination
Factors:
High Purity Waste, Existing
High Purity Waste, Upgraded

I Cs Rb
10 10
10 10

Exis ting
~Sstem
2 mine-
0.5 hrs.
0 days
0 days

~Mo Te
10
102

Power
Plant, Capacity Factor
Fuel Fission Product Leakage |:equivalent to

100,000 pCi/sec gas source term with 30 minute
holdup for a 3400 MWt reactor)

Total Steam Flow
Weight of Liquid in the Reactor and Recirculation

System
Weight of Steam in the Reactor
Flow Through Cleanup Demineralizer
Reactor Building Leakage
Turbine Building Leakage

Gland Seal Leakage
Condenser Air Inleakage

Iodine Parti.tion Coefficients:
A. 'team/Liquid
B. Reactor Building Liquid
C. Turbine Building Steam
D. Air Ejector

Fraction of Iodine Getting Through:
A. Condensate Demineralizer
B. Clean-up Demineralizer
C. Charcoal delay beds

1850 MWt
0.8

0.01
0.001
1.0
0.005

0.001
O.l

negligible
Upgraded
~Ss tern~
2 lnine
5.0 hrs.
1.7 days

29.0 days

10
10

Others
10
102

55,000 pCi/sec
',250,000 lb/hr.

470,000 lb.
110600 lb.

300,000 lb/hr.
480 lb/hr.

1,700 lb/hr.
7,250 lb/hr.

10 scfm

Low Purity Was te, Exis ting
Low Purity Waste, Upgraded

Chemical Waste, Existing
Chemical Waste, Upgraded

1 11O'O"
106 106
105 106

102
106

106
106

10
106

1O5
1O5

1
104

106
106

Existing as of July 1, 1972.
2 Scheduled for completion approximately spring of 1974 for liquid radwaste;

late summer 1975 for gaseous radwaste.
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classified and treated as follows: waste collector (low conductivity)
system, floor drain (high conductivity) system, regenerant chemical
system, and miscellaneous liquid waste system. Cross connections be-
tween the system components provide flexibility for processing by
alternate methods. Two schematics of the liquid waste systems are
shown in Fig. 3.8 and Fig. 3.9. The first figure shows the existing
system and the second shows the upgraded system as proposed. The
Applicant has tentatively scheduled the upgraded liquid radwaste
system for completion by spring 1974.

Prior to release of any treated liquid wastes, samples are analyzed
to determine the type and amount of radioactivity in a batch. Based
on the analysis, these wastes are either released under controlled
conditions to Lake Ontario, or retained for further processing.
Radiation monitors in the waste discharge line provide a high radio-
activity alarm and trip signal to the flow isolation valve such that
no liquids with activity concentrations above a predetermined levelwill be discharged.

3.5.1.1 Existing Waste Collector (low conductivity) Waste System

Low conductivity wastes are collected in a waste collector tank and
in case of excessive volume in a waste surge tank. Routine flows into
this system are from equipment drains that empty into designated
equipment drain sumps or tanks located in the drywell, the reactor
building, the turbine building and the radwaste building. Other
sources of low conductivity waste include the condensate demineralizer
rinse, the waste concentrator distillate, and the drywell floor drain
sump. These liquids are pumped to a 25,000 gallon waste collector
tank which is located in the radwaste building. The 50,000 gallon
waste surge tank, located in the turbine building is provided to
collect any excess liquid from radioactive waste treatment system
surges and to provide the necessary additional collection and storage
volume for the liquid waste treatment system.

The low conductivity waste is pumped through either a precoat filter
or a traveling flat bed filter. The flat bed filter was added to
the original system to reduce backwash water required of the precoatfilter. The liquid waste is then processed through a mixed bed
demineralizer and collected in one of two waste sample tanks. Each
sample tank has a volume of 25,000 gallons. After analysis, the
liquid is normally pumped back to the condensate storage tank in the
turbine building for reuse. In the event this liquid does not meet
the purity specifications for use in the reactor coolant system it
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FIG. 3.8. EXISTING LIQUID.RADWASTE SYSTEM~NINE
,MILE POINT NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT 1.
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FIG. 3.9.. UPGRADED LIQUID RADWASTE SYSTEM,
NINE MILE POINT NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT 1.
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is either returned to the waste collector tank for reprocessing or
discharged to Lake Ontario after dilution in the circulating water
discharge canal.

In our evaluation we estimate that 64,000 gallons per day, with a
concentration of approximately 20X of the primary coolant activity
(PCA) willbe processed through this system. Of this amount 90X
will be recycled to the condensate storage tank with the remaining
10X released to Lake Ontario. We calculated'an annual release from
this so'urce of 0.62 Ci excluding tritium. For tritium, BWR operating
experience provides th'e basis for our,estimate of 20 Ci/yr released
from all the liquid waste subsystems. The Applicant assumes negligible
releases due to the waste collector system exclusive of tritium. For
tritium, the Applicant assumes a release of 20 Ci/yr from all liquid
waste subsystems.

3.5.1.2 Upgraded Waste Collector (low conductivity) System

In our evaluation of the upgraded waste collector system we included 3,200
gallons of processed floor drain waste and 4,800 gallons rerouted directly
from the drywell floor drain sump for a system total of 72,000 gpd at 18X
PCA before treatment. Assuming 10X of this waste will be discharged we
calculated an annual release of 0.76 curies (excluding tritium). This
result is higher than the calculated existing system value because of the
additional floor drain volume rerouted to this system. The Applicant
estimated 72,000 gpd of low conductivity waste will be treated in the
system and 10X will be discharged to Lake Ontario for a release (excluding
tritium) of 0.4 Ci/yr.

3.5.1.-3 Floor Drain (high conductivity) Waste System

High conductivity liquid waste is collected in the floor drain sumps
located within the reactor building, the turbine. building and the
radwaste building. The accumulation of these wastes in their respective
sumps or tanks is transferred to the 10,000 gallon floor drain collector
tank located in the radwaste building. From this tank the waste is
pumped either through a precoat filter or a traveling belt filter to
one of two 10,000 gallon floor drain sample tanks. Presently, this
waste is normally discharged without further treatment if the radio-
activity is below a predetermined level. In our evaluation we con-
sidered that 100X of the high conductivity waste, approximately 8,000
gpd at 1X PCA, is discharged through the circulating water discharge
canal to Lake Ontario for an annual release of 1.1 curies, excluding
tritium. ~ The Applicant estimated 21,000 gpd would be treated and
100%%u discharged for a release of approximately 0.3 Ci/yr.
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3.5.1.4 Floor Drain Upgraded Waste System

In the upgraded system the addition of a 20 gpm waste concentrator will
permit processing'f floor drain,.(low purity) waste, to a high purity
condition for recycle to the waste collector system. In our evaluati'on
we assumed that a total of 6,300 gpd will be evaporated and that 50X of
the condensate is returned to the waste collector system and 50/ of the
floor drain processed waste is discharged for a negligible r'elease. The
Applicant assumed 5,300 gallons are processed by evaporation or filtration
with 50/ discharged for a negligible release.

3.5.1.5 Regenerant Chemical and Miscellaneous Waste Systems

Chemical wastes originate from regeneration of the demineralizer resin,
laboratory sinks, and equipment decontamination. These wastes consisting
of high conductivity acid and other chemicals are collected in the
15,000 gallon waste neutralizer tank in the radwaste building. After
sampling and analysis the waste can be routed to either the floor drain
precoat filter, or the traveling belt filter, and into the floor drain
sample tank. If the radioactivity is above a predetermined level the
waste is pumped from the neutralizer tank to the waste concentrator and
evaporated. The distillate is returned to the waste collector (low
conductivity) system for further processing.

"In our evaluation of the existing system we assumed a daily input
of 9,400 gallons to the regenerant chemical-miscellaneous waste
system and that 100X of the waste is routed to the floor drain waste
system. For the upgraded system we estimated 2,400 gpd with 100/
returned to the waste collector (high purity) system. In both systems,
the existing and the upgraded, we assumed no direct release to the
environment from this source. The Applicant assumed 100/ recycling to
the waste collector system.

In the upgraded system an ultrasonic resin cleaner will be added, to
the resin regeneration unit. The Applicant has estimated that this
will double the interval between regenerations and thus decrease the
use of chemicals and result in additional holdup time for decay. In
our evaluation the additional nuclide holdup time provided by the use
of the ultrasonic cleaner resulted in a negligible decrease in radio-
active releases from the regenerant chemical source since this waste
will be processed by the concentrator. The combination of the additional
concentrator and ultrasonic resin cleaner in the upgraded system, how-
ever, resulted in a calculated decrease of radioactivity released in
liquid waste from 1.8 Ci/yr to 0.76 Ci/yr, exc1uding tritium.
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For both the existing and the upgraded systems, liquid wastes from
laundry operations, cask cleaning and personnel decontamination, are
collected in one of two 1,000 gallon laundry drain tanks in the rad-
waste'uilding. After sampling and analysis this waste is normally
pumped to the circulating water discharge canal for release to 'Lake
Ontario. In our evaluation of both, the existing'and the upgraded
systems, we estimated 100/. discharge of this waste'(450 gpd) and
calculated a release of 0.06 Ci/yr. The Applicant estimated a
negligible release due to this source.

3.5.1.6 Summary of Liquid Waste Treatment System

Our estimates of the annual liquid releases are presented in Table 3.2.
for the existing system and Table 3.3 for the upgraded system. Our
calculated releases based on the parameters listed in Table 3.1 are a
fr'action of the values shown in Tables 3.2 and 3.3. However, to
compensate for equipment downtime and expected operational occurrences
the values have been normalized to 4 Ci/yr for the existing plant and
2 Ci/yr for the upgraded plant exclusive of tritium and other dissolved
gases. The Applicant's operating experience since plant startup in
1969 is summarized in Table 3.4.

A comparison of our estimated liquid waste releases to the Applicant's
design predictions and operating experience is summarized in Table 3.5.
The table compares our calculated results with the actual annual liquid
waste releases from Unit 1 for the period 1970 through 1972.

Operating experience to date has resulted in higher liquid waste releases
than those calculated from either the Applicant's or our source term
model. The operating maintenance report indicates .that the radwaste
equipment has not performed according to design. Identified and unidenti-
fied equipment leakage has resulted in larger liquid waste volumes than
designed for, and malfunctions'ave caused some cross contamination of
liquid waste subsystems. Improvements incorporated into the system in-
clude the installation of the traveling belt screen and modification of
lines to provide'more flexibility in the liquid radwaste system.

We have calculated that releases from both the existing and the upgraded
liquid radwaste systems will not result in a whole body or critical organ
dose in excess of 5 mrem/yr in the offsite environment. Based on our
evaluation we conclude that the existing liquid radwaste system meets
10 CFR 20 requirements and that with the proposed upgrading will meet
the "as low as practicable" guidelines.
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TABLE 3.2

ESTIMATE OF ANNUAL RELEASE OF RADIOACTIVITY IN
LIQUID EFFLUENTS FROM NINE MILE POINT NUCLEAR

STATION, UNIT 1 AS EXISTING JULY 1, 1972

Nuclide~ ~C1/ r Nuclide ~Ci/ r Nuclide2 ~C1/ r
Br-82
Rb-86
Sr-89
Sr-90
Y-90
Sr-91
Y-91m
Y-91
Sr-92
Y-92
Y-93
Zr-95„
Nb-95m
Nb-95
Zr-97
Nb-97m
Nb-97
Mo-99
Tc-99m
Ru-.103
Rh-103m
Rh-105
RU-106
Rh-106
Pd-109
As-.109m
Te-125m
Sb-127
Te-127m
Te-127
Te-129m
Te-129

0.0004
0.00008
0. 23
0. 011
0. 015
0. 066
0. 043
0. 28
0.0001
0.014
0.26
0.0025
0.00006
0.0021
0.0012
0.0011
0.0012
0. 084
0. 08
0.0016
0.0016
0. 0014
0.0004
0.0004
0.00008
0.00008
0.00005
0. 0001
0. 0004
0.0008
0. 0019
0.0012

I-130
Te-131m
Te-131
I-131

Te-132
I-132
I-133

Cs-134
I-135

Cs-136
Cs-137
Ba-137m
Ba-140
La-140
La-141
Ce-141
Ce-143
Pr-143
Ce-144
Pr-144
Pr-145
Nd-147

„

Pm-147
Pm-148m
Pm-148
Pm-149
Pm-151
SIR-153
Eu-156

0.0018
0.0043
0.00078
0.43
0.05
0.051
0.63
0.036
0.049
0.014
0.032
0.03 .,

0.'36
0. 22
0.0007
0.0075
0.0054
0.0028
0.0014
0.0014
0.00006
0.0008
0.0001
0.00006
0.0002
0.0009
0.0002
0.0003
0.00009

Na-24
P-32
P-33

Sc-47
Cr-51
Mn-54
Mn-56
Fe-55
Fe-59,
Co-58
Co-60
Ni-63,,
Zn-„65
Zn-69m
Zn-69
Zr-95
Nb-92
Nb-95
Nb-96
Mo-99
Tc-99m
Sn-117m
Sn-121
8-185
W-187
U-237

Np-238
Np-239
Pu-241

0.021
0.0023
0.0089
0.0001
0.0460
0.0044
0.0009
0.16
0.061
0.33
0.037
0.003
0.0001
0.0001
0.0001
0.00008
0.0087
0.00019
0.00027
0.063
0.061
0.0022
0.0004
0.0014
O.ll
0.0005
0.0001
0.033
0.00006

ESTIMATE OF TOTAL (EXCLUDING TRITIUM)
ESTIMATE OF TRITIUM RELEASE

4.0 Ci/yr
20.0 Ci/yr

~These nuclides
2These nuclides

represent estimate of fission products.
represent estimate of corrosion and activation products.
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TABLE 3.3

UPGRADED SYSTEMS

ESTIMATE OF ANNUAL RELEASE OF RADIOACTIVITYIN
LIQUID EFFLUENTS FROM NINE MILE POINT NUCLEAR

STATION UNIT 1

Nuclide ~Ci/ r Nuclide ~Ci/ r Nuclide ~C1/ r

Br-82
Br-83
Rb-86
Sr-89
Sr-90
Y-90.
Sr-91
Y-91m
Y-91
Sr-92
Y-92
Y-93
Zr-95
Nb-95
Zr-97
Nb-97m
Nb-97
Mo-99
Tc-99m
Ru-103
Rh-103m
Rh-105
Ru-106
Rh-106
Te»127m
Te-127
Te-129m
Te-129

0. 0001
0.00006
0.00006
0.038
0. 0018
0.013
0. 043
0. 028,
0.31
0.00067
0. 048
0.47
0.0004
0.0003
0. 0004
0.0004
0.0004
0.1
0. 096
0.00026
0.00026
0.0003
0.00007
0.00007
0.00007
0.0003
0.0003
0.0002

I-130
Te-131m
Te-131
I-131

Te-132
I-132
I-133

Cs-134m
Cs-134

1-3,35
Cs-136
Cs-137
Ba-137m
Ba-140
La-140
La-141
Ce-141
Ce-143
Pr-143
Ce-144
Pr'-144
Pr-145
Nd-147
Pm-149
Pm-151
Sm-153

0.00089
0.0011
0.00021
0.076
0.0099
0.011
0.21
0.00015
0.026
0.051
0.011
0.023
0.022
0.062
0.025
0.0017
0. 0012
0. 0014
0.0004
0.0002
0.0002
0.00007
0.00015
0;00009
0.00006
0.00008

Na-24
P-32
P-33

Cr-51
Mn-54
Mn-56
Fe-55
Fe-59
Co-58
Co-60
Ni-63
Ni-65
Zn-69m
Zn-69
Nb-92
Nb-96
Mo-99
Tc-99m
Sn-117m
Sn-121
W-185
W-187
U-237

Np-239

0.009
0.0004
0.0015
0.0078
0.0007
0.0044
0.027
0.01
0.054
0.006
0.00048
0.00009
0.00007
0.00007
0.0015
0.00009
0.076
0.074
0.00038
0.0001
0.00023
0.033
0.0001
0.0071

ESTIMATE OF TOTAL (EXCLUDING TRITIUM)
ESTIMATE OF TRITIUM RELEASE

2.0 Ci/yr
20.0 Ci/yr

Scheduled for completion in spring of 1974.
these nuclides represent estimate of fission products.
These nuclides represent estimate of corrosion and activation products.
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TABLE 3.4

SUMMARY OF REPORTED RELEASES FROM NINE MILE POINT
NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT ll

Annual Releases Curies
1969 1970 1971 1972

Total identified and
unidentified liquid
releases

Tritium releases

0.9

w 0

28

10

32

19 28

Total identified and
unidentified noble gas,
releases 55 9,500 250,000 5205000

Total iodines and parti-
culates in gaseous
effluents w 0 0.06 0.8 0.95

Solid Haste Shipped:

1969 1970 1971 1972

Volume (cu ft)
Curie content

3,100 13,000

4 200

15,000

260

~Nine Mile Point Unit No. 1 started operation September 5, 1969.
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TABLE 3.5 ''

COMPARISON OF NINE MILE POINT UNIT 1
LI UID WASTE RELEASES CI/YR.

Estimated from Model

Tritium

All Others

Existing
~sstem

~A ~S

20 20

0.3 4 2 2 28.0 32.2 34.5

Upgraded
~totem Re orred from 0 eratioa

~A ~S 1970 '971

20 20 10 19 28

Note: (A) denotes Applicant's values, (S) denotes staff values,
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3.5.2 Gaseous Waste System

During operation of the Station radioactive nuclides that may be re-
leased to the atmosphere in gaseous form include fission product noble
gases (xenon and krypton) and halogens (primarily iodine); activated
argon, oxygen and nitrogen, tritium, and particulate material including
some fission products and activated corrosion products.

The ma)or source of gaseous radioactive waste during normal plant
operation will be the offgas from the main steam condenser air egectors.
Other sources of gaseous waste include vent gas from the mechanical
vacuum pump used to evacuate the condenser during startups, the turbine
gland seal condenser vent, and ventilation air discharged from the rad-
waste, the reactor, and the turbine building exhaust systems. The
existing ~aste gas treatment system and the upgraded system are shown
schematically in Fig. 3. 10 and 3.11.

3.5.2.1 Existing Gaseous Waste System

In the existing gaseous waste treatment system the offgases from theair egectors are allowed to decay by flowing through a 30-minute holdup
pipe. The offgases are processed through a HEPA filter, and discharged
to the atmosphere through the main stack. Gaseous effluent from the
principal release points are discharged to the atmosphere through the
main stack. Turbine gland seal exhaust gases are vented to the stack
through a 2-minute holdup pipe which permits decay of the short lived
nuclides. Ventilation air from the turbine building, the reactor
building, and the radwaste building is vented to the stack. The rad-
waste building ventilation air is processed through a HEPA filter prior
to discharge. The ventilation air from the reactor building'an be
routed through the standby gas treatment system in case of radioactivity
above a predetermined level before being released through the main stack.
The standby gas treatment system consists of HEPA filters and charcoal
adsorbers. The standby gas treatment system is used during periods of
refueling or maintenance when the normally sealed drywell space is
purged before entry. The purge exhaust is released through the standby
gas treatment system to prevent radioactivity above a predetermined level
from being released to the atmosphere.

The principal parameters listed in Table 3.1 were used in our evaluation
of the existing gaseous waste treatment system. Our estimates of the
annual releases of noble gases and radioiodine and the principal release
points are listed in Table 3. 6. For the reactor building, we calculated
negligible releases of noble gases and approximately 0.014 Ci/yr of
iodine-131. For the turbine building, we calculated 1,200 Ci/yr of
noble gases and 0.53 Ci/yr of iodine-131. For the turbine gland seal
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MILE POINT NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT 1.
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NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT 1.
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we calculated 4,200 Ci/yr of noble gases and 0.022 Ci/yr of iodine-131.
For the mechanical vacuum pump, we assumed 16 hours per year of operation
and calculated a release of 2,500 Ci/yr of noble gases and a negligible
release of iodine. For the 'sources identified the Applicant estimated
very small releases and inclu'ded them in the analysis made of the air
ejector offgas discharged to the stack. In both our evaluation and the
Applicant's, the ma)or source of radioactivity released is the offgas
from the main condenser air ejectors. We calculated a release*of
1,500,000 Ci/yr of noble gases and ll Ci/yr of iodine-131 will be re-
leased from this source. The Applicant estimates 1,570,000 Ci/yr as a
total offgas release based on an assumed offgas release rate of 50,000
pCi/sec after 30-minute delay. . Operating experience at the Unit 1 plant
shown in Table 3.4 gives the release values for 1971 as 250,000 Ci/yr
for noble gases and 0.8 Ci/yr for all iodines. In 1972 release values
were 520,000 Ci/yr for noble gases and 0.9 Ci/yr for all iodines.

The reason that our estimates are higher than the amounts reported can
be attributed to the fact that the fuel performance has been somewhat
better than expected. Also the plant capacity factor has been between
35/ to 63/ whereas we assumed 80/ in our evaluation.

3.5.2.2 The Upgraded Gaseous Waste Treatment System

The proposed upgraded gaseous waste treatment system is shown schema-
tically in Fig. 3.11. To reduce the radioactivity released a catalytic
recombiner-charcoal delay train willbe added for the treatment of the
offgases from the main condenser. The offgas will be processed through
a catalytic recombiner where the hydrogen and oxygen will recombine in
the form of steam. The condensed steam wi11 be recyc1ed to the hotwel1.
The removal of most of the hydrogen and a corresponding stoichiometric
amount of oxygen considerably reduces the volume of gases which remain
to be treated. Non-condensible gases F11 be delayed up to 5 hours in
the original holdup pipe to allow decay of short-lived noble gases and
activation products. The gas stream ~11 be processed through,a
sacrificial charcoal bed and then through an ambient temperature char-
coal delay train consisting of 76,000 pounds of charcoal in six beds
in series. Prior to discharge through the main stack, the offgas will
pass through HEPA filters. to remove any particulates which might be
carried into the vent stream. There will be a redundancy of all
essential components of the off-gas treatment. system.

In our evaluation we calculated the charcoal de1ay train will provide
holdup periods of 1.7 days for krypton and 29 days for xenon. We also
assumed that approximately all of the radioiodines which were present
in the offgas from the main condenser will be retained in the charcoal
beds. Our estimated annual releases of radioactive materials in the



3-27

TABLE 3.6

ESTIMATE OF ANNUAL RELEASES OF RADIOACTIVE
MATERIALS IN GASEOUS EFFLUENZS FROM

NINE MILE POINT NUCLEAR STATION UNIT l.
AS EXISTING JULY 1, 1972

Nuclide

Curies Per Year

Reactor Turbine Gland Main Cond.
Bld . Bld . Seal Air E ector

Mech.
Vac. Approx.
P Total

Kr-83m

Kr-85m

Kr-85

Kr-87

Kr-88

Kr-89

Xe-131m

Xe-133m

Xe-133

Xe-135m

Xe-135

Xe-137

Xe-138

18

53

57

190

31

91

90

330

280

220

240

550

150

360

380

1,000

1 100

38,000

70,000

390

170$ 000

220,000

1,200

340

4,800

.130$ 000

100,000

370,000

6,100

360 000

38,000

70,000

390

170,000

220,000

1,900

340

4,800

2,220 130,000

100,000

350 370,000

7,500

360 000

I-131

I-133

0.014

0.06

Appr'ox. Sum a 1, 200

0. 53

3.1

0. 022 ll.0

0.13 64.0

4,200 1,500,000

a 12

68

2,500 1,500,000

-4a — less than 1 Ci/yr noble gases or less than 10 Ci/yr iodine.
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. effluent from the gaseous waste.treatment system are listed in Table
3.7. We estimated a release of 11,000 Ci/yr of noble gases and 0.56
Ci/yr of iodine-131. The Applicant estimated 10,800 Ci/yr of noble
gases and negligible radioiodine releases. We have calculated that
releases from the upgraded radwaste system'will not result in either
a whole body or a critical organ dose in excess of 5 mrem/yr at the
site boundary. Based on our evaluation we conclude that the upgraded
gaseous waste system will meet our "as low as practicable" guidelines.
The upgraded system is scheduled to be operational by late summer in
1975.

'3.5.3 Solid Waste System

The solid radioactive waste system is designed to collect, process,
package, and provide temporary storage for solid wastes prior to
shipment to a licensed burial ground. Radioactive solid wastes
resulting from station operation using either the existing or the
upgraded system include the following: (1) concentrates from the
radwaste evaporators, (2) spent resins and filter sludge from the
spent resin tank, (3) routine operation waste such as paper, air
filters, rags, etc., (4) miscellaneous high level'olid wastes such
as control rods, fuel channels and contaminated replaced equipment.

The bottoms from the waste concentrator are cooled prior to transfer,
to the plant's packaging facility, mixed with an adsorbent, loaded
in containers, and store'd 'for sh'ipment. Spent resins from the mixed
bed demineralizers are flushed to the packaging facilities, dewatered,
loaded into containers, and stored for shipment. Filter sludges are
dewatered, and transferred to shipping containers. The solid waste
system centrifuge residue is also transferred directly to packaging.
Solid wastes containing medium to high radioactivity include the con-
centrated process fluids, filter sludges and spent resins. These
wastes are packaged with semi-remote handling equipment.

Low level activity wastes resulting from routine handling and
maintenance are collected in containers located in appropriate
zones around the station. These containers are monitored during
filling to ensure that permissible dose rates're not exceeded
before final packaging. When full the containers are moved to a
controlled access storage area to await shipment.

Contaminated equipment too large to be handled in a normal manner
is treated as a special case and procedures for decontamination,
shielding, storage, and shipment of such items are designated on
an individual case basis.
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TABLE 3.7

UPGRADED'SYSTEMl

ESTIMATE OF ANNUAL RELEASES OF RADIOACTIVE
MATERIALS IN GASEOUS EFFLUENTS FROM

NINE MILE POINT NUCLEAR STATION UNIT 1

Curies Per Year

Nuclide
Reactor
Bld

Mech.
Turbine Gland Main, Condenser Vac. Approx.
Bld . Seal Air E ector Pum Total

Kr-83m

Kr-85m

Kr-85

Kr-87

Kr-88

Kr-89

Ze-13lm

Xe-133m

Xe-133

Xe-135m'e-135

Xe-137

Xe-138

45

18 75

53 220

57 240

190 550

31 130

91 360

90 380

280 1,100

330 10000

67

390

60

2,700

56

160

390

280

300

750

60

2,200 „ 5,100

450

350 ,820

1,300

1,400

I-131
I-133

0.014

0.060

Approx. Sum a 1, 200

0.53

3.1

4,200

00022

0.13

3,300

a

2,500 11,000

a 0.56

a 3.3

Scheduled for operation approximately in summer of 1975.
a — less than 1 Ci/yr noble gases or less than 10 Ci/yr iodine.
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The Applicant's record of solid radioactive waste from Unit 1 operation
for 1971 shows'hat 13,000 cubic feet containing 200 curies of activity
were shipped. For 1972, the Applicant reports that 15,000 cubic feet of
solid waste containing an activity,of 260 curies were shipped. We

estimate from a composite of„operating BWR plant, shipments that 11,000
cubic feet at an activity of 2700 curies is the expected solid waste
from a plant of this type. We conclude that the handling and packaging
of the solid waste from Unit 1 is in accordance with AEC and Department
of Transportation regulations.

3.6 CHEMICAL AND BIOCIDE EFFLUENTS.

The principal chemicals used in the routine operation of the Station in-
clude sulfuric acid and sodium hydroxide for regeneration of resin in the
condensate and makeup demineralizers, and ferric sulfate and lime for
makeup-water clarification. Wastes from all'these systems, except 'conden-
sate-demineralizer regeneration, are added to the circulating water before
discharge into the lake. Wastes from condensate-demineralizer regeneration
are added to the radwaste system. Disposal of radioactive chemical wastes
is discussed in Section 3.5.

Solutions containing ferric sulfate (50 ppm) and lime (150 ppm) are added
to raw lake water in the clarifier of the treatment system for makeup
water (Fig. 3.12) to produce sediment-free water to be demineralized for
use in the primary reactor-condensate cycle. Chemical wastes from the
makeup system consist of intermittent blowdown of solids from the clari-
fier, backwashings from the pressure and activated charcoal filters, and
neutralized solution from the demineralizer regeneration cycle.

The clarifier blowdown, about 20 "gph containing ferric hydroxide, calcium
carbonate, and suspended material originally present in th'e lake water,
is discharged to a settling basin. About one ton of solids is dredged
from the basin quarterly and trucked to a land-fill disposal area in the
southwest quadrant of the site. The Applicant has stated that the dis-
posal area is situated so that sludge does not run off into any navigable
'waters or their tributaries or affect ground. water.

The clear overflow from the settling basin is discharged to the lake via
a drainage ditch. "Xhe composition of the overflow, as supplied by the
Applicant, is listed in Table 3.8.

The anthracite pressure filter and the activated-charcoal, filter are
backwashed three or four times a month. The waste water, containing
suspended and organic material originally present in lake water, is
discharged to the lake via a storm drain.
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Fig. 3.12. Makeup-water Treatment.
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TABLE 3.8

COMPOSITION OF
SETTLING-BASIN OVERFLOW

(IN PPM, EXCEPT FOR pH)
II

Hardness (as CaC03)

Alkalinity (as CaCO )

Calcium (as Ca )
++

Magnesium (as Mg )
++

Iron (as Fe )
+H

Sodium (as Na )
+

Chloride (as Cl )

Sulfate (as SO< )

Dissolved solids

Suspended solids

pH (range)

123

35

36

<0.10

30

66

210

9.8-10.2

Applicant's Environmental Report.
Based upon the addition of 50 ppm Fe2(SO )3
and 150 ppm of lime to the Unit 1 clarifier
and a sludge blowdown rate of 20 gph to the
clarifier .settling basin.
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Regeneration wastes of spent acid and caustic solutions, approximately
16,000 gallons of mainly 9000 ppm sodium sulfate, are neutralized to a
pH between 6.5 and 8.5 in a tank before being discharged to the lake at
100 gpm via the circulating-water discharge, where they are diluted by
a factor of about 3000. The discharge normally occur's for about three
hours once every eight days. The average incremental increase of dis-
solved solids in the returning circulating water (268,000 gpm) is about
4 ppm. Table 3.9 shows the composition of the discharges from the water-
treatment facility along with the amounts of chemical constituents ori-
ginally removed from the lake water. by the demineralizers. The incremental
concentrations occur only during periods of actual discharge of deminer-
alizer waste. The cation and anion demineralizers require regeneration
three or four times monthly;,the mixed-bed unit one or two times monthly.
The Applicant obtained a permit in 1965 to discharge these chemical
wastes into waters of New York State.

For emergency use, two diesel electric generators and one diesel fire
pump are available. The fuel oil used contains 0.4 to 0.7 sulfur and
leaves a negligible amount of ash. Except for an emergency requiring
their use, these units are operated only for testing intermittently;
release of combustion products is considered to be insignificant.

Drainage from roofs, and from the administration building, ship, and
store-area floors, which have no potential. for radioactivity, is dis-
charged to the lake via a storm sewer.

Waste from laundering of protective clothing is processed in the rad-
waste system (Section 3.5) and, after monitoring, is discharged into the
circulating water at a controlled rate. During normal. operation,,about
100 pounds per month of detergent, 50/ of which is sodium hexametaphosphate,
produces 130 gpd of waste. During scheduled Station outages, about 450
pounds of detergent per month is used, and 1700 gpd of laundry waste is
produced.

Treatment of radiochemical wastes is discussed in Section 3.5.

3. 7 SANITARY WASTES AND OTHER EFFLUENTS

The sewage facility uses an activated sludge, extended aeration system
followed by chlorination and then oxygenation in a 2800-square-foot pond
w'ith a seasonal variation in depth of 2 to 15 feet. The effluent is then
carried by a drainage ditch to the lake. Excess sludge is removed
quarterly from the Station to a state-approved disposal area by a state-
licensed disposal firm.



TABLE 3.9
CHEMICAL DISCHARGES FROM MAKEUP WATER SYSTEM

Ion
~ (or TDS)

Source
of Ion Pounds per day

a

Amount Dischar ed
Incremental

Conc. in Effluent,
ppm

Conc. in Percentage
Lake Ontario, Increase in

ppm Discharge

Lakewater c 6.7 0.15 44.0 0.3

Na

Cl

SO

HCO

PO
4

NO
3

TDS

Sodium hydroxide
for regeneration

Lake water c

Lake water c

Lake water c

Lake water c

Lake water c

Sulfuric acid for
regeneration

Lake. water c

Lake water c

Lake water c

Lake water c

53.2

3.0

1.5

0.3

0.002

5.4

111.0

8;4

8.4

0.03

0.02

1.19

0.07

0.03

0.007

4 x 10

0.12

2.49

0.19

0.19

7 x 10

4 x 10

4 '4

16. 6

8.9

1.6

0.01

30.3

30.1

114. 7

0.19

0.14

246.5

7.2

0.3

0.4

0,4

0.4

8.3

0.2

0.4

0.3

1.8

Based on estimated average flow through demineralizers.
. Discharged into 268,000 gpm circulating water for 160 minutes every eight days. Concentrations -are
for periods of actual 'discharge.

c
ollected from lake water on demineralizer resins, then released during regeneration.

Includes S04 from ferric sulfate added in clarifier.
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The facility has a capa'city of 15,000 gpd. With a per-capita requirement
of 35 gpd and a maximum work force of 108 employees, the maximum load
on the system would be 3880 gpd, well below the design capacity., The"
Applicant's reported sample analysis shows that the facility meets the
following operating requirements:

Settleable solids removed

Suspended solids removed

BOD (5 day) reduced

Chlorine residual

100/

95/

95/

1 ppm max

The chlorine demand of Lake Ontario in the vicinity of the Station is
7.5 ppm. From operating experience with the Applicant's Oswego Steam
Station, the residual chlorine in the effluent from the sewage-treatment
plant is expected to be converted to chloride as a result of the high
chlorine demand of the water in the oxygenation pond.

The Applicant has obtained a permit from the State of New York Department
of Health to operate this waste-treatment facility. Solid wastes collected
on trash racks, lunchroom and office wastes, and machine-ship scraps are
trucked offsite for disposal at a state-approved waste-disposal site.

3.8 TRANSMISSION FACILITIES

Two single-circuit 345-kV transmission lines connect the Station output
to the Applicant's existing substation in Clay, New York, about 27 miles
southeast of the site. The transmission right-of-way (Fig. 3.13) is
owned by the Applicant. It traverses terrain ranging in elevation from
250 feet at the site to 400 feet at the substation and passes through
10 miles of open farmland, about four miles of wetlands, five miles of
wooded areas and eight miles of fallow or pasture land.

To allow for probable need for a future 345-kV transmission line, a 500-
foot right-of-way was purchased. In addition to the two 345-kV lines
from Nine Mile Point Unit 1 in the center of the right-of-way, two single-
circuit 115-kV lines are along the western edge for about four miles from
the site to where they join the Applicant's Lighthouse Hill-Oswego 115-kV
gr id+

Wood-pole H-frame structures, Fig. 3.14, carry the major portion (about
25 miles) of the 345-kV cables.'or the initial l. 7 miles from the
Station and the final 0.3 mile into the substation, lattice steel towers
are used. About 30 miles of unpaved dirt roads provide access for line
inspection and service.
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Fig. 3.lp. Transmission-line Structures North of Clay.
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4. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS OF CONSTRUCTION

4.1 EFFECTS ON LAND USE

4.1.1 Station Site

Only 45 acres of the 900 acres in the plant site are used for plant
structures and auxiliary systems. The 45 acres have been landscaped.
The Applicant has set aside 130 acres of the site as a wildlife
habitat in 1969 by posting the northwest corner of the site. The
Applicant has stated that there are no plans for the creation of a
larger habitat.

In addition, the Applicant has made a reasonable effort for multiple
use of the site by opening a 'visitor reception center and museum. In
con]unction with this center there is a nature trail through wooded
area and picnic areas on the bluffs overlooking Lake Ontario.

A new radwaste building will be constructed onsite. This str'ucture,
which will be 80 feet by 60 feet, by 30 feet above grade and 30 feet
below grade, will be completed two years after start of construction
approximately in January 1974. The maintenance of the present site
grade will minimize possible erosion during construction. Excavated
material will be used in grading; the remaining material will be dis-
posed of offsite in a manner acceptable to the'appropriate state
agencies. The Applicant has stated that care will be taken that rock,
soil, waste building material, oil, gasoline, or any other material
connected with construction of the Station will not contaminate the
lake or groundwater. The Applicant has stated that the amount of
gaseous discharges from construction equipment in the vicinity of
the site will be below the levels permitted in the state and federal
air-quality standards and criteria. The normal precautions. employed
in large-scale construction will be taken; road sprinkling will be
used to reduce the airborne dust expected to occur during construction
activities. The small amount of blasting is expected to be made with
appropriate concern for the integrity of the existing structures and
safety of onsite personnel. The Applicant plans to use nets to con-
trol the resultant debris. It is recommended that any topsoil removed
should be salvaged, protected and respread during the grading operation.
The area should be landscaped immediately after construction is
completed.

The Staff has inspected the site and believes that no impacts:on
neighboring lands will result, from construction of the radwaste
building, The increased traffic and noise will be of little con-
sequence and temporary. Most of the traffic and noise related to
construction will be limited to the daylight hours.
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VOLTAGE: 345kv
MATERIAL:Wood (treated)
AVERAGE SPAN: 700
FOUNDATION: To be backf il led

with crushed stone

MINIMUM HEIGHT: 80
MAXIMUM HEIGHT: 100

Sca le 1 = 15

Fig. 4.1. Wood "H" Frame: Single Circuit.
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4.1.2 Transmission Lines

Towers used most often along the Nine Mile Point-Cl'ay transmission line
are the standard wood-pole "H" frame (Fig. 4.1). At all strain points,
a lattice structure is employed (Fig. 4.2). The Applicant did not
have the benefit of the State of New York Department of Environmental
Conservation guidelines and recommendations for'transmission-line
location and construction when the original 500-foot corridor was
selected and cleared (the Nine Mile Point Unit-Clay Circuit). The
construction of this transmission line has resulted in a very wide
cleared zone, which has long straight sections. There do not appear
to be any excluded areas at roads, streams, or marshes, nor was there
any feathering of the right-of-way.

Herbicides were used in clearing the original right-of-way. Tordon
101 with thickener was applied in 1966 to the northern four miles
with the aid of a helicopter. The remainder of the right-of-way was
given a foliar application of 2, 4,.5-T from the ground in 1970.

The Applicant has indicated that certain shrubbery was not removed
from the corridor, and ten acres of land used to grow Christmas trees
were left untouched. Ten horn s were removed when the transmission
corridor was established.
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28- 6

VOLTAGE: 345kV
MATERIAL:Galvanized Steel
AVERAGE SPAN:

800'OUNDATION:Grill age or
Reinforced Concrete

M I N I MUM HEIGH T: 61 (to crossarm)
MAXIMUM HEIGHT r95 (to crossarm)

Scale 1 =
16'ig.

4.2. Lattice Steel Tower: Single Circuit.
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5. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS OF STATION OPERATION

5.1 IMPACTS ON LAND USE

5.1.1 Station Environs

Structures and auxiliary facilities have been designed to conform with
contemporary architectural practices. The most prominent view of the
plant is from the lake; only the stack can be seen from the nearest
public road, which is about one mile from the Station.

The presence of the Station does not limit public access to the lake shore.
Traditionally, this site has not been used by the local residents either
for boating or bathing. The lake shore at this point is steep and stony
and does not represent a potentially valuable recreational resource as
far as water-related activities are concerned. Before acquisition by the
Applicant, the site was used as an artillery range. It is concluded that
the land use of the, site and its immediate environs will not be adversely
affected by the operation of the Station.

5.1.2 Transmission-line Environs

The transmission tower system has visual impact on the observer in therelatively flat and open terrain through which the line passes. The
corridor is covered with vegetation (mostly grasses and herbaceous
weeds). The maintenance of this type of cover will prevent erosion
within the corridor and reduce runoff.

Maintenance of the. transmission line should follow the New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation guidelines and recommendations.

The Staff believes that means other than herbicides should be given
intensive consideration for transmission-line maintenance. The plantingof shrubbery and short food plants for game would be desirable.

However, if herbicides are used, these recommendations should be followed:

(a) Only selective application of approved herbicides should be
permitted to maintain "tight ground cover," which will allow
growth of compatible weeds and woody species and encourage
wildlife-habitat growth.

(b) No spraying should be done within 100 feet- of water courses or
state reforestation areas.

(c) Treatment should not be more than once a year.
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(d) No contamination of potential human foodstuffs, including wild
berries, should be permitted.

I

(e) No contamination of potable water supplies should be permitted.

(f) If pastures are sprayed, owners of the pastures should be notified
in advance of spraying and their written approval secured.

(g) As soon as the Administrator of EPA issues standards for pesticide
applicators, all spraying should be done by an individual meeting
these standards or under his immediate supervision. All pesticide
applicators should be certified under State provisions and comply
with applicable State standards.

(h) No formulation with a dioxin contamination level that exceeds
O.l ppm should be used.

(i) After sufficient time has elapsed for vegetation damage to become
apparent but within the same growing season, visual inspection
should be made for drift or volatilization contamination and
damage of the vegetation off the right-of-way and action taken
to ensure that drift or volatization be held to a minimum in
future applications.

The above recommendations on the use of herbicides in no way abrogate
applicable state laws, regulations, or registrations such as the re-
stricted-use list of the New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation.

All herbicides, pesticides and related chemicals should be registered in
accordance with PL 92-516, The Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and
Rodenticide Act.

The Applicant should develop sufficient field study and monitoring pro-
grams to ensure that the above recommendations are followed to the extent
possible and that no rare or endangered species of plants or animals are
g eopardy.

5.2 IMPACTS OF WATER USE

5. 2. 1 Water Consumption

All water for the Station (for cooling, makeup, and plant operation) is
taken from the lake and essentially all of it is returned to the lake.
The Staff has calculated that the increase in evaporation due to the
heat rejection of the Station to the lake will be O.l percent of natural
evaporation off the lake. Therefore, no measurable impact is expected on
the overall water balance.'
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5.2. 2 Thermal Studies
\

Since Nine Mile Point Unit 1 went into operation in 1969, several field
surveys of the plumes resulting from the discharge of heated condenser
cooling water into Lake Ontario have been conducted. " An examination
of thesedata shows that the plume extent and direction are strongly
dependent on wind-induced lake currents, wave action and upwelling.
A thorough discussion of the effect of these factors by various wind
regimes is given in Reference 5. The data reported by the Applicant's
consultants are for 12 surveys in which temperature measurements were
taken at various lake depths and reduced to isotherm plots. Of these,
two surveys (Figs. 5.1 and 5.2) are discussed further because they
represent extreme cases of interest for their potential biological
impact.

Pigure 5.1 (Pield Survey, November 16, 1971) repr'esents a situation
in which an extensive stretch of shoreline will be affected by the
thermal discharge. During this survey, the wind was from the north
at 5-10 mph. The warmer water spread out along the shore and slightly
westward because of a weak current. Waves were slight (six inches to
one foot) and little upwelling was observed. As an indication of the
extent of shoreline affected, temperatures for about two miles of shore-
line were at least 5'F greater than lake ambient temperature. Below the
surface, less shoreline was affected. However, even at a depth of 5 feet,
approximately one and a quarter miles of shoreline had temperatures greater
than 5'F above ambient. The thermal plume did not extend much deeper than
five feet because at a depth of 7-8 feet, the temperatures were not far
from the ambient lake value.

Figure 5.2 (Field Survey, July 30, 1971) represents a situation in which
less shoreline is affected. On this occasion, the wind was from the east
at,0-5 mph with waves at 1-2 inches. As a result a wedge of warm water
was observed that extended 3000 feet offshore for the isotherm of the5'F above ambient temperature. In other surveys, isotherms typically
ranged from 1000 to 2000 feet offshore.

For the other surveys in which the wind and wave conditions were different,
considerably less shoreline was affected; about one half or less than
that indicated above.

5.2.3 Effects of Chemical Discharges

The chemicals that will be used in the Station and their discharge con-
centrations are given in Table 3. 9. The major chemical waste excluding
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liquid radioactive wastes and treated sewage is a neutralized solution
of sodium sulfate and other salts (originally removed from lake water)
from the makeup-demineralizer regeneration. This solution is discharged
during a three-hour period once every eight days along with the heated
water. This solution will be dispersed and diluted in the lake.

As calculated from the data in Table 3.9, the total dissolved solids in the
cooling-water effluent from the Station will be increased by 4.4 ppm
during the discharge periods or an overall average of 0.56 ppm (a 0.2%
increase in the natural level). This increase is small in comparison
with the natural variation in the lake. For example, the residue on
evaporation (total solids) varied at one station off Oswego between 128
and 533 ppm during a 6-1/2-year period (see Table 2.2). On this basis,
no detectable effect on inshore waters is expected. The 198 lb/day"
average discharge of chemicals from the Station will increase the
dissolved-solids content of the 400 cubic miles of water of Lake Ontario
by 0.002 ppm, or 0.0007% per century (80% capacity factor). For such
long time periods, complete mixing can probably be assumed. This is
a negligible fraction of the existing trend of 96 ppm/century increase
for 1910-1960. Therefore, the Staff judges that no lake-wide effect
will be discernible.

The only chemicals clearly relating to the eutrophic trend in Lake
Ontario whose levels will be influenced by operation of Unit 1 are
the phosphate and dissolved-nitrogen (ammonia, nitrate, and nitrite)
species removed from lake water in production of makeup water and
later returned to the lake as a waste from ion-exchanger regeneration.
The mean value of the phosphate (Table 2.3) in nearby lake water is
0.19 mg/1; the sum of the mean nitrogen contents of ammonia, nitrate,
and nitrite (Table 2. 3) is 0. 61 mg/1. Calculating as in the development'f Table 3.9, the average quantity of excess dissolved chemicals returned
to the lake will be 0.034 lb/day phosphate and O.ll lb/day of nitrogen.

Phosphate is also released to the lake via the circulating water in used
laundry detergent and in Station sewage. During normal operation, the
unit releases 100 lb/month of detergent; during "scheduled outages"., it
releases 450 lb/month. While no detailed estimate of the total duration
of "scheduled outages is available" it will be less than 20% because the
expected capacity factor is 0.80. The total discharge would thus be
100 lb/month for 80% of the time and 450 lb/month for 20% of the time.
Annual detergent release would thus be 2040 lbs. Since 50% of the material
is sodium hexametaphosphate, the maximum orthophosphate release will be
950 lb/yr or an average of 2.6 lb/day. Concentration increments in the
discharge will be 0.5 or 2.2 parts per billion phosphate, depending on
whether there is a scheduled outage.
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Sewage from the Unit has averaged 12 mg/1 phosphate content, based on
effluent analyses. At the maximum expected daily flow (during refueling-
overhauling) of 3880 gal, the phosphate discharged will be 0.039 lb/day.

The total phosphate discharge will thus be 3.0 lb/day. This discharge
is much smaller than that from other sources; for example, Thongs uses
230,000 lb/day as the rate of phosphate input to Lake Ontario in his
material-balance calculations. This 'change of 0.001/ in the rate of
addition of phosphate to the lake due to the operation of Unit 1 is
undetectable. The effect will also be insignificant locally. The
average increase in the phosphate concentration in the circulating water
discharge will be 0.0008 mg/1, a 0.4/ increase. This effect will be
undetectable.

The nearest lake water intake for a public water supply is in Oswego,
about eight miles west. The nearest recreational area on Lake Ontario
is Selkirk Shores State Park, ten miles east of the site. The Applicant's
model studies have shown that for a typical velocity of 0.4 fps for the
lake current, the discharged water will be diluted 156 and 235 times,

. respectively, by the time it reaches the Oswego intake and the State
Park. By using a model of a surface discharge fitted to the field temper-
ature data of Unit 1 discharge, the Staff concludes that the Appl'icant's
calculations for the dilution factor at Oswego and Selkirk are reasonable.
In view of the already low concentrations of chemicals (see Table 3.9)
that reach these points, no impact on the consumptive or recreational
use of the water is expected.

Private water supplies in the area use ground water. The nearest
operating well is about 3500 feet from, the Station. The water table
in the vicinity of the Station slopes toward the lake; therefore,
ground water contamination is extremely unlikely.

5.2.4 Compliance with Water Quality Standards

With the exception of the limits on total dissolved solids, the
phosphate concentration in the discharged sewage, and the thermal-plume
size, the effluents of Unit 1 conform to all criteria and standards of
the State of New York, Minimum Federal Water Quality Criteria (MFWQC)
provided by the Environmental Protection Agency, and the International
Agreement on Great Lakes Water Quality between the United States and
Canada (April 15, 1972).
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The following- is =the detailed consideration arranged in the order of the
New York=State Standard 701.3, Classes and Standards for Fresh Surface
Waters, Class AA.

10

2.

3 ~

Floating solids; settleable solids; oil; sludge deposits; taste or
odor-producing substances (see also MFWQC 1.1, 1.2, and 1.3): There
is no discharge 'from Unit 1'of materials that, form objectionable
deposits, that provide floating debris, oils, scum and other
matter, or substances producing objectionable color, odor, taste
or turbidity to Lake Ontario.

Sewage or waste effluents: Disinfection is required; the geometric
mean of fecal coliform counts in the lake is limited by regulation
to 200/100 ml (MFWQC 2.2.1). The sanitary wastes from Unit 1 have
extended aeration secondary treatment and chlorine disinfection
before oxygenation in a pond and discharge into the lake. A 24-hour
composite sample in September 1971 showed 430 fecal coliform bacteria
per 100 ml in the oxygenation-pond outlet. During those periods
when rainwater or other surface runoffs in the ditch carrying the
effluent to the lake is greater than about 2.2 times the instan-
taneous sewage flowrate, the criterion will be complied with. For
other periods, a small zone will be produced in the lake within which
the fecal coliform count is in excess of the criterion; this zonewill probably not be more than a few feet in average diameter, since
the maximum average daily flow corresponds to only 2.7 gal/min.

pH: The combination of the International Agreement and MFWQC
apparently would require that effluent pH be maintained at 6.7-8.3,
"except when due to natural causes and in no case shall be less than
5.0, nor more than 9.0. When the pH is less than 6.5 or more than
8.3, discharge of substances which would increase the buffering
capacity of the water should be limited."* The Unit 1 circulating
water is returned to the lake at the same pH at which it was removed
from the lake. The Staff judges that the regulation is complied
with because: the natural pH of Lake, Ontario in the vicinity of theStation ranges from 7.2 to 9.0 (see Table 2.3); the pH is not
measurably changed by passage 'through the Station; and no significant
buffering capacity is added to the circulating water.

*From the "Report of the Committee on Water Quality'riteria to the
Federal Water Poihlution Control Administration, U.S. Department ofthe Interior" (The Green Book"). The MFWQC was formulated by usingthis report as a gauge.
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4. Dissolved Oxygen: The most restrictive applicable standard is
Item 2.1.1.1(b) of the MFWQC, which requires„ that the dissolved,,„
oxygen (DO) be not less than 6.0 mg/1 (except that the DO may be
between 5.0 and 6.0 mg/1 for not more than four hours within'ny
24 hour period, .provided the water quality is favorable in,all,
other respects and normal daily and seasonal fluctuations occur),.
The dissolved oxygen in Lake Ontario in the vicinity of Nine Mile
Point has ranged from 6.8 to 14.4 mg/1 (Table 2.3). This level
is in conformity with widespread observations of oxygen content
of the water of Lake Ontario,'n one study,~~ summertime satura-
tions ranged from 9.5 to 13 mg/1. The oxygen content in the
cooling water has been observed by the Applicant not to be

, diminished by passage through the condenser even though the
temperature is increased. The Staff concludes that the standard
is complied with.

5. Toxic Wastes, Deleterious, or Colored Substances: For the protection
of people who might use the lake water as a supply of drinking water,
the Standards of the U. S. Public Health Service apply.'imits are
provided-for some 21 chemical species or groups. Of these species,
only iron (limit 0.3 mg/1) and sulfate (limit 250 mg/1) are added
to the circulating water. The iron content of the lake is of the
order of 0.005 mg/1. Unless there is a local incidence of high
concentration in the lake, the concentration of iron in the dis-
charge is not expected to exceed the 0.005 'mg/1 naturally occurring,
with a 0.4/ increase when the makeup-water demineralizer is regen-.
rated. No violation of the Standard is expected.

'The sulfate in Lake Ontario near the Station is about 13 to 50 mg/1
(Table 2.3), and the incremental concentration during periods of
discharge of regeneration wastes from the makeup-water demineralizersis 2.49 mg/1 for Unit 1 (Table 3.9). The maximum total is thus well
below the 250 mg/1 specified in the Standard. The Standard is
complied with.

For all other chemicals in the water except sodium ion, the
concentration in the circulating water discharge is the same as in
the lake water except during periods of discharge of wastes from
regeneration of makeup-water ion exchangers. At these times there
is about a 0.4/ increase in the concentrations of nearly all species
present. As an approximation, those ions present in the lake water
below'he limits allowed in the Standards are returned to the lake
in the same state. Thus, if the concentrations naturally present
in the lake are below the Standards, there will be no violations.
All ions for which the average natural levels are known (see
Table 5.1) are below the max'imum permitted level; thus, except for
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TABLE 5.1 Drinking Mater Standards for Lake Ontario

Substances

Arsenic
Barium
Cadmium
Chromium
Lead
Chloride
Copper
Manganese
Nitrate
Sulfate
Total dissolved solids
Zinc
Cyanide
Fluoride
Selenium
Silver
Alkyl benzene sulfate
Carbon chloroform extract
Phenols

Limit,
mg/1

0.05
1.0
0.01
0. 05

, 0.05
250

1.0
0.05

45
250
500

5
0.2

~l
0. 01
0.05
0.5
0.2
0.001

Concentration
in Lake,

mg/1

Unknownb

('a")
0.00009, 0-0.012
0 0007dd
0.0008, 0-0.164

30 (Table 2.3)
0.006,d 0-0.068e
0.0005
0.14 (Table 2.3)

30 (Table 2.3)
233 (Tab)e 2.3)

0.007, 0-0.075
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
0-2.25

U. S. Public Health Service Drinking Mater Standards, 1962.

Arsenic was undetectable in about 95X of samples in the United States (13).
Average concentration in 99X of samples in the United States (13).
Refexence (12).
Table 2.2.
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rare local increases in some substances (e.g., phenols), no
violations are expected. For the remaining substances, no
statement can be made with certainty because the concentrations
are unknown. There is no reason to expect violations.

Six toxic substances affecting fish life are identified in the
New York State Standard, referring to natural waters with a median
alkalinity of 80 ppm or above 'of calcium carbonate equivalent
(which is true for Lake Ontario). None of these substances are
added to discharge streams but will have minor concentrations
periodically in the circulating-water discharge as indicated above.
Levels of ammonia or ammonium compounds nearby the lake (limit
2.0 mg/1 at pH at" or above 8.0) have been 0.0 — 5.7 mg/1 NH , with
an average of 0.57 mg/1 (Tables 2.2 and 2.3). The level of ferro-
cyanide or'erricycanide (limit 0.'4 mg/1) in the lake is unknown,
but small; the status of cyanide (limit 0.1 mg/1), copper (limit
0.2 mg/1), zinc (limit 0.3 mg/1), and cadmium (limit 0.3 mg/1),
are given in Table 5.1. Of those substances present in the natural
water, the levels are below those permitted in the Standard, and
no violation will occur. No reason is known to expect violations
to occur for the remaining ions.

6. Additional Items:

New York State thermal standards

As mentioned in Section 5.2.2, a thermal plume results from the dis-
charge of heated water into the lake. The surface areas that are
encompassed by the 3'F isotherm varies from 50 to 400 acres.

The New York State criteria that govern thermal discharges impose
the following restrictions on discharges into lakes:

"The water temperature at the surface of a lake shall not
be raised more than 3 degrees F over the temperature that
existed before the addition of heat of artificial origin,
except that within a radius of 300 feet or equivalent area
from the point of discharge, this temperature may be ex-
ceeded (6 NYCRR, 704.1)."

However, a footnote to this standard provides:

"Xt is recognized that a radius of 300 feet or equivalent area
may be too liberal or too restrictive and that a lesser or
greater area may be required or permitted under the procedure
set forth in 'Additional limitations or modifications', section
704.2, 1nfm."
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These numerical limitations for thermal discharges were adopted
on July 25, 1969, after the discharge for Unit 1 was constructed.
Section 704.4 of the State Code sets the following restrictions
on existing discharges:

"In determining whether a discharge existing prior to the
adoption of the above criteria complies with the applicable
standard of thermal discharges ('one alone or in combination
with other substances or wastes in sufficient amounts or at
such temperatures as to, be injurious to fish life...or impair
the. waters for any other best usage...'6 NYCRR, 701.3 et seq.]),
these criteria are intended only to be a frame of reference."

The Staff has noted no adverse effect on the aquatic biota due to the
thermal discharge, thus Nine Mile Point Unit 1 thermal discharge
complies with the Standard (6 NYCRR 704.4, 6 NYCRR 701.3).

In the international agreement for water quality of the Great Lakes,
the level of dissolved solids in Lake Ontario "should not exceed"
200 mg/1. Since the average level of total dissolved solids in
Lake Ontario is about 233 mg/1 (range 127 to 489, Table 2.3), with-
drawing and redischarging might appear to violate the intent with
respect to total level. In view of-the fact that the increase in
dissolved solids caused by the operation of Unit 1 is very small
(see Table 3.9), it is believed that the intent of the Standard in
preventing increases in, the level of total dissolved solids is being
met.

The MFWQC also restrict phosphorus. The total phosphorus is not to
exceed 50 pg/1 in any lake or at any point where it enters the lake
(Section 2.1). The phosphorus content of the sewage from Unit 1 is
4 mg/1. Thus, for times when there is no water flowing in the ditch
from which sewage is discharged to the lake, the MFWQ criterion for
phosphorus is exceeded. Because the quantity of phosphorus is small
and the sewage flow rate is low, the size of the zone in which the
concentration exceeds the criterion is small. When storm water in
the rivulet is flowing at a rate greater than 40 times the sewage
flowrate (i.e., greater than 146 gpm), the 50 yg/1 concentration
will not be exceeded because of the resultant dilution of the sewage
before discharge to the lake.

The MFWQC limit radioactivity in the lake to the levels in the U. S.
Public Health Standards for drinking water. These allow 100 picocuries.
(pCi) per liter of gross beta activity in the absence of strontium and
alpha emitters, 3 pCi of radium-226 and 10 pCi/1 of strontium-90.
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With these standards applied to the circulating-water discharge,
the data in Section 5.4.1 indicate that the discharge contains an
estimated 30 pCi/l of gross 9-emitters. This is substantially below
the 1000 pCi/1 permitted. A strontium-90 discharge of 0.021'Ci/1
is expected. This is substantially below the standard (10 pCi/1).It is anticipated that no radium-226 will be emitted, and therefore,
the Standard for that radionuclide will not be exceeded.

Section 2.2.4 of the MFWQC limits the color and turbidity so that a
Secchi disc will be visible at a minimum depth of 1 meter. Unit 1
will not discharge water that is measurably more turbid or colored
than that drawn in. The maximum turbidity reading available (Table
2.3) is 6 Jackson Turbidity Units. The maximum length of this solu-
tion for which visibility is maintained is unknown, but extrapolation
of the length in the table in Standard Methods* downward from 25 .

Jackson units provides an estimated minimum path length for the lake
water in excess of one meter. It is, therefore, estimated that the
standard will literally be fulfilled. If there are occasions when
the lake turbidity will exceed the standard, no violation of the
intent to restrict the increase of turbidity will have occurred.

Sections 3 and 4 of the MFWQC, requiring that mixing zones of
discharges be small compared with the size of the lake and that
there be ample undisturbed portions of the lake, will readily
be met by discharges from Unit l.

5.3 RADIOLOGICAL IMPACT ON BIOTA OTHER THAN MAN

The pathways by which biota other than man may receive radiation doses
in the vicinity of a nuclear power station are shown in Figure 5.3.
Two recent comprehensive reports "~ have been concerned with radio-
activity in the environment and the pathways by which the radioactive
materials can reach biota. Depending on the pathway being considered,
terrestrial and aquatic organisms will receive either approximately the
same radiation doses as man or somewhat greater. doses. No guidelines
have been established for desirable limits for radioactive exposure to
species other than man. — However, it is generally agreed that the limits
established for humans are also conservative for other species.

The Applicant has proposed an improved radioactive-waste treatment system
for Unit 1, which will significantly reduce the amo'unt of radionuclides
released to the atmosphere and the lake. The following analyses are per-
formed assuming the existence of this improved system, where appropriate.

* Table 163(l) in "Standard Methods for the Examination, of Water and
Wastewater," 13th Edition, APHA, AWWA, WPCF, New York, 1971.
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The quantities and species of radionuclides expected to be discharged
annually by Unit 1 in liquid and gaseous effluents have been estimated
by the Staff and are given in Tables 3.3 and 3.7 respectively.

For the determination of doses to biota other than man, specific calcu-
lations are done primarily for the liquid effluent. Doses to terrestrial
animals such as rabbits or deer due to the gaseous effluent are quite
similar to those calculated for man (Section 5.4). The liquid-effluent
quantities, when diluted by the total annual coolant discharges of Unit
1, would, produce an average gross activity concentration, excluding
tritium, of 1.2 x 10 9 microcuries per milliliter in the 'lake between the
plant discharge regions. Additional discussion concerning "liquid dilution
is presented in Section 5.4.

The maximum doses to aquatic organisms living in the water containing
radionuclides discharged from the Station, will be delivered to aquatic
plants. This is a consequence of physiological mechanisms that concen-
trate within plants a number of elements that can be present in their
aqueous environment. The extent to which elements are concentrated in
fish, invertebrates, and aquatic plants upon uptake or ingestion has
been estimated. Values of relative biological accumulation factors of
a number of waterborne elements for several freshwater organisms are
provided in Table 5.2.

The annual radiation doses to both aquatic and terrestrial biota, including
man, were estimated on the assumption of constant concentrations of radio-
nuclides at a given point in both the water and air. Figure 5.3 shows that
radiation dose has both internal and external components. External
components originate from immersion in radioactive air and water and
from exposure to radioactive surfaces. Internal exposures are a result
of ingesting and breathing radioactivity.

Doses to aquatic plants and fish living in the discharge region due to
water uptake and to ingestion (internal exposure) were calculated to be
39 and 1.3 mrads/year, respectively, for Unit 1 operation. The discharge-
region concentrations were those described above, and it was assumed that
maximum concentrations were present all of the year. All calculated doses
are based on standard models. However, the doses are quite conservative
since it is highly unlikely that any of the mobile life forms will spend
a significant portion of their life span in the maximum-activity concen-
tration of the discharge region. Both radioactive decay and additional
dilution would reduce the dose at other points in the lake.

External doses to terrestrial animals other than man are determined on
the basis of gaseous effluent concentrations and direct radiation
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a
TABLE 5.2 Freshwater Bioaccumulation Factors for Radioelements

(pCi/kg organism per pCi/1 water)

Element Fish Invertebrates Plants Element Fish Invertebrates Plants

Na 3(l) 3(l)

Cr 2 (2) 2 (3)

Mn 2 (1) 4 (4)

Fe 3(2) 3(3)

Co 5(2) '(3)
Ni 4 (1) 1(2)

Zn 1(3) 4 (4)

Ag 3 (3) 3 (3)

W 1(0) 3(1)

Rb 2 (3) 2 (3)

Sr 4(l) 7(2)

Y 1(2) 1(3)

Zr 1(2) 1(3)

Nb 3 (4) 1(2)

Mo 1(2) 1(2)

2 (2) . P 1(5)

4(3) Ru l(2)

1(4) Rh 1(2)

5(3) Sb 4(1)

1(3) Te 4 (2)

l(2) I 1(0)

4 (3) Cs 1(3)

2 (2) Ba 1(1)

3 (1) Ce 1(2)

l(3) Pr 1(2)

5 (2) Nd 1(2)

1(4) Pm '(2)
l(4) Np 1(4)

l(3) La l(2)

1(2) H 1(0)

l(5)

2 (3)

2 (3)

2('4)

2(2)

2 (1)

1(3)

2(2)

l(3)

1(3)

1(3)

1(3)

3(2)

1(3)

1(0)

1(5)

2 (3)

2 (3)

l(2)

1(2)

3(2)

5(2)

1(4)

1(4)

1(4)

l(4)

1(3)

1(4)

1(0)

From, W. H. Chapman, H. L. Fisher, and M. W. Pratt, "Concentration Factors
of Chemical Elements in Edible Aquatic Organisms," UCRL-50564, Dec. 30,
1968.

bNumbers in parentheses represent powers of ten.'
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contributions at, the locations where such animals may actually be present.
Because the concentrations are primarily used in the calculations for dose
to man, they are discussed in Section 5.4. The external doses to animals
at the same locations are the same as those to man.

An estimate can be made for the ingestion dose to a terrestrial animal
such as,a duck, which is assumed to consume only aquatic vegetation
growing in the water in the di'scharge region. The duck-ingestion dose
was calculated to be about 20 mrads/year. All of the calculated inges-
tion doses are believed to represent upper-limit "estimates, because
equilibrium was assumed to exist between all aquatic organisms and all
radionuclides 'in water. A nonequilibrium condition for a radionuclide
in an actual exposure situation would result in a smaller bioaccumulation
and, therefore, in a smaller dose from internal exposure. Also, there
are many pathways of internal exposure to terrestrial biota, but the
pathway selected assumed that the muskrat or duck consumed only aquatic
vegetation growing in the water in Lake Ontario near the discharge
region.

The literature relating to radiation effects on organisms is extensive,
but very few studies have been conducted on the effects of continuous
low-level exposure to radiation (from ingested radionuclides) on natural
aquatic or terrestrial populations. The most recent and pertinent
studies point out that, while the existence of extremely radiosensitive
biota is possible and while increased radiosensitivity in organisms may
result from environmental interactions, no biota have yet been discovered
that show a sensitivity to radiation exposures as low as those anticipated
in the area surrounding Unit 1. In the BEIR report it is stated in
summary that evidence to date indicates that no other living organisms
are very much more radiosensitive than man. Therefore, no detectable
radiological impact is expected in the aquatic biota or terrestrial
mammals as a result of the quantity of radionuclides to be released
into Lake Ontario and into the air by Unit l.
5.4 RADIOLOGICAL IMPACT ON MAN

Routine power generation by Unit l,will result in the release of small
quantities of fission and activation products in the environment. These
releases. will be kept as low as practicable in accordance with 10 CFR 50
and well'within the limits specified in 10 CFR 20. Nuclide releases from
Unit 1 have been measured since the station began generating power in
1969. The Staff has also estimated the probable nuclide releases from
the Station after the addition of a proposed improved radioactive waste
treatment system.

Estimations were made of radiation doses to"man at and beyond the site
boundary.via the most significant pathways diagrammed in Fig. 5.4. The
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calculations are based on conservative assumptions regarding the dilutions
'of effluent gases and radionuclides in the coolant discharge, and the use
by man of the'lant surroundings.

5.4.1 Radioactive Materials Released in Liquid Effluents

Expected nuclide releases in the liquid effluent have been calculated
for Unit 1 assuming completion of the improved radioactive-waste treat-
ment system. The respective'alues are listed in Table 3.3. Effluent,
activities discharged into Lake Ontario by Unit 1 during 1971 have been
measured~~ and are presented in Table 5.3. Since Unit 1 operated at about
56/ of its total license capacity during 1971, the measured effluents were
increased by the factor 0.80/0.56 = 1.43 to approximate a'ull year of
normal (80/) operation. These measured and normalized releases were used
to estimate existing potential doses.

The discharge structure of Unit 1 is designed to improve diffusion of
the heated .water with the lake water. The diffusers increase mixing of
the coolant water with the lake by a factor of 3. Concentrations of
radionuclides in the mixing zones reflect the additional dilution. In
the iaxnediate vicinity of the Unit 1 discharge, the gross activity con-
centration, exclusive of tritium, is estimated to be 1.2 x 10 pCi/cm
and 2.9 x 10 pCi/cm with and without the augmented radioactive waste
treatment system, respectively.

During normal reactor operations, a fraction of the noble gases produced
willbe released in the coolant water and subsequently discharged into
the lake. The AEC Directorate of Regulatory Operations has analyzed
operating reactor coolant discharge water for noble gas content. Under
conditions of highest annual average noble gas concentrations in the
discharge water, no significant doses would be delivered to human beings.

Consumption of potable water from Lake Ontario constitutes the principal
exposure pathway to .man for the liquid effluents. Both the Onondaga

" County Water District and the city of Oswego use Lake Ontario water.
Dilution of the effluents from the mixing zone to the nearest intake,
which is about 8 miles from the site, was conservatively estimates to be
15 by the Applicant.~~ Doses to individuals consuming 1.2 liters/day of
this water were calculated using standard models.

Other pathways of relative importance involve recreational use of the
lake in the vicinity of the discharge zone. Individual doses from"
consuming fish caught in the immediate discharge area were evaluated
using the biological accumulation factors listed in Table 5.2 and
standard models. Swimming, boating, and fishing in the discharge
region were also included in the evaluation.



5-20

TABLE 5.3 1971 Effluent Releases from Nine Mile Point, Unit 1

Liquid,
Ci

Gases,
Ci

Cr-51

Mn-54

Co-58

Fe-59

Co-60

8.57 (12.25).

5.91 (8.45)

3.30 (4.72)

2.92 (4.18)

6.50 (9.30)

Sr-89 0.17 (0.24)

Mo-Tc-99 0.23 (0.33)

I-131 1.34 (1.92)

I-133 0.26 (0.37)

Cs-134 0.49,(0.70)

Xe-138

Kr-87

Kr-88

Kr-85m

Xe-135

Xe-133

22,414 (32,100)

35,868 (51,300)

33,483 (47,900)

20,287 (29,000)

75,588 (108,000)

42,718 (61,100)

Cs-137 1.47 (2.10)

Ba-La-140 0.05 (0.07)

Np-239 0.33 (0.47)

Na-24 0.09 (0.13)

Total identified and unidentified noble, gas
releases

253,240 (362,000)

Total identified and unidentified liquid releases

Total iodines and particulates in gaseous streams

32.2 (46.0)

0.8 (1.14)

From operating experience of NMP-1; 56/ of total generation
capacity.

b
Numbers in parentheses are extrapolations to 80/ annual operating
time;
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Tables 5.4 and 5.5 summarize the potential individual doses from the
liquid effluents." All calculations were performed twic'e"'to illustrate
potential effects with. and without the addition of the augmented radio-
active waste treatment system. Operating data (Table 5.3} were used to
illustrate present potential doses. Staff estimates of nuclide releases
after installation of the improved radwaste system (Table 3.3) provided
data for long-term dose assessments.

5.4.2 Radioactive Materials Released to the Atmosphere

Gaseous radioactive effluents from the plant will result in the most
significant radiation doses to the public. As with the liquid effluents,
the measured releases for Unit 1'Table 5.3), corrected to a full year of

'ormal(80/) operation, were used to calculate exis'ting potential doses. "

AEC staff estimates of the probable gaseous releases after installation,
of the augmented 'radwaste were used to evaluate future potential doses.

All dose calculations were performed using annual average site.meteoro-
logical conditions and assuming that releases occur at a constant rate.
Doses due to radioactive gases released from stacks include the
contribution from immersion in the part of the cloud which has reached
ground level as well as the contribution from the elevated plume.

Hence, the given gaseous-diffusion factors (X/Q's) can only be used
to directly calculate doses associated with ingestion or inhalation
pathways.

The primary food pathway to man involves the ingestion by dairy cows
of radioiodine deposited onto grazing areas. Consumption of milk from
these cows can result in exposure to the human thyroid. Doses to a
child's thyroid which would result from consuming one liter of milk
daily from a cow grazing five months annually were calculated for the
nearest farm (0.64 md.les, SW) using recognized models.

Another food pathway to man of secondary importance involves the con-
sumption of leafy vegetables subject to radionuclide deposition from
the stack plume. The thyroid dose resulting from an annual consumption
of 72 kgm of leafy vegetables produced at the nearest farm during the
three-month growing period was evaluated and found to be 0.034 and 0.017
mrem/yr before and after installation of the upgraded radwaste system,
respectively.

Doses due to gaseous effluents are summarized in Tables 5.6 and 5.7.
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TABLE 5.4 Annual Dose from Liquid Effluents under Equilibrium
Conditions to Individuals at Various Locations. before

Installation of Augmen'ted'adwaste System

Dose, mrem/yr

Location Pathway Total Body Thyroid GI Tract Bone

Public water
Ingestion,'upplies—8 mi 1.2 liters/day

4.3x10 ~ 6.2xlO ~ 1.5xl0 1.0x10 2

Lake Ontario—
near discharge

Lake Ontario—
near discharge

Ingestion of
fish, 20 g/day

Swimming,
100 hr/yr

6 8x10 1 1 7x10-2 1 7xl0 9 5xl0-1

5.4xl0 "

Lake Ontario—
near discharge

Fishing and boating, 1.4xlO ~

500 hr/yr
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TABLE 5.5 Annual Doses'from Liquid Effluents under Equilibrium
Conditions to Individuals at Various Loc'ations after

Installation of Augmented Radwaste System

Dose, mrem/yr

Location Pathway Total Body Thyroid GI Tract Bone

Public water Ingestion,
supplies —8 mi 1/2 liters/day

1,3x10 4 3.2x10 8.lx10 " 1.2x10 4

Lake Ontario—
near discharge

Lake Ontario—
near discharge

Lake Ontario—
near discharge

Ingestion of
fish, 20 g/day

Swimming,
100 hr/yr

Fishing and boating,
500 hr/yr

1.9xl0 2 8.4xlO 4 2.9x10 2 g.7x10 2

6.9xlP S

1.7x10 4



TABLE 5.6 Annual Doses from Gaseous Effluents under Equilibrium Conditions" to Individuals
at Various Locations before Installation of Augmented Radwaste System

Dose, mrem/yr

Location
AtmospherIc Dispersion

Factor (X/Q; sec/m ) Pathway Total Body Skin Thyroid

Boundary dose (1.2 mi. E) 1.9 x108 Direct plume radiation
("shine")

Cloud immersion and
inhalation

5.0 6.9- 5.0

Summer camp
a

(1.0 mi. WSW)

28 xl0 8 Cloud immersion and
inhalation

0.50 0.57 0.50 I

Niagarg Mohawk visitor
center (0.5 mi. W)

1.4 x 10 8 'Cloud immersion and
inhalation

2.1 2.4 2.1

Nearest dairy farm
(0.64 mi. SW)

1.3 x 10 8 Milk consumption and
cloud immersion

6.5 7.8 0.69

a
Assumes an annual occupancy of three months.

bAssumes an annual occupational dwell-time of 2000 hours.

Thyroid doses aie calculated for a two-year old child consuming 1 liter of milk daily from cows grazing
5 months per year at this location.



TABLE 5.7 Annual Doses from Gaseous Effluents under Equilibrium Conditions to Individuals
-at Various Locations after Installation of Augmented Radwaste System

Dose, mrem/yr

Location
Atmospheric Dispersion
Factor (X/Q; sec/m )

h

Pathway Total Body Skin Thyroid

Boundary dose (1.2 mi. E) 19 xlOS Direct plume radiation
("shine")

Cloud immersion and
inhalation

0.067 0. 093 0. 072

Summer camp
a

(1.0 mi. WSW)

2.8 x 10 9 Cloud immersion and
inhalation

0.007 0.008 0.0073

Niagara Mohawk visitor
center (0.5 mi. W)

1.4 x 10 9 Cloud immersion and
inhalation

0.012 0. 013 0. 012

Nearest dairy farm
(0.64 mi. SW)

1.3 x 10 8 Milk consumption and
cloud immersion

0.094 0.017 0.34

a "'ssumes an annual occupancy of three months.
b

Assumes an annual occupational dwell-time of 2000 hours.
cThyroid doses are calculated for a two-year old child consuming 1 liter of milk daily from cows grazing

5 months per year at this location.
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5.4.3. Direct Radiation

Normal reactor power plant operations result in some human exposure to
direct radiation Q.e., radiation from contained sources). The principal
sources of human exposure to direct radiation that would result from the
operation of Unit 1 are the high-pressure turbines of the boiling-water
reactors. As a consequence of nuclear reactions occurring in the primary
heat exchange loop of these systems [particularly, the 0-16 (n,p) N-16],
energetic gamma rays are produced. In their passage through the contain-
ment and the atmosphere, the flux is attenuated and the gamma energy is
degraded.

Estimates of direct radiation dose may be obtained by using values
measured at another site.~4 The closest distance to the shoreline from
the Station turbine is about 550 feet in the northerly'direction. At,
an operational level of 0.8 for the plant, the direct radiation dose
delivered to a person boating at this location for 500 hours per year
is estimated to be 6 mrem per year. All other offsite, direct-radiation
doses due to operation of Unit 1 will be less than the above quoted
value under the same conditions.

5.4.4 Population Doses From All Sources

Radiation doses calculated by the Staff are intended to apply to an
average adult. Specific persons will receive higher or lower doses,
depending upon his age, living habits, food preferences, or recreational
activities.

The combined doses (man-rem)* due to gaseous effluents to all individuals
living within a fifty-mile radius 'of the plant was calculated using the
projected 1980 population data furnished by the Applicant. Values for
the man-rem dose at various distances from the plant are summarized in
Table 5.8.

Presently, according to the Applicant, about 190,000 people derive their
drinking water from the intake located 8 miles west of the plant. The
total exposure to this population was evaluated using the drinking-water
dose presented in Tables 5.4 and 5.5. Based on water usage tables,
was estimated that an additional 360,000 people obtain their drinking
water from other locations on the south sh'ore of Lake Ontario. The
population exposure for this group was evaluated by applying a general
dilution of 100 over the concentrations in the immediate discharge
region. The man-rem contribution from other water intakes on the lake
is expected to be negligible.

* Man-rem is an expression for the summation of total body doses to
individuals in a group. It is the product of the number of persons
in that population multiplied by the average total body dose in rem
received by each member of that population.



TABLE 5'.8 Cumulative Population (annual man-rem dose,
and average annual dose) jn Selected Annuli Around IMP-,1

Cumulative
Dose,

man-rem/yr,

Average
Individual Dose,

mrem/yr,

Radius'iles

Cumulative
Population,

1980

without with without with

Augmented Radwaste System

10

20

30

40

50

0.094

0.024

0.017

0.014

0.012

0.0032

0.0019

1.21000 . 1.2 0.017

0.032

0.063

2.3 1.02310

0.864.55290

0.1443,100 9.5 0.22

0.13102,000 13

217,000 18

678,000 20

15060,000 30

0.19

0.082 0.0012

0.030 0.00043

0.028 0.00040

0.26

0.29

0.42

3 0.020 0.00028 6.5

337 0.60 0.0083 1.7
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In estimating the combined doses resulting from the= consumption of fish
harvested from Lake Ontario,,1970 reported fish landings (3,235,000 lbs)
from the lake. in the'nited States and Canada were used.~ TLe coolant-
water" discharges'were. conservatively assumed to be diluted by an average
of 100 'over'hose dilutions in tKe immediate discharge region. The
edible weight of"the'ish. was further assumed to represent one-half of
the gross weight.

The exposed fishing and boating population was estimated to represent
25X of the, total population within a fifty-mile radius, and„each person
was assumed to be. exposed during 1 hour/yr of swimming and 5 hours/yr'of
boating in the mixing zone.

The transportation of cold fuel to a reactor, of irradiated fuel from
the reactor to a fuel-reprocessing plant, and of solid radioactive wastes
from the reactor to burial grounds is within the scope of the AEC report
entitled, "Environmental Survey of Transportation of Radioactive
Materials to and from Nuclear Power Plants". The environmental effects
of such transporation are summarized in Table 5.9.

The population doses from a11 sources, including cloud immersion,
drinking-water ingestion, consumption of fish, recreation, and transpor-
tation are summarized in Table 5.10.

'5.4.5 Evaluation of Radiological Impact

Using conservative estimates, the total man-rem from all effluent path-
ways received by the approximately 1,060,000 persons who will live
within a fifty-mile radius of Unit 1 would be about 2.5 man-rem per
year assuming the installation of the augmented radwaste system. By
comparison, an annual total'f'bout 110,000 man-rem is delivered to
the same population as a result of the average natural background dose
rate of about O.l rem per year 9a the vicinity of the plant.

Opeiation of Unit 1 will then be an extremely minor contributor to the
radiation dose that persons living in the area normally receive from
natural background radiation.

5.5 NONRADIOLOGICAL EPPECTS ON ECOLOGICAL SYSTEMS

5.5.1 Effect on Terrestrial Environment

The Station is not a ma)or obstruction to the free movement of terrestrial
animals. Only about 45 acres of the site are actually used for power
generation or transmission for Unit 1, including the Progress Center.
The wildlife habitat of these 45 acres has been lost as a result of
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TABLE 5.9 Environmental Impact of Transportation of Fuel and Waste to
— and from a Typical Light-water»cooled Nuclear Power Reactora

,Normal Conditions of Transport

Unirradiated fuel and return of
empty containers

Number of shipnents per you
12 truckloads

Irradiated fuel and return of
empty containers

120 truckloads or 20 railcarloads
or 10 barges

Solid xadioactive wastes 46 truckloads or ll xailcarloads

EnvizonmentaZ I'mpao8
Heat, weight, and number of shipments Negligible

Number of
Radiation Doses Persons Exposed

Estimated Dose
Range to Exposed

Individuals>

Cumulative
Dose to Exposed

Populationc

Transport workers 200 0.01 to 300 mrem/yr 3 man-rem/yr

General Public:
Onlookers 1100 0.003 to 1.3 mrem/yr 2 man-rem/yr

Along route 600,000 0.0001 to 0.06 mrem/yr

Data supporting this table are given in the Commission's "Environmental
Survey of Transportation of Radioactive Materials to and from Nuclear
Power Plants," dated December 1972.

bThe Federal Radiation Council has recommended that the radiation doses
from all sources of radiation other than natural background and medical
exposures should be limited to 5000 millirem per year for individuals
as a result of occupational exposure and should be limited to 500 milli-
rem per year for individuals in the general population. The dose to
individuals due to average natural background radiation is about 130
millirem per year.
Man-rem is an expression for the summation of whole body doses to indi-
viduals in a group. Thus, if each member of a population group of 1000
people were to receive a dose of 0.001 rem'1,mfllirem), or, if 2 people
were to receive a dose of 0.5 rem (500 millirem) each, the total man-rem
dose in each 'case would be 1 man-rem.
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TABLE 5.10 Annual Dose to the General population
for Operation. of Nine Mile Point Unit 1

Cumulative Dose,
man-rem/yr,

without wi.th

Pathway Augmented Radwaste System

Cloud

Drinking-water ingestion

Fish consumption

30

1.1

0.7

0.4

0.03

0.02

Recreation (swimming, fishing, and boating) 0.01 0.001

Transportation of nuclear fuel and radioactive
wastes

Total w34
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construction activities. Some forest animals and much of the vegetation
formerly inhabiting the transmission line rights-of-way was

lost.'owever,other forms of wildlifewhich. inhabit forest-edge areas have
probably colonized the rights-of-way. The loss of animals and
vegetation will he small compared with. the large numbers living in
similar habitats available in this part of New York.

Almost all of the waste'heat is released to the lake via the condenser
cooling water and is eventually dissipated into the atmosphere. Wispy
steam fog will sometimes occur over the thermal plume depending on the
moisture in the air and the temperature of the p'lume. Observations of
the occasional steam fog that occurs over the thermal discharges indi-
cate 'it will be thin and wispy and, because of air turbulence, will rarely
penetrate more than 10-50 feet inland before disappearing. The'ensity
of the steam fog is not expected to be sufficient to interfere with
shipping or other modes. of transporation on the lake or on land." Many
years of observation at power stations indicate that no

serious'tmosphericeffects are expected from heat from the once-through cooling
system. Church has found that natural steam fog over Lake Michigan
never penetrated inland more than 200 meters before disappearing.

The Applicant's measurements of sound intensity indicated that the
maximum sound produced at the site boundaries was from the transformer
at all locations; sound intensity from the transformer was equal to or
less than the background noise.

The Staff concludes that the operation of Unit 3. is not expected
'to'ave

a measurable effect on the terrestrial environment.

5.5.2 Effect on Aquatic Environment

Possible major environmental impacts on the'aquatic ecosystem of
Lake Ontario due to the operation of the Station include fish losses at
the cooling-water-intake screens, entrainment of unscreened organisms
through the condensers, and effects of thermal and chemical discharges.

a. Intake Effects

The Applicant has collected fish trapped and impinged on the traveling
screens at Unit 1 to assess the potential for fish loss. The data
collected by the Applicant are summarized in:Table 5.11. Data were
collected on an hourly basis from 4 to 24 hours, on 32 sampling 'days
to cover the period from May 30, 1972 til=June 27, 1973, thus repre-
senting an annual pattern of mortality at the screens. Inasmuch as
the sampling design for data coll'ection has not Seen satisfactory,
only gross approximations can be made about the annual fish kill
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TABLE 5.11 Total Fish-impingement Catch at NMP-1; May 30, 1972-June 27, 1973

Date

1972 May 30
June,22
July 14
August 1
August 9
August 20
September 7
September 25
October 12
October 17
November 7
November 20
December 5
December 19

Total Numbers~

20858
15,258

2,041
259

1,809
17

171
27

288
510

30
206

87
984

I'

Alewife

66.0
45.7
66. 4
69. 2
38. 7

20. 0
64.9
75.0
73.0
18. 8
11.1
50. 8
0.0
0.3

Smelt

23.7
38.9
19.7
0.0
6.5
0.0

24.6
0.0

14.6
40.0
11.1
3.7

58.6
68.0

1973 January 3
January 29
March 14
March 21
March 28
April 4
April 11
April 18
April 25
May 2
May 9
May 16
May 23
May 30
June 6
June 13
June 20,
June 27

1,597
813

89
16,503
26,890
4,516

496,778
9,463
2 $ 532
7,668
2,709
7,488
2j 515
1,137
1,448
4,269
2,979
3,946

0.2
0.0
4.5

96.9
99.2
97.9
99.8
98. 1
83. 6
98.0
93. 4
91. 1
85.7
77.0
80.9
97. 2
93. 2
93.1

79.1
75.6
86.5
3.1
0.7
2.0
0.1
1.8

14.7
1.7
5.2
4.9

12.3
16.8
11.1
0.5
4.2
5.2

Total for 32 Sampling Days 617,885

1
Data for hourly rates converted to daily rates.
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at the Nine Mile Point site. -The fish kill data for the NMP-,1 intake
are dominated by large numbeis of alewives collec'ted'during spring.*
Disregarding such surges of al'ewife mortality at the intake, the NMP-1
intake'ay have collected at least 1,000,000 fish (weighing about
50,000 lbs) during the period June 1972 —, June 1973.,'If, however, the
peak mortality of alewives is included, the number of fish killed
during -the year could be, between 2 and 4 million. Because of the
similarity in design of the intake, additional fish are expected to
be killed at the intakes if and when J. A. FitzPatrick and NMP-2
plants go into operation. However, the additional mortality at these
plants is not expected to be a linear function of cooling water flow
rate because of two reasons. First, all three plants are
located at one site and, therefore, are very much like competitive
predators; a fish killed at one plant is not available to the other
two plants. Second, the intake'elocities at the FitzPatrick and
the NMP-2 plants are less than that at NMP-1. " Therefore, the'taff
estimates that about 2,500,000 fish (weighing 125,000 lbs) per year
'(excluding the high mortality of alewives in spring) may be killed
at all three plants; if'he high mortality during spring is included,
the total number of fish killed may be between 5 and 7 million.

The role and importance of alewives in Great Lakes is uncertain at
present. On one hand alewives have been held responsible for degrading
fisheries of the Great Lakes while on the other hand their presen'ce
has been defended as having played a rather harmless role after the
initial impact of introduction. Whatever the view, one basic fact

'ustnot and cannot be ignored, i.e., the alewives represent aquatic
production from the lakes and provide an intensive forage base for a
top-carnivore.

The success of the salmon stocking program in Lake Michigan is closely
keyed to the flourishing abundance of alewives. The State of New York
and the Province of Ontario have initiated similar salmon stocking
programs for Lake Ontario.- At present, it is not possible to ascertain
whether the salmon stocking program will be as successful in Lake Ontario
as it has been'in Lake Michigan, nor is it possible to estimate the
impact of alewife mortality at NMP site on success of the salmon
stocking program. Nevertheless, the Staff considers alewife production
and abundance in the lake as a natural resource which should not be
wasted. Also, there is no assurance that a commercially important
species which might in the future replace alewives in abundance will
not be as vulnerable at the cooling water intakes as the. alewives.

* In spring, alewives move into shallow inshore waters from deep
o'ff-'hore

waters. The alewife die-offs are common in the Great Lakes
during'uch periods.
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Regarding the implications of such fish kills on the ecosystem of the
lake, the Staff makes a distinction between the phrases "significant
fish kills" and "undesirable fish kills." The significance of the fish
kill"depends upon the level of disruption of intri'cate inter- and
intra-species'elationships in" the lake. Therefore, the significance
of these fish kills cannot be evaluated or predicted unless the,
ecological investigations are under way for a considerable period of time.
The Applicant's ecological investigations at this site are designed to
make an effort in this direction. The concept of undesirability of fish
kills stems from the fact that fish kills from unnatural causes and
natural catastrophic events act to lower the threshold level —a level
beyond which the fish kills can result in significant and perhaps irreversible
damage to the population. Since the threshold level is not known, it
would be prudent to minimize the fish kills. In the Staff's assessment,
fish kills at the site can be called "undesirable" and might act to
lower the threshold value, thus diminishing the margin for future
developments on the lake.

The data available show that large fish kills have occurred at the
NMP-1 -intake and it appears that they may not be manageable without
design changes. Under the circumstances, therefore, the Staff is re-
quiring the Applicant to collect fish impingement data three times per
week and to continue the comprehensive ecological survey program
described in Section 6 that was initiated earlier this year. When
these data are available (approximately March .1974 and June 1975,
respectively) the Staff will evaluate the seriousness of the fish kill.
If significant fish mortality occurs at the intake screens, modification
of the existing intake or development and implementation of other preventive
methods, or both, will be required.

b. Entrainment Effects

The organisms not removed by the 3/S-in.-square wire mesh of the
traveling screens will pass through the Station's cooling system.
Entrained organisms include small fish, fish eggs and larvae, zoo- and
phytoplankton, etc. Damage to these organisms can occur from one or
more of the following causes: (1) physical impact in the pump and
condenser tubing; (2) pressure changes across the condensers; and
(3) thermal shock in the condenser and the discharge tunnel.

The extent of damage to the entrained organisms is mainly a function of
two variables. One is the "residence time," the period from intake to
discharge, which can be subdivided further into: (1) the duration of
mechanical-injury hazards; and (2) the duration of thermal exposure in
addition to mechanical injury. The other variable is the temperature
rise.in the condensers.
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The total residence time for the entrained organisms in the system, from
intake to discharge, is more than six minutes. The residence time in the
condensers is about 14 sec. From the point of entry into'the condensers
to the discharge at the end of the tunnel, the organisms are exposed to
the temperature increase for over two minutes. At maximum expected
output, the Station requires a total flow of 600 cfs, which is discharged
at a AT of 31.2'F (the AT through the condensers is 32.0'F. The
seasonal temperature variation of the cooling water flow at the intake
is about 33'F — 77'F. Because there is no mixing or cooling of the
discharge water before it reaches the outlets at the end of the discharge
tunnel, the entrained organisms are exposed for over three minutes to
approximately 63.2'F and 108.2 F during extreme winter and summer
conditions, respectively.

Laboratory studies shows that juvenile white perch at ambient river
temperature below 80'F survived 15-minute exposure to a 15'F temperature
increase. However, these fish exhibited some indications of thermal
stress during exposure. In another study conducted at a power plant,
survival was nil for young fish exposed to. 96'F for 93 seconds (ambient =
75'F, AT ~ 21'F). Fish in this study included seven species found in
the Nine Mile Point area. Consequently, fish larvae and small fish that
may be entrained are expected to suffer from thermal shock with a high
mortality when ambient water temperature is 65'F or above. Data are
insufficient to make a conclusion concerning possible adverse effects
of a AT of 31.2'F on juvenile fish at low ambient water temperatures.
Investigations outlined in Section 6 should provide the necessary data.

Results of several studies on entrainment of zoo- and phytoplankton
have been reported. In Green River, Kentucky, 100/ mortality was
reported for zooplankton when the ambient water temperature was raised
from 82 to 98.6'F. With a temperature rise of 14.4' 21.0'F (at
50' 51.8'F ambient temperature), 17 — 19X of the copepods and
cladocera were killed at a station on Cayuga Lake, New York. High
mortality of zooplankton is expected at the Station when discharge
temperature exceeds'95'F.

Results obtained from studies conducted at a station on York River,
Virginia, indicate that at ambient temperatures of 32' 50'F, a
temperature rise increased biological production; however, at summer
ambient temperatures of 50' 68'F and a AT of about 10'F and above,it depressed production. " In studies at the Chalk Point Plant on the
Chesapeake Bay, a temperature rise of about 14.5'F stimulated
photosynthesis when the natural water temperature was 57.6'F or below
and inhibited photosynthesis when 'the temperature was 68'F or above.~
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No reasonable predictions can. be made of the possibility of increased
production in entrained phytoplankton during low ambient temperatures.
However, photosynthesis proba51y will.be'nhibited when'he discharge
temperature exceeds- 95'F.

h

Entrainment studies by the Applicant have shown that most organisms do
not survive exposure to 105'F. Mechanical stress does not appear to be
significant at moderat'e lake temperatures (50' 59'F) ~

On the 'basis of currently available information, the Staff concludes
that small fish and fish larvae. are not expected to survive passage
through the plant throughout the year and high mortality of all
zooplankton is expected to occur during summer.

The Staff has evaluated the effects of entrainment in the Nine Mile
Point area and the eastern end of the lake. The water circulation
through the plant will be 51,840,000 cubic feet per day, which is
about 0.9/ of the volume present in 2-mile by 2-mile by 50-feet depth.
Thus, the fraction of water being circulated at any time is not large
compared with the volume available in the immediate vicinity for the
plant. Furthermore, the water in the area should not be considered as
having its own distinct identity as there is good mixing of inshore-
offshore waters. Xt is expected that even with 100/ killof zoo- and
phytoplankton, the entrainment effects will be diffused over a wide
area, and they are not expected to be measurable. The short-lived
organisms, which have in most cases regeneration periods of less than
three weeks, may respond to the heated plume by increased growth and
higher productivity and thus tend to offset any adverse effects that
may occur in the immediate vicinity of the plants. Fish larvae do not
come under the same category, and additional studies will be required
on spawning an'd nursery areas and on abundance to establish impact of
their entrainment in the circulating water.

A more quantitative assessment of the effects of damage to plankton will
require data based, on limnological aspects of the lake and on plankton
populations in the vicinity of the site. The Applicant has made neither
reliable studies on plankton in the lake near the site nor proper and
adequate studies of plankton entrainment. These studies are necessary
for a better assessment of the effects of damage.

c. Thermal-discharge Effects

In assessing the impact of thermal discharge on aquatic biota, the Staff
has used as a'uide 'the Applicant's monitoring data pertaining to the
temperature distribution and area of the plume. The Applicant's measure-
ments have yielded estimates of 61 -" 461 acres as the area within the i

2. 7'F isotherm at AT of 27'F. ~ Since two of the discharge openings are
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directed toward the shore, considerable temperature rise between the
discharge outlets .and the shoreline occurs. The, Staff's 'analysis
indicates that a temperature rise of 5'F above .ambient could extend
up to approximately 2 miles of the shoreline. The surface area and
volume of the lake within the O'.F isotherm are approximately 300 acres
and 3000 acre-feet, respectively.

(1) Fishes

The response of fish to the thermal plume may be preference, avoidance,
or a physiological adjustment. The preferred temperatures for many
species are equal to or higher than the ambient acclimation temperatures.
Studies have shown that white perch (found in the Nine Mile Point
area) preferred 90'F when the ambient acclimation temperature was 75'F,
and 88'F when it was 86'F. At lower ambient temperatures, the perch
preferred 41'F when the acclimation temperature was 34'r 35'F.
'Similar response was observed for yellow perch and other species.
The Applicant's studies have shown that fish in the area are attracted
to the plume and prefer its slightly higher temperature. The Applicant
has reported increased abundance of fish in and around the plume,
perhaps because of availability of dead or dying organisms in the
discharged water. Fish species including carp, smallmouth bass, sunfish,
and alewives have been reported to reside in the plume at Nine Mile Point
during colder months.

A preference for temperatures higher than the ambient does not continue
with increasing temperature. A final preferendum is reached beyond
which avoidance can be expected to occur. This response has been noted
to occur at 44'F for white perch acclimated to 34'F and at 95'F for
white perch acclimated to 77'F. Therefore, although fish are attracted
to and reside in the plume, they will avoid temperatures that may be
higher than their final preferendum. An occasional small fish, however,
may travel into temperature's that may be lethal —such a zone is
expected to be small at .the Station's discharge.

Some fish, particularly when small, do not respond predictably to
temperature gradients during conditions of low ambient temperatures.
Because of this low thermal responsiveness, which has been known to
occur in white and yellow perch > ,(found near the Nine Mile Point
area), some small fish probably may swim into the high temperatures
of the plume in winter. These fish may die from thermal shock or
secondary effects or survive on return to ambient temperatures or
less heated water.

It should be noted, however, that the preferred temperatures discussed
above are determined for the most part, by very short term laboratory
experiments and,only indicate fish preferences over temperatures they
were acclimated to at the time. Preferred temperatures in this context
may or may not indicate biologically desirable temperatures for growth,
maturation, reproduction, etc.
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The Applicant has reported an increase in commercial fishing in the
vicinity of the plume, from Unit 1.

Because of a 6'F isotherm extending 1 mile. along the shoreline, it can be
postulated that a therma1 barrier may develop which. might restrict or
prevent free movement of fishes along the shore in summer. TEe Applicant's
ecological studies have shown a general lack of fishes in the upper six
feet of water. During summer, the cold-water species such as the intro-
duced salmon would find the shorewaters too warm even without the thermal
discharge and are expected to inhabit deeper and cooler waters. Thereforeit is not expected that the plume will serve as a barrier to free move-
ment of fishes along the shoreline as they will be able to move under or
around the plume. The Applicant's studies have not covered the thermal-
barrier aspect of the probable impact. The Staff will require that
studies be implemented to'ully investigate the effects of this possible
thermal barrier on resident and introduced fish populations.

Also, because of the large area of the thermal plume, sudden winter shut-
downs are likely to cause "cold kills" affecting fishes residing in or
near the thermal plume. In order to minimize the number of fish thus
affected, the Staff recommends that any planned shutdowns in winter be
carried out over a long enough period of time to reduce the rate of
decay of discharge temperature.

(2) Plankton

During summer, an isotherm with a AT of ll'F has been observed to extend
to 75 feet around the discharge. Thus, under the maximum summer ambient
temperature, water could be heated to about 88'F (up to maximum discharge
temperature) within a relatively small volume and surface area'. Although a
temperature range of 95' 104'F has been reported as the best suited
for the growth of the blue-green algae, the Staff does not
anticipate displacement in dominance from diatom and green algae to
blue-green algae. Standing crops of green algae and diatoms, however,
may increase. Studies conducted in and ad)acent to the surface plume
of Unit 1 during 1969 and 1970 have shown increases in the standing
crop of 25 times for Bosimina spp. and 1.2 times for„Daphnia ze5mcuvva
in the overall study area. Primary production was not significantly
affected. These findings, however, cannot be considered conclusive
because the, populations were not observed in their growth phase, and
estimates of instantaneous birth rates were not good.

Studies on zoo- and phytoplankton should. be conducted to determine sea-
sonal and species variations in the abundance and diversity of organisms.
Overall implications of suppressed or enhanced productivity rates can
then be assessed. In view 'of the total volume and area of the lake, any
change in productivity that may ensue wi11 be limited to the Nine Mile
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Point area. Due to strong 'currents and good mixing characteristics of
the water in this area, any significant effect on benthos due to a
sinking plume is not expected.

(3) Benthos

The species structure and abundance of the benthic community that may
inhabit the loose overburden beyond the 20-foot depth are not known.
Benthic organisms in the immediate vicinity of the discharge may be
affected by direct contact with the plume. However, organisms under
the plume are unlikely to be affected because of the buoyancy of the
plume', however, it does affect benthos near the shoreline. The entrained
organisms that die in the condensers may settle and provide food to the
benthos.

The Applicant's studies have shown that C'Ladophova growth proceeds
earlier after the winter in areas within the influence of the thermal
plume. The growth is, however, suppressed in these regions during
summer owing to increased temperatures, with the growth stopping at
about 77'F.~~

The increased abundance of Gaum us in the areas under the warm plume
could be due to the thermal discharge. The increased abundance of
darters (bottom-dwelling fish) could be due to the dead or dying
organisms in the discharge water.

The Staff does not expect that the thermal discharge will have a
significant deleterious effect on the plankton, benthos and fishlife in the Nine Mile Point area.

d. Effects of Chemical Discharges

The chemicals to be discharged from Unit 1 and their concentrations in
the discharge tunnel are given in Table 3.9. As noted in Section 3.6,
chemicals will not be discharged continuously. Concentrations of ferric
sulfate and sodium sulfate are extremely low, and the Staff does not
expect these salts to have any adverse effects on aquatic life.
The Applicant has not found any significant reduction of the oxygen
content in the cooling water by passage through the condenser system
even though the temperature is increased."
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5.6 EFFECTS ON THE COMMUNITY

Since the construction of Nine Mile Point Unit 1 is complete and since
the reactor is presently operating, any short-term effects on the com-
munity have already been realized.

At present, effects on the local community are minimal" because all the
operational activities occur on the 900-acre site except the occasional
maintenance on the substation, transmission lines, and right-of-way.
Since most of the work is done inside buildings and cannot be seen or
heard by local residents, the only direct impact is from highway traffic
to and from the site by plant employees and by visitors to the Progress
Center.

The Station's full-time operating Staff numbers about 68 in all phases
of the Station's activities with an annual payroll of about $1,000",000.
Most of these workers were recruited from outside the immediate area
of the Station. This small number of workers and their families, dis-
persed among several communities, does not impose a noticeable load on
hospitals, schools, or other community services. Additional gobs have
been created away from the site area in activities related to the pro-
duction, shipment, and disposal of radioactive materials.

The school district benefits greatly from the increased tax base
produced by the Station. The Applicant's tax roll for 1971 was
approximately $ 3,000,000. A large part of the tax goes to the
school district. Thus, the overall economic effect of this Station
is a favorable tax base for the local community.
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6. ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING PROGRAM

6. 1 AQUATIC MONITORING PROGRAM

The Applicant has conducted a monitoring program in the Nine Mile Point
area since 1963 in connection with the preoperational and operational
monitoring program for Unit 1. Data collection from July 1963 through
December 1969 was infrequent. Only since May 1970 has the Applicant
collected data on fish distribution, food preferences of fishes, and
benthos with some continuity. Sampling and observation of plankton from
the intake and discharge wells of Unit 1 during June-October 1971 pro-
vide neither estimates of plankton abundance in the area nor a base for
reasonable assessment of damage due to entrainment. Sampling of lake
water for usual chemical and physical parameters for correlation with
biological data is entirely wanting. The Staff believes that the
studies as they have been conducted by the Applicant will not provide
information adequate to assess the operational effects of the Station
on aquatic biota.

The Applicant's environmental monitoring program has been extensively
revised and augmented by the Staff to allow determination of the
operational effects of Nine Mile Point Unit 1 and the preoperational
characteristics of both Nine Mile Point Unit 2 and James A. FitzPatrick
plants. In essence, the study program is designed to evaluate the impact
of all three plants in the Nine Mile Point area. The program is comprised
of the following.

a. General Ecolo ical Surve

Objectives of the General Ecological Survey are:

(1) Determination of distribution and relative abundance of species in
space and time in the biotic groups (phytoplankton, zooplankton,
periphyton, benthos, and fish);

(2) Determination of changes in biological parameters and their
significance within and out of the area influenced by the thermal
plume'3)

Determination of the relationship of changes within and among
biotic groups and with the physical and,chemical characteristics
of the environment; and,

(4) Determination of the relationship of changes to the operation of the
plant and significance of the effect of such changes on the ecosystem.



6-2

The general ecological survey'ill span at least a two,(2) year period,
ending approximately in June 1975. The'program scope 'is shown in
Fig. 6.1 and Table 6.1.

Studies- on-various-biotic gro'ups will include:

Phytoplankton —Monthly,duplicate samples will be collected'from approxi-
mately one (1) meter below the surface='at each of the sampling locations
in all four transects . Phytoplankton density willbe determined (units/
ml) for total phytoplankton (diatoms, and green and blue-green algae)
present. Where possible, i'dentification will be to species and the density
of dominant organisms will be 'reported. .Chlorophyll-a and primary pro-
ductivity (as determined by light dark bottle ~"C method) will be deter-
mined for monthly samples at each of the sampling locations .

Zo'oplankton — Monthly replicate samples will be collected at sampling
stations in all four transects by vertical tows from the bottom to the
surface of the lake in such a way as to ensure sampling of ~sis,
Ponto orea, and Gammarus populations . If these three'populations
are not properly sampled additional sampling with other sampling gear
will be done to ensure a total picture of zooplankton fauna. Organisms
will'e identified to'he lowest possible taxonomic level and"enumerated.
Density in numbers per M will be determined for ma)or zoopl'ankton taxa

"-and dominant species.

Periphyton — Monthly, four (4) replicate samples will be examined from
artificial substrates at each of the sampling locations in all four,
transects. The samples will be analyzed for biomass, species composition,
and relative abundance.

Benthos — Replicate samples of the macroinvertebrate community will be
collect'ed every other month at each of 'the sampling locations'n all
four transects. Organisms will be identified to the lowest possible
taxa and enumerated. Results will be reported in terms of total biomass
and numbers of organisms per unit area of the substrate sampled.

Fish — Adult and immature fish will be collected twice per mo'nth by
trawling, gill nets, and seines . Wherever possible trapnets will also
be used-to ensure a complete representation of fish populations in the
area. Trawli'ng will be done for approximately 15 minute durations for
each sample at three stations each in three transects. The gill nets
will be set for 48 hours and fish shall be removed at approximately 12
hour intervals to correspond with the diurnal cycle at all stations iri
all four transects;- Trawling will also be done at night.
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TABLE 6.1 — Frequency of Sampling for Ecological Studies
in the Nine Mile Point Area of Lake Ontario

Study/Biotic Group Frequency
(April-December)

A. General Ecological Survey

Phytoplankton
Zooplankton
Periphyton
Benthos
Fish — Trawling, Seining, Gill Netting
Lake Water Chemistry

Monthly
Monthly
Monthly

Every Other Month
Twice per Month
Twice per Month

B. Impingement of Organisms

Collection of impinged fish

C. Entrainment of Organisms Through the
Condenser

Three times per week

Twice per month,
throughout the year
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Age and growth studies will be conducted and food habits determined for
three species: yellow perch (Perte flsvescense), white perch (Morose

of individuals of each species collected will be noted along with in-
dividual lengths and weights. For a large sample, a representative
random subsample will be satisfactory. Coefficient of condition, will
be calculated for each sex by months. Fecundi'ty measurements will be
made on species spawning in the vicinity of Nine Mile Point; periodicity
of spawning will be det'ermined for these species.

Fish eggs and larvae will be sampled, at 5 equidistant locations each in
1/2, 1 and 2 mile radii. Samples will be collected at surface, mid-depth,
and bottom with appropriate sampling gear. Samples will be collected,
weekly during daylight and night from mid June to mid September and only
during daylight from April to mid June and mid September to December.

Lake water chemistry — Water quality, surveys will be conducted to com-
plement the sampling for biotic groups. Samples will be collected twice
per month in 20 ft. and 60 ft. of water at the west and east controls and
off Nine Mile Point and analyzed for:

Dissolved Oxygen

Temperature

Specific Conductance

Carbon Dioxide

pH

Total and Orthophorphorous

Total Kgeldahl Nitrogen

Ammonia Nitrogen

Nitrate Nitrogen

BOD(5)

Total solids

Total Suspended Solids

Silica

Turbidity

Chlorophyll

The information gathered under the general ecological survey will be
analyzed in accordance with accepted biostatistical methods for significance
and correlation within and among biotic groups in order to meet the stated
objectives.

At the end of each study year the results from the General Ecological Survey
will be analyzed, evaluated by the licensee and the assessment reported.
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b. Im in ement of Or anisms

The objective of this study is to estimate the .number and weight of
fish impinged on the trash racks -and the traveling screens in the in-
take structure during day and night in various seasons so that the
significance of this fish mortality to the ecosystem may be determined
and corrective measures taken if deemed necessary.

The impingement study will 'span at least a twelve (12) month period
ending approximately in March 1974. After this period an evaluation
report of the study with appropriate substantiated recommendations will
be made by the'icensee.

Species, numbers, lengths, and weights of all fish removed at the travel-
ing screens and trash racks will be recorded on a three times per', week basis.
Once a week samples will be collected in such manner that diurnal
variations can be identified. In the event of large collections, repre-
sentative subsampling for various parameters will be satisfactory. The
age and growth analysis will be performed for the two most abundant
species collected during a given season.

The interim results will be analyzed and evaluated by the licensee and the
assessment reported periodically.

c. Entrainment of lankton fish e s and larvae

The objective of this study is to determine the extent of entrainment and
the mortality of entrained organisms.

The entrainment studies will span at least a two (2) year period ending
approximately in June 1975. The interim results will be analyzed and
evaluated by the licensee and the assessment reported periodically.

Twice per month, replicate samples will be collected during day and night
for all entrained organisms at following locations:'1) Intake forebay,
(2) discharge forebay, (3) at the discharge before mixing with ambient
water occurs, (4) in the mixing zone, and (5) in the plume 2'F above
ambient. Simulated laboratory studies will be acceptable where actual
field sampling is not possible due to design features.

Phytoplankton —
, The viability of phytoplankton after condenser passage'nd the concentration of chlorophyll-a and photoshnthetic rate as deter-

mined by ~4C uptake shall be determined at 7, 24, 48 and 72 hours after
collection.
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Zooplankton — Organisms will be identified to the lowest possible taxa and
viability shall be determined as soon as possible after collection up to
24 hour period. Attempts will be made to identify size selective mortality.

Fish eggs, fry, and young of the year — Two plankton nets will be permitted
to drift in the current in the forebay. The contents of nets will be
examined for fish eggs and larvae which will be identified and enumerated
for approximately five (5) minute collections. Extent of mortality will be
determined in field and laboratory thermal shock studies.

At the end of two years of the entrainment study the results will be
analyzed, evaluated by the licensee and the assessment reported.

6.2 THERMAL MONITORING PROGRAM

Field investigations of the thermal plume shall be undertaken to correlate
the data obtained from the aquatic environmental program discussed above.
These investigations should be made for the different seasons under
different hydrological and meteorological conditions, with a variety of
measuring techniques. Details of the thermal monitoring program will be
given in the Technical Specifications.
6.3 RADIOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING

Unit 1 has been engaged in an environmental monitoring program since
1967, two years prior to startup. This same program, with minor changes,
serves to determine operational effects of Unit 1 (and furnishes pre-
operational data for the FitzPatrick and the proposed Unit 2 plants).
The details of the program are outlined in Tables 6.2 and 6.3. Figures
6.2 and 6.3 indicate the sampling locations. Data obtainedd at the pre-
operational stage have not indicated the existence of any radiological
anomalies at the sampling locations. Postoperational studies have not
shown any buildup of radioactivity in the environment associated with
plant operation.

The only criticism of the program concerns the stated dependence of sample
analyses on the measured plant radioactive releases. It is the opinion
of the Staff that analyses should be carried out independent of release
quantities. However, at this time, this dependence is not of concern
since the analyses are being routinely. performed to obtain baseline data
for the FitzPatrick and the proposed Unit 2 plants.

It is therefore. concluded that the Nine Mile Point site will be suffi-
ciently monitored so that no adverse effects will remain undetected.



TABLE 6 2 . Radiological Monitoring Program for Lake Ontario

Type of Sample Type of Analysis Collection Frequency Number of Locations

1. Fish
2. Clams:

GB and Sr-90 Spring and fall
GB, GSA, Sr-90 Spring and fall

Two

Two

3. Gammarus (fresh
water shrimp)

4. Lake water
GB, GSA, Sr-90

GB, GSA

,Spring and fall
Weekly

. Two

Downstream of
effluent discharge

aGB — Gross beta
GSA — Gamma spectral analysis

Notes on Graded Program:
A. No environmental lake program for effluent discharged at less than 1 x

10 pCi/ml average concentration.
B. Standard environmental lake program as shown for items 1 through 3 for effluent

discharged between 1 x 10 to 1 x 10 pCi/ml average concentrations.
C. Standard environmental lake program as shown for items 1 through 4 for effluent

discharged above 1 x 10 7 'pCi/ml but less than MPC in accordance with Appen-
dix B, Table II, Column 2, of CFR 20 and note 1 thereto.

D. An appropriate number of samples shall be taken at each location.



TABLE 6.3 Radiological Monitoring Program for Land
(For sampling stations see Figs. 6.1 and 6.2)

Type of Sample Type of Analysisa Collection Frequency Number of Stations Location

l. Air particulates

2. Precipitation

GSA (monthly)
GB — all (24 hrs. decay)

GB and GSA

Weekly

Monthly

Eleven

Eleven

5 on-site
6 off-site
5 on-site =

6 off-site
3. Film badges

or TLD's
Gross gamma Monthly Eleven 5 on-site

6 off-site

5. Farm milk Gross beta, Sr-90, I-131

6. Airborne halogens GSA

4. Radiation monitors " Gross gamma Continuous

Monthly

Weekly

Six'djacent

dairy herds

Eleven

5 on-site
1 off-site
Plant vicinity

5 on-site
6 off-site

aGSA — Gamma spectral analysis
GB —Gross beta
GB and GSA — Gross beta and gamma spectral analysis

Notes on graded Program:
A. No environmental land program for stack releases less than approximately 3 percent of maximum release

rate.
B. Standard environmental land program as shown for items 1 through 5 for stack releases between approxi-

mately 3 to 10 percent of maximum release rate.
C. Standard environmental land program as shown for items 1 through 6 plus weekly for farm milk samples for

stack releases between 10 to 30 percent of maximum release rate.
D. Environmental land program upgraded to twice weekly onsite for item 1, weekly onsite for item 2, bi-

monthly on-site for item 3 and weekly for item 5 for stack releases greater than approximately 30 percent
of maximum release rate.

E. After substantiating data is analyzed for any of the release rate levels, the environmental land programis degraded by one level, i.e., B. to A., C. to B. and D. to C.
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6. 4 TERRESTRIAL MONITORING PROGRAM

A terrestrial monitoring program to ensure that the recommendations
in Sections 5.1.2 are followed should be included. 'The program should
include a field study to determin'e the presence and status of rare or
endangered plants and animals at the site and along the transmission
line right-of-way. If endangered species are present, steps should
be taken to prevent their destruction during the continued operation
of the facility.
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7. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS OF ACCIDENTS

7.1 PLANT ACCIDENTS INVOLVING RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

A high degree of protection against the occurrence of postulated
accidents in Unit 1 is provided through correct design, manufacture,
and operation, and the quality assurance program used to establish
the necessary high integrity of the reactor system, which was con-
sidered in the Commission's Safety Evaluation, dated May 26, 1969 and
additionally in the Safety Evaluation for power increase dated March 3,
1971. Deviations that may occur are handled by protective systems to
place and hold the plant in a safe condition. Notwithstanding, the
conservative postulate is made that serious accidents might occur, even
though they may be extremely unlikely; and engineered safety features
are installed to mitigate the consequences of those postulated events
which are judged credible.

The probability of occurrence of accidents and the spectrum of their
consequences to be considered from an environmental-effects standpoint
have been analyzed using best estimates of probabilities and realistic
fission product release and transport assumptions. For site evaluation
in the Commission's safety review, extremely conservative assumptions
were used for the purpose of comparing calculated doses resulting from a
hypothetical release of fission products from the fuel against the 10 CFR
Part 100 siting guidelines. Realistically computed doses that would be
received by the population and environment from the accidents which are
postulated would be significantly less than those presented in the Safety
Evaluation.

The Commission issued guidance to applicants on September 1, 1971, re-
quiring the consideration of a spectrum of accidents with assumptions
as realistic as the state of knowledge permits. The Applicant's response
was contained in the "Environmental Report" submitted by Niagara Mohawk
Power Corporation dated March 2, 1973.

The Applicant's report has been evaluated, using the standard accident
assumptions and guidance issued as a proposed amendment to Appendix D
of 10 CFR Part 50 by the Commission on December 1, 1971. Nine classes
of postulated accidents and occurrences ranging in severity from trivial
to very serious were identified by the Commission. In general, accidents
in the high potential consequence end of the spectrum have a low occur-
rence rate and those on the low potential consequence end have a higher
occurrence rate. The examples selected by the Applicant for these cases
are shown in Table 7.1. The examples selected are reasonably homogeneous
in terms of probability within each class.

Commission estimates of the dose which might be received by an assumed
individual standing at the site boundary in the downwind direction, using
the assumptions in the proposed Annex to Appendix D, are presented in



TABLE 7.1. Classification of Postulated Accidents and Occurrences

Class
'.

3 ~

AEC Descri tion
Trivial incidents

Small releases outside
containment

Radioactive waste system
failure

A licant s Exam les
Not considered.

Turbine steam leak.

Inadvertent discharge of radwaste tank.

4 ~ Fission products to
primary system (BWR)

No events identified.

5. Fission products to
primary and secondary
systems (PWR)

NiA,

6. Refueling accident Fuel bundle drop in canal; heavy object
drop onto core.

7. Spent fuel handling
accident

No events identified.

8. Accident initiation events
considered in design-basis
evaluation in the Safety
Analysis Report

Loss of coolant accident, steam line
break accident, and control rod drop
accident. Radioactive liquid storage
tank accident. Off-gas system accident.

9. Hypothetical. sequence of
failures more severe than
Class 8.

Not considered.
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Table 7.2. Estimates of the integrated exposure that might be delivered
to the population within 50 miles of the site are also presented in
Table 7.2. The man-rem estimate was based'n the pro)ected population
within 50 miles of the site for the year 2010.

To rigorously establish a realistic annual risk, the calculated doses
in Table 7.2 would have to be multiplied by estimated probabilities.
The events in Classes 1 and 2 represent occurrences which are anticipated
during plant operations; and their consequences, which are very small,
are considered within the framework of routine effluents from the plant.
Except for a limited amount of fuel failures the events in Classes 3
through 5 are not anticipated during plant operation; but events of this
type could occur sometime during the 40 year plant lifetime. Accidents
in Classes 6 and 7 and small accidents in Class 8 are of similar or
lower probability than accidents in Classes 3 through 5 but are still
possible. The probability of occurrence of large Class 8 accidents is
very small. Therefore, when the consequences indicated in Table 7.2 are
weighted by probabilities, the environmental risk is very low. The postu-
lated occurrences in Class 9 involve sequences of successive failures
more severe than those required to be considered in the design bases of
protection systems and engineered safety features. Their consequences
could be severe. However, the probability of their occurrence is judged
so small that their environmental risk is extremely low. Defense in
depth (multiple physical barriers), quality assurance for design,
manufacture and operation, continued surveillance and testing, and
conservative design are all applied to provide and maintain a high
degree of assurance that potential accidents in this class are, andwill remain, sufficiently small in probability that the environmentalrisk is extremely low.

The AEC is currently performing a study to assess more quantitatively
these risks. The initial results of these efforts are expected to be
available in early 1974. This study is called the Reactor Safety Study
and is an effort to develop realistic data on the probabilities and
sequences of accidents in water cooled power reactors, in order to
improve the quantification of available knowledge related to nuclear
reactor accidents probabilities. The Commission has organized a special
group of about 50 specialists under the direction of Professor Norman
Rasmussen of MIT to conduct the study. The scope of the study has been
discussed with EPA and described in correspondence with EPA which has
been placed in the AEC Public Document Room (letter, Doub to Dominick,
dated June 5, 1973).

As with all new information developed which might have an effect on the
health and safety of the public, the results of these studies will be
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TABLE 7.2. Summary of Radiological Consequences
of Postulated Accidcntsl/

Class Event

EsCfma'ce Fraction
of ln CFR Part 20

limit at site
boundary2/

'stfaated Dose
to Populatfon fn

50 mlle
radfus, man rem

1.0

2,0

3.0

3,1

3 ~ 2

Trfvfal Incfdencs

Small releases outside contsfnment

Radwaste System failures

Equfpment leakage or malfunctfon

Release of waste gas storage
tank contents

Release of liquid waste storage
contents

3/

0.034

n.13

<0.001

3/

5 '
20

<0,1

4.0

4.1

4.2

Plssfon products to prfsary system
(BWR)

Fuel cladding defects

nff-design transfents that
induce fuel failures above
those expected

3/

0.001

3/

0.52

5.0

6.0

6.2

Pfssfon products to primary and
secondary systems (PWR)

Refueling accfdents

Puel bundle drop

Heavy ob)ect drop onto fuel fn
core

N,

A»'O.nnl

<0.001

N A»

<0.1

0.49

7.0

7 ~ 1

7.2

7.3

Spent fuel handling accfdent

Puel assembly drop fn fuel rack

Heavy obdect drop onto fuel rack

Fuel cask drop

<0.001

<0,001

0.026

0.1

0.19

4.0

8.0 Accident fnftfatfon events considered
fn design beefs evaluatfon fn Cbe SAR

8,1

8.1(a)

Ixkss-of Coolant Accidents

Small brcak

Large brcak

Steak fn instrument lfne from primary
system that penetrstes the
contafnsent

<0.001

0.001

<0,001

<0. 1

8,7

<n.l

8. 2(a)

8.2(b)

8.3(s)

8,3(b)

Rod ejectfon accident (PWR)

Rod drop accldnnt (BWR)

Steamlfnn breaks (PWR's outside
containment)

Steamllne break (BWR)

Small break

Large break

N. A.

0.001

N, A,

0.001

0,007

n.62

N. A,

0. 18

n.90

1/The doses calculated as consequences of the postulated accidents are based on airborne
trancport of rcdfoactivo materials resulting fn both a direct and an inhalation dose.
Our evaluation of the accident dosee assumes that tho applfcant's environmental monitor
fng program ond appropriate additional monitoring (which could be initfated subsequenr. to
a liquid release incident detected by in-plant monitoring) would detect the presence of
radioactivity in thc cnvironmcnt in a tiaely manner such that reaedial action could be
taken if necessary to limit exposure from ocher potential pathways to man.

2/Represents the calculated fraction of a whole body dose of 500 area» or the equivalent.
dose to an organ.

Q/These releases are expected to be a eaall fraction of 10 CPR Part 20 lfafts for either
gaseous or liquid effluents.
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made public and would be assessed on a timely basis within the
regulatory process on generic or specific bases as may be warranted.

Table 7.2 indicates that the realistically estimated radiological
consequences of the postulated accidents would result in exposures of
an assumed individual at the site boundary to concentrations of radio-
active materials that are within the Maximum Permissible Concentrations
(MPC) of 10 CFR Part 20. The table also shows the estimated integrated
exposure of the population within 50 miles of the plant from each postu-
lated accident. Any of these integrated exposures would be much smaller
than that from"naturally occurring radioactivity. When considered with
the probability of occurrence, the annual potential radiation exposure
of the population from all the postulated accidents is an even smaller
fraction of the exposure from natural background radiation and, in fact,
is well within naturally occurring variations in the natural background.
It is concluded from the results of the realistic analysis that the
environmental risks due to postulated radiological accidents are
exceedingly small and need not be considered further.

7.2 TRANSPORTATION ACCIDENTS INVOLVING RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

As discussed in Section 5.4.4, the Commission's staff has recently
completed an analysis of the potential impact on the environment
of transporting fuel and solid radioactive wastes for nuclear power
plants under existing r'egulations. The results of this analysis
were published in a report entitled "Environmental Survey of Trans-
portation of Radioactive Materials to and from Nuclear Power Plants,"
dated December 1972. The report contains an analysis of the probabili-
ties of occurrences of accidents and the expected consequences of such
accidents, as well as the potential exposures to transport workers and
the general public under normal conditions of transport.

For Unit 1, the characteristics of the reactor fuel and wastes and the
conditions of transport for the fuel and waste fall within the scope of
the Environmental Survey of Transportation. The initial fuel supply for

'nit1 was supplied by General Electric from its fabrication facilities
located in San Jose, California. New fuel elements were shipped approxi-
mately 3P00 miles from the fabrication plant to the site by truck.

The reactor core of Unit 1 contains 532 fuel assemblies and about 133
fuel assemblies are replaced each year. Spent fuel elements are shipped
from the site by rail to the General Electric Reprocessing Plant in
Morris, Illinois, or the Nuclear Fuel Reprocessing Plant in West Valley,
New York, or the Allied Gulf Nuclear Services Reprocessing Plant in
Barnwell, South Carolina. In any case, the shipping distance is within
the 1,000 miles used as a basis for analysis in the survey.

Solid radioactive wastes will be shipped by truck to the West Valley,
New York, site or to the Nuclear Engineering Company facility in Morehead t
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Kentucky, or to the Chem. Nuclear facility in Barnwell, South Carolina.
This will involve approximately 46 shipments per year. In any event,
the distance is within the 1,000 miles used as a basis for analysis
in the survey.

In accordance with the proposed amendment (Sect. F) to Appendix D

of 10 CFR Part 50', published on February 5, 1973; and the subsequent
rule-making hearings, Table 7.3 summarizes the environmental impact
of accidents during transportation of fuel and waste to and from the
plant. (Normal conditions of transport were summarized in Table 5.9.)

Table 7.3 Environmental impact of accidents during transportation
of fuel and waste to and from Nine Mile Point Unit 1

Aspect Environmental risk

Radiological effects

Common (nonradiological) causes

Small

1 fatal ingury in 100 years;
1 nonfatal injury in 10 years;
$ 475 property damage per year
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8. IMPLICATIONS OF THE STATION

8.1 THE REQUIREMENT FOR POWER

The grovth of population and industry in the northeastern region of the
United States has resulted in a continuing increase in the demand for
electric power. This increase in po~er consumption is expected to continue
in the foreseeable future because of population growth and increasing
per-capita consumption of electrical pover.

The Applicant supplies electric pover to approximately 3.6 million peoplein upstate New York. The Applicant's franchise territory (Fig. 8.1),
which includes about half of the total land area of Nev York State,
is divided into two major sectors: one is in the western part of the state
between the Pennsylvania border, Lake Erie, and Lake Ontario; and the
other is in the central and northeastern part of the state between
Lake Ontario, the St. Lawrence River, and the Vermont border. Major
load centers are at Buffalo in the west, Syracuse in the center, and
Albany in the east.

The Applicant is a member of the Nev York Power Pool (NYPP) together
with six other private utilities and the Power Authority of the State
of Nev York (Table 8.1). The Pool coordinates the hour-to-hour operation
of the state's entire generating capacity to meet demand reliably and
economically. Power Pool standard operating procedures and Nev York
Public Service Commission orders require that all areas of the state
assist any area where there is a power shortage. Since upstate New York
is a winter-peaking area and downstate Nev York is a summer-peaking
area, this coordination of generation by the Pool is intended to insure
that reserve capacity is used with maximum efficiency for the benefit of
customers throughout the state. The Nev York Power Pool members agree to
maintain installed capacity at least equal to that required to meet an
18%%u reserve during its most recent annual peak load.

Planning of new power facilities in the northeastern section of the
United States and in adjoining sections of, Canada is coordinated by
the Northeast Power Coordinating Council. The Council has established
reliability criteria for the Nev York Power Pool and other member systems
which require that the generating supply equal or exceed area load at
least 99.9615%%u of the time , equivalent to a probability of loss
of load of one day in ten years. The Applicant has stated that operation
of Unit 1 fills a part of the New York Power Pool's plan for meeting this
reliability criterion.4
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TABLE 8.1. New York Power Pool Members

Peak Load MWe

Summer 1972 Winter 1972-73

566
7,872
2,620
1,421
4,392

579
854
800

60
27
34

Total 19,225

Central Hudson Gas and Electric Corp.
Consolidated Edison Co. of N.Y., Inc.
Long Island Lighting Company
New York State Electric and Gas Corp.
Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation
Orange and Rockland Utilities, Inc.
Rochester Gas and Electric Corporation
Power Authority of the State of New York
Jamestown Munici~al Electric System4
Long Sault, Inc.
Village of Freeport"

603
6,104

,2'.277',7242

4„827
481
827
894
.56

14
29

17,836

Data from Applicant's Environmental Report, Supplement No. 2.
January 1973 peaks (from Applicant's Environmental Report, Supple-
ment No. 1).
The Applicant; operates nuclear Nine Mile Unit 1 at 610 MWe and plans
to build nuclear Nine Mile Unit 2 for 1100 MWe.

4New York State companies that are not members of the New York Power
Pool but report their loads and capabilities as part of the New York
State Interconnected Systems.
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8.1.1 Power Demand

The peak demand on the Applicant's system in the winter of 1972 was

4827 megawatts. This was met by a c'ombination of owned and leased
generating facilities and purchased power as shown in Fig. 8.2. About.
27% of the electrical energy was supplied to residential customers, 61% to
commercial and industrial customers, and 12% to municipalities, schools,
and other customers."~ The Applicant's pro)ected demand for the system
for the next decade indicates that the increase in load will be mostly in
the western and central regions.

From 1960 through 1972 the trend rate of growth of annual peak demand

for the Applicant's system was about 4.6% per year, (Fig. 8.3) . The
corresponding rate of NYPP was 5.5% per year from its formation in 1966
through 1971. The number of resident'ial and commercial customers
increased by 5.4% and 0.4%, respectively, in the Applicant's franchise
area from 1961 to 1966 and by 7.9% and 1.6%, respectively, from 1966 to
1971.7 The number of industrial customers increased 9.5% during the
first five-year period, then the rate of increase declined to 2.6% during
the second five-year period.

8.1.2 Power Generation

Unit 1 has been in c'ommercial operation since 1969. The 610-MWe

generating capacity of Unit 1 is an important part of the total installed
capacity of the'Applicant's system as it represented 12.6% of the peak
power demand in the winter of 1972 (Fig. 8.2) . The Applicant made an
analysis of those times during 1971 and 1972 when Unit 1 was shut down

or operating at less than 80 percent'ower. Although the Applicant was
able to meet its customers'equirements without load curtailment or
voltage reduction during these times, gas-turbine operation and reliance
on power purchases were necessary on several occasions. The maximum

purchase during this time period was 460 MVe during November 1972.

The Applicant's pro)ected demand and supply for winter peak load 1973-
1976, with and without the capacity of Unit 1, are shown in Table 8.2.
If Unit 1 is not in service during the next four years there will be
insufficient reserve capacity in 1973 and 1975, based on the

Applicant's'eak

load forecast, to meet the NYPP required reserve margin. Should
completion of any of the fossil-fueled generating plants due within the
next few years be delayed, the reserve margins would be further decreased.
The Applicant has stated that if Unit 1 were to be shut down, a
capacity deficiency would exist, resulting in degradation of system
reliab ility.
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8.2. Maximum System Capacity and Load, MWe of the Niagara Mohawk
Power Corporation for the Winter of 1972.
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TABLE 8.2. Projected Peak Situations

1973 1974 1975 1976

Conditions
with'ine

Mile Point
Unit 1

Total capability, MWe

Peak load, MWe

Margin, MWe

Reserve,

Conditions without
Nine Mile Point

Unit 1

6674 7494 7463 8283

5300 5620 5855 6105

1374 1874 1608 2178

25.9 33.4 27.4 35.6

Total capability, MWe 6064 6884 6853 7673

Peak load, MWe

Margin, MWe

Reserve,

5300 5620 5855 6105

764 1264 998 1568

14.4 22.5 17.0 25.7
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8.1.3 Planned Capacity Addition; Estimates of Future Power Requirements

The Applicant's predictions of load growth and additions to generating
capacity and the .reserve margin through 1980 are shown in Table 8.3.
Another nuclear unit (Nine Mile Point Unit 2), and two new oil-fired
units (Oswego No. 5 and Oswego No. 6), each with a capacity of 850 HWe,
are scheduled to begin operation during this period. Generating
capacity also will increase for the Applicant from )oint installation
with Consolidated Edison Company and Central Hudson Gas and Electric
Corporation of two thermal units at the Roseton Station in the Central
Hudson system. The Applicant expects to purchase portions of the power
output of the GQboa and FitzPatrick generating stations from the
Power Authority of the State of New York. No generating units are
scheduled to be retired during this period, but the Applicant's share
of the Roseton capacity will be reduced by 120 megawatts in 1977.

Figure 8.4 shows the Applicant's projected reserve capacity for the
system and the effect of abandoning Unit 1 and excluding Unit 2. The
pro)ected reserve margin does not include Unit 2 (expected in 1978)
because it would be unrealistic to abandon Unit 1 and then build Unit 2;
According to the Applicant's projections, the reserve margin would
decrease from the NYPP required reserve margin of 18/ in 1977 to about
3X in 1980.

8.1.4 Conclusion

Pro)ected generating capacity, peak demand, and reserve margins for the
periods 1973-76, with and without Unit 1, are compared in Table 8.2. If
the progections prove accurate, the Applicant would not quite meet the
NYPP re'serve requirements without Unit 1 in 1975. In 1978 and subsequent
years the deficiency would be severe (see Fig. 8.3) . The Staff considers
the Applicant's demand pro)ection to be reasonable by comparison with the
historical trend. In the event of a delay in the completion of other
plants, the Applicant's shortage of reserve margin would be even greater.
Thus, the Staff concludes that the generating capacity of Unit 1 is a
valuable component of the Applicant's system and its loss would have a
serious effect on the ability of the Applicant to meet New York Power Pool
obligations.

8.2 ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS WHICH CANNOT BE AVOIDED

The following are the ma)or impacts of the construction and operation of
the Station.
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TABLE 8.3. Data on Load and Capacity Pro)ected to 1980. (MWe)
(Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation)

Year

Installed
, Generating

Capacitya
Power

Purchased
Ad)usted , Peak Load'eserve

,
Reserve

Capacity „ (Winter) Margin Margin, X

,
1966
1967
1968
1969
1970
1971
1972

3,068
3,082
3$ 063
3,698b
3,833
4,038
4,278c-

1,305
1,401
1,603
1,418
1,592
1,633
1,666

4,373
4,483
4,666
5,116
5$ 425
5,671
5,944

P re ection

3,987
3,971
4,335
4,442
4,614
4,551
4,827

386 '.7
512 12.9
331 ,7.6
674 15. 2
811 17.61,120'4.3

1;117 23.1

1973
1974
1975
1976
1977
1978
1979
1980

4,518d
5,368e
5,368
6,218f
6,0988
7,198
7,198
7,198

2,156
2,126
2,095
2,065
2,034
2$ 003
1,972
1,942

6 $ 674.
7,494
7,463
8,283
8,132
9,201
9,170
9>140

5,300
5,620
5,855
6,105
6,365
6,635
6,905
7$ 200

1,374
1,874
1,608
2,178
1,767
2,566
2,265
1,940

25.9
33.4
27.4
35.6
27.7
38.7
32. 8
26.9

aInstalled Generating Capacity is the sum of 'the maximum ratings of all thermal
generating units under optimum operating conditions; hydro'apacity is based on
average seasonal stream conditions. Experience demonstrates that some portion of
this capacity is unavailable on a day-to-day basis. Further, the figures do not
include any allowance for construction and startup delays or low dependability
during the early period of operation for new units.

bAddition of Nine Mile Point Unit 1.
Applicant's share of )ointly owned Roseton No. 2 unit (240 MW).

dApplicant's share of )ointly owned Roseton No. 1 unit (240 MW).
eOswego No. 5 oil-fired unit (850 MW).
fOswego No. 6 oil-fired unit (850 MW).
gReduction in Applicant's share of Roseton plant capacity (-120 MW).
Nine Mile Point Unit 2 nuclear-fired unit (1100 MW).
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8.2.1 Land Effects

The operation of Unit 1 does not interfere with present land use. At
present, no other high-value use is preempted by locating and operating
the Station at this site.

8.2.2 Aquatic Effects

The attempt by the Applicant to document entrapment of fishes in the
intake structure and their subsequent impingement on the traveling screens
is inadequate. Sufficient evidence has not been presented to demonstrate
that the intake precludes the possibility of substantial fish kills at
the intake structures.

Because of a high AT (31.2'F) and a residence time greater than 3 minutes
in the heated water, small fish and fish larvae are not expected to
survive passage through the station, and high mortality of zooplankton
is expected during summer. Only a small fraction of the lake water is
used from the area and furthermore, it is expected that even with 100/
mortality of zoo- and phytoplankton, the entrainment effects will be
diffused over a wide area and are not expected to be measureable. This
assessment, however, is not applicable to entrainable forms of fish life
which do not have a short generation time like that of the plankton.

With isotherms indicating only a small region favorable to production of
blue-green algae, no shifts in algal species from abundance of diatoms
and green algae to blue-green algae are expected.

Because of the aggregation of fishes in the large area covered by the
plume in winter, the fishes are expected to undergo thermal shock if
the station is shut down suddenly.

8.2.3 Radiological Effects

The estimated radioactive release, based on normal operation of Unit 1,
near the site boundary could result in a total body dose to individuals
of 5 mrem/year (0.067 mrem/year with the augmented radwaste system). The
total man-rem dose from all effluent pathways received by approximately
1,060,000 persons who will live within a fifty-mile radius of the plant,
would be about 34 man-rem/year (2.5 man-rem/year with the augmented
radwaste system). In comparison, an annual total of about 110,000
man-rems is delivered to the same population as a result of the 'average
natural radiation background. Unit 1 will be a minor contributor
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to the total radiation dose that persons living in the area normally
receive'. Fluctuations in the natural background dose will be expected
to exceed the small dose increment contributed by the operation of
Unit l.
The potential exposures to the population from postulated accidents
during operation of the plant will depend on the type and magnitude
of the accident. As indicated in Section 7.1, the different types of
accidents, when multiplied by their respective probabilities of occurrence,
result in a very small annual radiation exposure risk to the population.
In fact, the potential exposure from all the postulated accidents is well
within the naturally occurring variations in the background radiation.
From the results of the realistic analysis it is concluded that the
environmental risks due to postulated accidents involving abnormal
releases of radioactivity during operation of Unit 1 are exceedingly
small.

8.3 SHORT-TERM. USES AND LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY

On a scale of time reaching into the future through several generations,
the life span of the Station would be considered a short-term use of the
natural resources of land and water. The resource dedicated exclusively
to the production of electrical power during the anticipated life span of
the Station will be the land itself and the uranium consumed. (No
significant commitment of water for consumption or use will have been
made, since, in the foreseeable future, Lake Ontario will continue to be
seasonally renewed.) No adverse impact on water use is expected to occur
o~ing to the Station effluentsi

About 45 acres of the'ite will be devoted to production of electrical
energy for the next 30 to 40 years. (The Applicant states that the
remaining 855 acres of the site will be left in its natural state.)

At some future date, Unit 1 will become obsolete and be retired. Many
of the disturbances of the environment will cease when the Station is
shut down,,and- a rebalancing of the biota will occur. Thus, the
"trade-off" between production of electricity and small changes in the
local environment is reversible. Recent experience with other experimental
and developmental nuclear plants has demonstrated the feasibility of

'ecommissioningand dismantling such a plant sufficiently to restore the
site to its--former use. 'he degree of dismantling, as with moat abandoned
industrial plants, will take'nto account the intended new use of the
site and a balance among health and safety considerations, salvage values,
and environmental impact.
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The Commission's current regulations contemplate detailed consideration
of decommissioning near the end of a reactor's useful life. The
licensee initiates such considerations by preparing a proposed decommis-
sioning plan, which will be submitted to the AEC for review. The licensee
will be required to comply with Commission regulations then in effect and
decommissioning of the facility may not commence without authorization
from the AEC. The Applicant has outlined a basis for costs estimates.~

Experience with decommissioning of civilian nuclear power reactors is
limited to six facilities that have been shut down or dismantled:
Hallam Nuclear Power Facility, Carolina Virginia Tube Reactor (CVTR),
Boiling Nuclear Superheater (BONUS) Power Station, Pathfinder Reactor,
Piqua Reactor, and the Elk River Reactor.

Several alternatives can be and have been used in decommissioning
reactors: (Type 1) Remove the fuel, (possibly followed by decontamination);
seal and cap the pipes; and establish an exclusion area around the
facility. The Piqua decommissioning operation was typical of this
approach. (Type 2) In addition to the steps outlined in (1), remove the
superstructure and encase in concrete all radioactive portions that remain
above ground. The Hallam decommissioning operation was of this type.
(Type 3) Remove the fuel, all superstructure, the reactor vessel and all
contaminated equipment and facilities, and finally fillall cavities with
clean rubble topped with earth 'to grade level. This last procedure is
being applied in decommissioning the.Elk River Reactor. Alternative
decommissioning procedures (1) and (2)"'would require long-term surveil-
lance of the reactor site. After a final check to assure that all
reactor-produced radioactivity has been removed, alternative (3) would
not require any subsequent surveillance. Possible effects of erosion or
flooding will be included in these considerations.

The Applicant's plan is of Type 1, as described 'above. The estimated
cost in 1972 dollars is $ 2 million plus $150,000 annually for perpetual
inspection, maintenance, and 24-hour surveillance. Capitalizing the
continuing costs at an assumed 8.75/ discount rate leads to an equivalent
total coat'f about $4 million. By the most conservative estimate
(Type 3 above), the Staff estimates that decommissioning, of the Station
will cost $30 million (1972 dollars). This figure is based on ad)ustment
to a single. unit. of the. estimate prepared, by the Staff for the Consumers
Power Company, Midland Plants, Units 1 and 2.. The Midland estimate was
made by careful scaling of the detailed estimates for the Elk River
Reactor.
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8.4 IRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENTS OF RESOURCES

Many resources are involved in construction and operation of a major
facility such as the Station. These resources include the land. upon
which the facility is located; the materials and chemicals used to
construct and maintain the Station; fuel used'o operate the Station:
capital; and human talent, skill and labor.

Major resources to be committed irreversibly and irretrievably because of
operation of the Station are essentially the land (during the life of
the plant) and the uranium consumed by the reactor. Only that portion of
the nuclear fuel that is burned up or not recovered in reprocessing is
irretrievably lost to other uses. This will amount to approximately
12 metric tons of uranium-235, with a 30-year lifetime assumed for the
Station. Most other resources are either left undisturbed or are
committed only temporarily, as during construction or during the life
of the Station, and are not irreversibly or irretrievably lost.

Of the land used for plant buildings, only a small portion beneath the
reactor, control room, radwaste, and turbine-generator buildings appears
to be irreversibly committed. Also, commitment of some components of the
facility, such as large underground concrete foundations and certain
equipment, are, in essence, irretrievable because of practical aspects
of reclamation and radioactive decontamination. The degree of dis-
mantlement of the Station, as previously noted, will be determined by the
intended future use of the site, which will involve a balance of health
and safety considerations, salvage values, and environmental effects.

The use of the environment (air, water, land) by the Station does not
represent significant irreversible or irretrievable resource commitments,
but rather a relatively short-term investment. The biota of this
region have been studied, and the probable impact of the plant is
presented in Sections 4 and 5. As outlined in the preceeding section,
most, of the impacts in the vicinity of the site are expected to be
localized and virtually undetectable. However, fish kills at Unit 1
may adversely affect the fish population in the Nine Mile Point area.
Under the circumstances, the Staff will require that the Applicant perform
intensive monitoring (diel and seasonal) to determine the number,
species, and size of fish killed at Unit 1 and relate these data to the
intake design and field-sampling program as outlined in Section 6. When

this information is available, the Staff will evaluate the seriousness
of the fish-kill problem. If too many mortalities of Juvenile or adult
fish result from operation of Unit 1, modifications of existing intake,.
structure, or development and implementation of other preventative
methods or both will be required within a specified period.
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Should an unanticipated .significant detrimental effect to any of the
biotic communities appear, the monitoring programs are designed to
detect it, and the Applicant would then be required to institute corrective
measures.

F

The Staff concludes that the irreversible and irretrievable commitments
are appropriate for the benefits gained.

~ 'e
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9. ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT

9.1 ALTERNA'TIVE ENERGY SOURCES AND SITES

The consumption of electric power in the Applicant's service area and
throughout the U. S. has increased since Unit 1 was put into operation
in 1969 and is expected to continue to increase (see Section 8.1) .

Therefore, cessation of the Unit's operation would require construction
and operation of new equivalent generating capacity (in addition to that
now planned to meet expected load growth) either by the Applicant or by
some other utility which might sell power to the Applicant. Construction
and operation of new capacity would impose new economic and environmental
costs, which would be balanced to some degree by reduction of the cost
now associated with operation of Unit 1. The purpose of this section is
to define the reasonable range of economic and environmental costs to be
expected from each of the several alternatives and then to strike the
benefit-cost balance in order to establish the preferred alternative.

The alternative energy sources considered are those commercially proven
for baseload power generation in the northeast U. S. —namely, coal-fired,
oil-fired, and nuclear steam-electric plants. Hydroelectric generation
is not considered because substantially all the potential sites within
New York are already developed and development by the Applicant in other
states is unlikely to be legally available 'to the Applicant. Geothermal
power is not considered because no sites in New York or neighboring states
have been identified'o date as potential sources of geothermal energy.

The possibility of a better alternative site is also discussed in this
section.

Possible modification of Unit 1 that might reduce the existing environ-
mental impacts are'onsidered in Section 9.2.

9.1.1 Economic Considerations

The depreciated construction cost of Unit 1 is"about $ 145 million (see
Table 10.1). Because virtually none of the investment could be recoveredif the plant were abandoned, construction cost of the replacement capacity
would markedly increase the coat of the power to the Applicant and thus
to its. customers. Prom the data, shown -fn Table. 9.1, the incremental
cost* of operating Unit 1 to produce '4.275 Eillion kWh annually (80/
capacity factor) would Se about $ 12 million. (The estimated annual cost
of the same amount of power from a new nuclear plant would be $12.8
million production cost, plus $ 39.3 million capital charge.**)

*i.e., ignoring the irrecoverable construction costs.

~Based on $ 213.5 million construction cost and 18.4%%u fixed charge rate.
The fixed charge rate includes taxes as well as depreciation and
interest on capital.
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TABLE 9.1. New York Generating-plant Costs for
an 800-MWe Plant in the Mid -1970's

Capital Cost,
$ /kW

Production Cost, a

mills/kWh

Nuclear
bFossil-oil

c
Gas turbines

d
Pumped storage

350

250

120

175

2.8

7.0

14. 2

10.0 (Pumped with fossil)
3.5 (Pumped with nuclear)

Based on: New York State Department of Public Service, "The
New York Power System Generation and Transmission Plans 1971-

'980,"Table VII, p. 31.
a Includes fuel, operating labor, and maintenance.
b Burning low-sulfur oil costing $0.70/million Btu with a heat
rate of 9300 Btu/kWh.

cSixteen 50-MWe gas turbines burning No. 2 distillate fuel
costing $0.90/million Btu, with a heat rate of 13,000 Btu/kWh.

dFour 200-MWe units —fuel cost based on 3:2 power ratio
between base-loaded unit providing pumping power during off-
peak hours and pumped-storage output. A heat rate of
9300 Btu/kWh was assumed for the pumping unit using oil costing
$0.70/million Btu.
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If the replacement power were produced by a new oil-fired plant, the esti-
mated annual cost would be $ 28.1 million production cost plus $ 29.9 million
capital charge. Uncertainties associated with the feasibility and cost
of S02 removal, or alternatively the availability and cost of low-sulfur
coal, make it difficult to estimate the costs for a new coal-fired plant.
However, the estimates for the oil-fired plant will serve as a reasonable
lower limit. New fossil-fuel plants in the Northeast are predominantly
oil-fired, implying that power-industry considers the probable cost of
coal-fired plants to be higher.

Purchased power, if it were available, would be expected to be at least
as costly as that from a new oil-fired plant because any vendor probably
would be obliged to sell his lower-cost power to his own customers,
rather than to another utility.
The hypothesized abandonment of Unit 1 might result in an annual tax
saving to the Applicant of about $6.5 million (state and local property
taxes) . With this sum allowed as a credit against the costs of an
alternative plant or power purchase, or both, the estimated net annual
penalty to the Applicant's customers would be about $ 33 million if
Unit'1 were replaced by another nuclear plant or about $ 39 million if
power were purchased or a fossil-fuel plant were elected. The present
worth* (at 8.75/ of the 26-year stream of penalty costs) would be about
$ 335 million for the least expensive alternative.

9.1.2 Environmental Considerations

a. Alternative Energy Sources

Modern fossil-fueled plants operate at higher thermal efficiency than
most current nuclear plants. Also, some of the heat is discharged with
the other combustion products through the stack to the atmosphere.
Consequently, the heat released to cooling water is about two-thirds
that for a nuclear plant of the same electrical capacity.

Oil-fired plants release almost no radioactivity to the atmosphere. The
natural radioactivity in at least some types of coal is great enough
that stack emissions have been measurable, but the degree to which the
effect varies with coal type is not known. The release of radioactivity

*The present worth (at a specific time) of a future payment is the sum
which, drawing interest at the assumed rate until the time of the
payment, will then equal it, i.e., it is the discounted value of the
payment.
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from modern nuclear plants is required to be "as low as practicable", in
accordance with Commission regulations. Any resulting increase in dose
levels from either nuclear or coal-fired plants will normally be a
small percentage of doses resulting from natural background.

Finally, as with coal-powered generating plants, the emission standards
for oil use are becoming increasingly stringent and costs of compliance
are expected to increase; Substantial amounts of dust, sulfur dioxide,
nitrogen oxides, carbon monoxide, hydrocarbons, and aldehydes are
emitted from coal- and oil-fired plants. The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) has set limits on emission of particulate matter (dust),
sulfur dioxide, and nitrogen oxides for new .generating plants. The
control equipment and procedures required to meet the EPA standards
probably will also change the emission of the other substances to some
degree. However, the available data for combustion without pollution-
control equipment4 give a rough indication of the magnitudes. For
plants equivalent to Unit 1 (610 MWe), operating at full power (and
without emission controls), the expected emissions (in pounds per day)
are as follows:

Oil-fired Plant Coal-fired Plant

Carbon monoxide

Hydroc'arbons

Aldehydes

83

1600

800

5400

1600

27

The environmental impacts of continued operation of Unit 1 and those
expected from the operation of a coal- or oil-fueled plant of equal
output are compared in Table 9.2. Radiological and cooling-system
impacts are less for the fossil-fuel plants, as is the consumptive use
of water through evaporation. However, these impacts are of small
consequence, according to the evaluation given in Section 5. Either
type of fossil-fuel plant would release many tons of chemical pollutants
to the atmosphere each day, but such release from Unit 1 is nil. The
last consideration appears to the Staff to dominate the balance of
environmental effects during operation, which thus clearly favors the
reference plant.

b. Alternative Sites

In its consideration of alternative sites, the Staff notes that the
environmental impacts expected from another. nuclear plant of similar
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TABLE 9.2. Comparative Environmental Impacts for Nine Mile
Point Unit 1 (nuclear) and Alternative Plants (610 MWe)

(at full-power operation except as noted)

Impact
Reference
Unit 1

Oil-fired
Plant

Coal-fired

Plant'and

Use

ReZeases to Air:
Radioac,tivity
Dust,< tons/day
Sulfur dioxide,

tons/day
Nitrogen oxides,

tons/day

45 acres
(plus exclusion
area).

35 Ci/day
None
None

'one

Larger
'(fuel storage,
but no
exclusion
area).

None
6
50

19

Larger
(fuel and ash
storage, but
no exclusion
area).

Small
6
75

44

ReZeases to Vates:
Heat, billion Btu/day
Radioactivity:

Tritium, mCi/day
Other, mCi/day

100

31
3

70

None
None

65

None
None .

ChemicaZ:
Total dissolved

solids, lb/day 340 . 450 390

latm Consumed:
Evaporation,

million gallons/day
7.2 5.3 4.4

ZueZ:
Consumed

Waste

610 kg U /
yearc

52 truck-
loads/year

7.8 x 106
bbl/year

Small

1.7 x 106
tons/year

1.7 x 105
tons/year

Aesthetic Inoffensive Similar to
Unit 1 except
for tank farm

Similar to
Unit 1 except
for coal and
ash storage

Release estimates for fossil plants are based on the assumptions that
each plant gust meets the applicable EPA standards4 and that the
efficiency is 40/.
At 80/ capacity factor.
Partly balanced by recovery in reprocessing of 172 kg U-235/year and
132 kg Pu/year.
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size would occur in some degree at any other site. For example, all
types of baseload power plants which would be'easible now in New York
require either large flows of water for once-through cooling (268,000 gpm
for the 610-MWe Unit 1) or a smaller, but substantial, flow of makeup
water for closed-cycle evaporative cooling (about 6000 gpm would be
evaporated at full power operation) . Therefore, any useable site would
be close to a large lake or river if closed-cycle cooling were chosen or'o an adequately large lake or river if once-through cooling were elected.

As discussed in, Sections 4 and 5, the terrestrial environmental impacts
for the reference site are relatively small because the land is not
uniquely valuable in any identified sense and large amounts of roughly
equivalent land in the region remain unused by man.

Similarly, damage to the relatively sparse lake fauna near the Station
associated with water intake and discharge has less impact on overall
Lake Ontario ecology than would be true at another site where lake biota
may be more abundant —for example in a shallow bay area. The Staff
judges that no other Lake Ontario site would have overall envir'onmental ~

impact sufficiently lower than that of the reference site for the differ-
ence to be predictable; i.e., the uncertainty in the prediction of
comparative impacts would exceed any apparent difference between the
reference site and the apparently best alternative site.

Had the design included some form of closed-cycle cooling, such as
cooling towers or a cooling pond, the reduced water requirement should
have allowed consideration of many alternative sites remote from Lake
Ontario. However, the terrestrial environmental impacts for the
reference site are so small that the comparative overall impact of the
hypothetical best alternative site would be dominated by the impact. on
aquatic biota. The latter impact will tend to be greater in importance.
(for fixed plant throughput and evaporative consumption of water) for
smaller bodies of water. It is, therefore, improbable that any site
(in New York) not on Lake Ontario would be preferable to the reference
site with respect to impact on aquatic life for either closed-cycle or
once-thxough cooling of a large power plant.

The terrestrial impacts expected from the continued operation of Unit .1
at the reference site are very small and the aquatic impacts expected
would be worse, or no better, at any other New York site. For these
reasons, the Staff concludes that the reference site is a close approxi-
mation to the hypothetical best site that might be found for either
nuclear or fossil-fired plants by..>n ex~ten ed investigation.
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9.1.3 Benefit-Cost Balance

Any alternative to the continued operation of Unit 1 would entail environ-
mental impacts associated with construction of the equivalent capacity,
whether by the Applicant or some possible vendor of power to the Applicant.
It appears to the Staff, as discussed above, that the environmental costs
associated with operation of an equivalent plant would probably not be
significantly less than for Unit 1 and might well be greater. The overall
balance of environmental cost thus appears to favor continued operation
of the unit. Possible reduction of the existing impacts by modification
of Unit 1 is considered in Section 9.2.

I

Taking into account the certain economic penalty to consumers which would
result from either continuing purchase of replacement power or construction
of a replacement generating plant by the Applicant, the Staff concludes
that continued operation of Unit 1 is the preferred course.

9.2 PLANT DESIGN ALTERNATIVES

This section considers possible modifications to the Applicant's system
which, if implemented, might change significantly the balance between
economic and environmental costs.

9.2.1 Cooling System

Modern thermal electric generating plants (fossil-fueled or nuclear)
discharge from 5100 to 7000 Btu of waste heat for each kilowatt hour of
net electrical output; the higher figure is typical of current nuclear
plants. Of the established methods of large-scale cooling, the most
practical involve either (a) transfer of heat to the atmosphere by
direct evaporation of water in "wet" cooling towers or cooling ponds,

'or (b) direct discharge of heat to a body of water. Even in direct
discharge the heat is eventually transferred to the atmosphere. Depending
on climatic conditions, the heat is released chiefly by evaporation or
by radiation and convection. In an additional method of evaporative
heat dissipation, nozzles spray water from a cooling pond or canal into
the air. This method is not considered practical for the present plant
because reliable operation in the required size has not been demonstrated.
By another means of heat transfer, "dry" cooling towers transfer heat
directly to the atmosphere without evaporation of a coolant (in the
same manner as an automobile radiator) ~ Dry towers have been used for
relatively small thermal electric plants in arid regions, particular y
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abroad, but the high coolant-return teryerature in hot weather results
in a condenser back-pressure too high for any large (over'300-MWe) steam
turbines currently available. 'hus, dry cooling towers are not considered
a practical alternative for this plant.

a. The Present System

Unit 1 uses a once-through system in which virtually the entire heat load,
about 4 x 10~ Btu/hr, is discharged into Lake Ontario in the form of a
stream of heated water from the condenser. The chief advantages of the
system are: (1) Total costs are, lower than those of any known alterna-
tive. (2) No modification or control of the chemistry of the cooling
water is required. (3) Maximum efficiency is provided because the
coolant will enter the condenser at a temperature lower than that with
any of the alternative systems. This lower temperature leads to the
lowest condensate pressure and the most efficient turbine operation.
(4) The full flow of the once-through cooling stream provides a means
of discarding chemicals from demineralizer regeneration, laboratory
wastes, and radionuclides with minimum impact because of the large
dilution before discharge.

The known and predicted impacts of the present system, particularly the
adverse aspects, are evaluated in detail in Section 5.

b. Possible Alternatives

The alternative systems considered (natural- and mechanical-draft cooling
towers, and a cooling pond) share the common feature of having a
recirc'ulating-cooling-water circuit. Such a circuit would reduce or
eliminate the discharge of heat to Lake Ontario. In the cooling-water
alternatives, only about 3/ of the recirculating cooling water would'e
discharged as blowdown, and about 3/ of the total heat would be dissipated
to the lake '(Applicant's design). Damage to organisms in the lake would
be reduced because makeup water required for the recirculating system
would be only about 7/ of the flow in the once-through system.

Some disadvantages are also inherent in the recirculating systems.
Because of evaporation in these systems, the dissolved-solids content of
the water increases. This increased concentration of chemicals could
increase corrosion and cause formation of carbonate scales. To control
these problems, the water system would be refreshed and blown down to
limit the total dissolved soilds to. a level two times that in the makeup
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water (the ratio chosen by the Applicant for possible evaporative cooling
towers). The Applicant's preliminary design did not include the use of
additives to control scaling or algal growth. lf scaling became a

problem, the Applicant proposed to use a nontoxic nonphosphate inhibitor
that would conform to the Food and Drug Administration criteria. Algal
growths would be controlled, if necessary, by adding an algicide in
quantities that would confoxm to New York State Water Quality Standards.
Any nonvolatile chemicals added to the cooling-tower circuit would be
discharged to the lake in the blowdown and would slightly increase the
level of dissolved solids therein. Any proposed use of algicides would
need careful review to assure an acceptably small environmental impact.
Hyperbolic cooling towers are prominently visible; some people ob)ect

!

to their use on aesthetic grounds.

Water spray escaping from the top of the tower would fall on the
surrounding ground. This "drift"would result in accumulation of the
dissolved solids of the water droplets on the ground in the vicinity of
the cooling tower. With the drift assumed to be 0.005/ of the
circulating-watex flow rate (268,000 gpm), the 14 gpm of resulting drift
would contain about 72 lb/day of dissolved solids (concentration about
450 ppm) . The rate of deposition on the ground would probably have
undetectable effect on local flora and fauna because levels would be
substantially below the quantities deposited by'ainfall. 7

The Applicant has made a specific design study of natural and forced-
draft cooling towers. Forced-draft towers have the advantage of smaller
size and a lower "approach" temperature (the difference between the tem-
perature of the water leaving the tower and the ambient atmospheric

wet-'ulb

temperature) than natural-draft evaporative cooling towers. Because
of the lower approach, forced-draft towers offer the opportunity for a

lower condensex pressure and increased turbine efficiency. The dis-
advantages of forced-draft towers are more noise, more fogging, more
ground-level drift (the Applicant estimated an increase in salt deposition
rate at the property boundary to be a factor of 120 over that for the
natural-draft cooling tower), and a decrease in net electrical output
due to the use of power for the blowers.

A cooling pond uses the large surface area of a body of stored water to
regect heat to the atmosphere by the transfer of sensible and latent
heat. Use of such a pond would have the advantages of no noise or
aesthetic distuxbance. As a disadvantage, the pond would require the
use of an estimated 880 acres of additional land for an evaporative
surface of about that size. Xn the Applicant's study, a location near
the Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station (Fig. 9.1) was chosen. A substantial
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amount of pervious and impervious fillmaterial would be required to
construct retaining dikes. Costs developed by the Applicant for the
cooling-pond system are given in Table 9.3. The Staff agrees that the
costs are at least approximately correct.

Estimated incremental costs for the alternative cooling systems considered
above, given in Table 9.3, indicate that each would add a substantial
cost to the Unit. The system with mechanical-draft cooling towers
would add the smallest cost and would reduce the overall po~er output
of the Station the least. Backfitting such a cooling tower or any of
the alternative cooling systems would also lead to an interruption in
power production; the extent of the interruption would depend on the
system chosen.

In view of the lack of significant identified environmental disadvantages
of the once-through cooling system and the additional costs that would
be incurred by adoption of any of the alternative cooling systems, the
reference once-through system is preferred.

9.2.2 Chemical Discharge System
I

In the makeup water system fo'r Unit 1, lime and ferric sulfate are added
for clarification, and sulfuric acid and sodium hydroxide are added in
regeneration of the ion exchangers. Use of these chemicals leads to
the discharge of salts to the lake. In addition, the salts originally
present in the lake water, removed in the ion exchanger, are discharged
back to the lake at the time of regeneration. The total dissolved
solids (see Table 3.2) discharged, incremental to those already in the
circulating w'ater, is about 198 1b/day. About 15/ of this material
originates in the lake water.

The Applicant suggested an alternative to the proposed treatment in which
evaporation would be used to eliminate chemical effluents resulting from
demineralizer-regeneration cycles. The evaporation process would require
use of a falling-film evaporator and an adequately designed lagoon to
store the concentrated brine bottoms produced in the evaporator.
Alternative treatment of chemical effluents resulting from the settling
basin overflow and clear-well bypass would not be required because their
chemical composition after pH adjustment would be comparable to that of
Lake Ontario. A simplified sketch of the system is shown in Fig. 9.2.

Elimination of the discharge of the regeneration chemicals by this
method is estimated by the Applicant to entail an additional $ 857,000
direct cost and $ 50,000 annual operating and maintenance costs. The
"present value" of the latter figure, assuming an 8.75/ cost of capital,
a 26-year remaining plant life, and a present worth factor of 10.1379,



TABLE 9.3. Incremental Costs for Alternative Cooling Systems
(in millions of dollars)

Natural-draft
Cooling Tower

Mechanical-draft
Cooling Tower Cooling Pond

Construction

Present value of construction

Annual operating costs

Annual value of capability loss

Total annual costs

Present value (1973) of annual costsd

Total present value (1973)

16.96

13.81

0.568

1.096

1.664

11.45

25.26

11.85-

9.65

0.690

.854

1.544

10.62

20.27

21.60

17.59

0.312

1.241

1.553

10.69

28.28

Calculated from.Applicant's data.
bPresent value calculated for four years'nnual expenses (each one fourth of the total) at an interest
rate of 8.75%. Present worth factor 3.2576.

cUsing Applicant's values.
For a remaining lifetime of 22 years and 8.75X (present worth factor 9.6233) after completion date of
1977; brought to 1973 value by dividing by (1.0875)4.
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is $507,000. The total present value of the additional costs due to this
alternative is thus 91.36 million.

The small increase in the chemical content of Lake Ontario water caused
by Unit 1 will have no measurable effect on the aquatic biota. The dis-
charge of 198 lb/day is calculated to increase the total dissolved solids
of the 400 cubic miles of water in the lake by only 0.002 ppm, or 0.008/,
per century, and inshore chemical concentrations are believed not to
increase significantly (see Section 5.2) . The Staff, therefore, believes
the institution of an alternative system for removing regeneration
chemicals is unnecessary.

No chemicals are discharged as a consequence of regeneration of the
condensate demineralizer, acid cleaning of the plant, or laboratory and
decontamination operations; therefore, alternatives are not considered
for these operations. Also, no alternatives are considered for the
small fractions of a pound per day of phosphate and sulfate discharged
from the auxiliary heating boilers because these quantities of these
chemicals would be undetectable and would have a negligible impact.

9.2.3 Biocide System

The Unit uses no biocides in its water systems; no alternatives are
developed.

9.2.4 Sanitary Waste System

Plant sanitary wastes are given extended aeration and chlorination, then
sent to an oxygenation pond from which effluent flows to Lake Ontario
via a drainage ditch. The normal sewage load from Unit 1 is 2400 gallons
per day. Because, sanitary standards are met and no adverse effect on
the lake from sewage discharge is expected (see Section 5.2), no alternative
system is considered.

9.2.5 Transportation Procedures
'I

Alternatives, such as special routing of shipments, providing escorts in
separate vehicles, adding shielding to the containers, and constructing
a plant fox fuel recovery and fabrication on the site rather than shipping
fuel to and from the Station, have been examined by the Staff for the
general case. The impact on the environment of transportation under
normal or postulated accident conditions is not considered to be
sufficient to )ustify the additional effort required to implement any
of the alternatives.
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9.2.6 Water Discharge System

The Staff has considered whether some modifications coul'd be made to the
present discharge structure to improve dilution of the heated discharge
flow before it reaches the lake surface and to give a smaller affected
surface area.

Closing selected ports on the hexagonal discharge structure, causing an
increase in discharge velocity at the remaining open ports has been
considered. Two situations were examined. In the first case, three slots
facing the shore line (Fig. 3.4) were considered to be blocked. This
change would double the discharge velocity at the three remaining ports.
In the second case, the slot opposite the tunnel was also closed and the
total discharge flow exited through the remaining two ports.

The results of these analyses indicate that, for the cases of two and

three slots open:
5

(a) Closing off some of the slots or alternatively increasing the
discharge velocity will reduce the extent of the thermal plume,
and

(b) the modifications suggested are still not sufficient to bring
the thermal discharge into conformance with current New York
State thermal criteria.

Another alternative to the present system is once-through cooling with
a discharge diffuser, as considered by the Applicant. With this system
the water circulated through the condensers would be returned-to the
lake through a submerged )et diffus'er. In this way, more mixing of the
heated stream with the lake water will occur and thus reduce ecological
damage associated with effects of the thermal discharge. =Since this type
of discharge structure should be located in deeper water than the present
structure to be effective, a new discharge shaft and tunnel would be
required, as shown in Fig. 9.3. Incremental costs include $ 5.77 million
for construction (1973 value $4.70 million), and $ 55,000 for annual
operating costs (1973 value $ 380,000) for the remaining lifetime after
1977 of 22 years. An 8.75/. interest. rate was assumed. Total present
cost would thus be $5.08 million. On the basis of available information,
the Staff has identified no significant disadvantage of the existing
discharge system. Also, the Applicant proposes to combine the present
discharge system with that of Unit 2 when the proposed plant is
accepted. Consequently, the Staff believes that modifying the existing
system is not now )ustified.
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9.2.7 Intake Structure

The Applicant has presented,no. alternatives to the design 'of the intake
system. Data from the Applicant's intensive monitoring program to date
has shown that the existing intake system does result, in substantial
fish kills. Consequently,- it is recommended that alternative intake
structures be examined. Examples of such alternatives include:

I

Design modifications of the offshore intake to achieve.low
average intake velocity by increase in area of intake;

Use of a limestone filled porous dyke around the offshore intake
similar to one employed at the Point Be'ach Nuclear Plant;

P

Use of a traveling band screen similar to one scheduled to be .

installed by Central Power and Light at its plant in Corpus
Christi;

Use of bar racks with smaller spacing to prevent entry of large
fish in the intake tunnel;

Use of air bubble curtain or electric fish'screen for repelling
fish at the intake;

Use of fish guiding techniques to guide fish away from area of
impingement.

Relocation of the intake structure to a different depth.

9.3 ALTERNATIVES TO NORMAL TRANSPORTATION PROCEDURES

Alternatives such as special routing of shipments, providing escorts in
separate vehicles, adding shielding to the containers, and constructing
fuel recovery and fabrication facilities on the site rather than, shipping
fuel to and from the plant have been examined by the staff for the general
case. The impact on the environment of transportation under normal or
postulated accident conditions is not considered to be sufficient to
)ustify the additional effort, cost, and/or environmental impact required
to implement any of the alternatives.
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10. BENEFIT-COST ANALYSIS

10.1 ENERGY GENERATING COSTS

Using the Applicant's basic estimates of total capital investment,
annual fuel cost,2 and annual operating and maintenance „cost, the Staff2

has calculated for Table 10.1 the total and annualized generating costs
on the basis given below.

The basis used by the Staff differs from that of the Applicant in the
following respects. An interest rate of 8.75/ is assumed .(Applicant's
assumption is 9.6/) . Federal, state, and local taxes are not considered
by the Staff. The plant capacity factor is assumed to be 80/ (Applicant's
assumption is 85/) .

In order to combine the 26-year stream of operating costs, the present
worth in 1973 is considered. The 1973 present worth of an estimated
$ 30 million expenditure in the year 1999 for decommissioning of the
Station is also included. This estimate is based on ad)ustment to a
single unit of the estimate prepared by the Staff for Type-3 decommis-
sioning of the Consumers Power Company Midland Plant Units 1 and 2. The
Midland estimate was made by careful scaling of the detailed estimates
for the Elk River Reactor.

10.2, SUMMARY OF BENEFITS

A primary benefit from operation of the Station is the contribution to
the maintenance and improvement of economic wellbeing and the quality of
life in the Applicant's service area which results from the generation of
about 4.3 billion kilowatt hours of electricity per year. The augmented
reliability of. electric power within the NYPP area due to 610 NPe of
additional generating capacity is an additional primary benefit.

An indirect local benefit to the population of the surrounding area is
the employment of about 68 persons for operation of the Station and the
resulting injection of about $ 1 million per year into the local economy.
The corresponding economic and societal costs (road use, school use, etc.)
associated with an additional population of from 200 to 300 persons
(employees and their families) tend to offset this local benefit. However,
no unusual effect is to be expected since the increase in population is
relatively small. The 1970 population of the City of Oswego was'3,744
and that of Oswego County was 101,000. A further local benefit will be
the payment of an estimated $ 3 million annually to local taxing bodies.
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TABLE 10.1 Estimated Generating Cost (in millions of dollars)

Construction
1973 present wortha

145

Annualized (amortization
over 26 years)

14. 3

Operating Cost:
1973 present worth 135

Annualized:
Operation and maintenance 1.3

Fuel

Decommissioning Allowance:
1973 present worth

Total Life-of-Plant Cost:
1973 present worth 283

Annualized equivalent 28

Based on 1969 construction cost of $164.5
million, depreciated 4 yeaxs (stxaight line) to
give $142.6 million, plus 1973 modification cost

,
of $2.4 million.
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Operation of the Station "Progress Center" provides an additional
secondary educational and recreational benefit. About 50,000 persons
annually visit the Center and associated picnic area.

10.3 ENVIRONMENTAL COSTS

10.3.1 Land Use

The Station is located in an area of declining agricultural use having
no other significant human use. No prior use other than unplannedwildlife habitat has been arrested by the construction of the Station on
45 acres of the site. Since no ecological uniqueness was associated with
the land and since thousands of acres of comparable land in the area
remain unused by man, any negative impact is certainly small. As
discussed in Section 5.1.1, the recreational potential of the area is
limited.

10.3.2 Water Use

Operation of the Station will introduce about 30 trillion Btu per year
into Lake Ontario. Calculations based on Asbury's method" give the
estimated resultant increase in mean surface temperature as about 0.002'F.
The increase in evaporation is expected to be about 2.5 billion gallons per
year,"less than 0.1/ of natural evaporation. Since total outflow through
'the St. Lawrence River is 13-fold greater than natural evaporation, no
detectable change in lake level is expected to occur.

Chemical discharges from the Station will increase the dissolved-salt
content of Lake Ontario by about 164 pounds per day of iona already present
in substantial concentrations in lake water. Considering the conservative
assumption that the only effective process of removal of chemicals from
the lake ~aters is dilution by Niagara River flow-through, these discharges
would in several centuri'es increase the dissolved-salt level of the Lake
by less than 0.01 ppm. Since the present level is about 250 ppm
(Table 3.2), the 'increase would be undetectable.

10.3.3 Biological Effects

Significant effects on terrestrial biota will be confined to those due
to the removal of 45 acres from available wildlife habitat. Relative
to available h'abitat within the region, the perturbation is small. Xts
effect is detectable only in the immediate vicinity of the affected areas,
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No marked effects on aquatic life are expected from the thermal discharge
(see Section 5.5.2). Some young fishes may be killed by passage through
the warmest part of the thermal plume (within the 15'F isotherm). Because
the volume within this isotherm is relatively small, the impact on fish
populations will be small and undetectable.

Virtually all fishes, fish eggs, and fish larvae entering the cooling-water
intake structure will be killed. Conceivably, when the impact of fish
impingement can be assessed, design changes may be required for the
intake structure (see subsection 9.2.7).

The damage to 'planktonic life (other than fish eggs and larvae) from
entrainment in the cooling water is not expected to lead to detectable
changes in lake populations except in the immediate vicinity,of the
discharge stream.

10.3.4 Radiological Effects

The cumulative cost from normal operation of Unit 1 will be about 2.5
man-rem per year after modification of Unit 1 (34 man-rem p'er year before
modification is completed) for the population within 50 miles of the
Station (expected to be about 1 million persons in 1980). The dose to
individuals in areas near the Station will be less than O.l/ of that due
to natural background. The dose is within the limits imposed by 10 CFR,
Parts 20 and 50.

10.4 BENEFIT-COST BALANCE

The Station as designed is expected to have only a small impact on the
environment except with respect to fish populations in the Nine Mile Point.
area, for which new data must be developed before a satisfactory assessment
can be made. When the impact can be assessed, and if such impact is found
to be adverse, plant modification would be required. The identified benefits
and costs are listed in Table 10.2. The Staff has considered these benefits
and costs in detail. With resolution of the question of impact on fish
populations in the Nine Mile Point area, by additional data and/or modifi-
cation of the intake design, the Staff believes that the overall benefits
to be expected from continued operation of the Station will substantially
outweigh the economic and environmental costs incurred. Except as noted
for" impact on fish populations (where the benefit-cost balance for
alternative intake systems is uncertain), the effects of the different
alternatives considered do not change the balance of benefits relative to
costs in favor of the alternatives.
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TABLE 10.2 Benefit-Cost Summary for the Station

Benefits

Primary benefits:
Electrical energy to be generated

Generating 'capacity contributing to
reliability of 'electrical power in
New York

4.3 billion kWh/year

610,000 kilowatts

Secondary local benefits:
Employment of operating staff 68 persons

Environmental Costs

Land Use:
Previously unused land for the Plant

Transmission line right-of-way

45 acres

+1640 acres

Water use:
Water evaporated 5100 gallons per minute

(average)

Lake Ontario surface area within 3 F
excess isotherm of thermal plume

50-400 acres

Chemicals discharged to lake 164 pounds per day of salts
occurring naturally in lake
water

Radiological impact:
Normal operation:

Cumulative population cost
(50»mile radius)

2.5 man-rem per year after
modification (34 man-rem per
year at present)

Whole-body dose to nearby residents Less than O.l/ of natural background
after modification.

Biological impact; Insufficient data to assess fish
kills at intake screens. Possi-
bility of excessive fish kills
at intake. This may adversely
affect fish population in the
area, but not on a lakewide
basis.
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ll. DISCUSSION OF COMMENTS RECEIVED ON THE
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT

Pursuant to paragraphs Ae6 'and D.l of Appendix D to 10 CFR 50, the Draft
Environmental Statement (DES) of July was transmitted, with a request
for comment, to:

Federal A encies

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Department of Agriculture
Department of the Army, Corps of Engineers
Department of Commerce
Department of Health, Education and Welfare
Department of Housing and Urban Development
Department of the Interior
Department of Transportation
Environmental Protection Agency
Federal Power Commission

New York State encies

Atomic Energy Council
Department of Commerce
Department of Environmental Conservation
Department of Public Service

Local encies

Oswego County Department of Planning

In addition, the AEC requested comments on the Draft Environmental State-
ment from interested persons by a notice pnblished in the Federal ~Re inter
on July 3, 1973 (3& FR 17758).

Comments in response to the requests referred to above were received from:

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Department of Agriculture
Department of Commerce
Department of Health, Education and Welfare
Department of the Interior
Department of Transportation
Environmental Protection Agency
Federal Power Commission
New York State Department of

Environmental Conservation
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A endix A reproduces the comments received. The Applicant's responses
ppen f

to the comments are contained in Appendices B and C. The Staff s con-

sideration of these comments and the disposition of the issues involved
are reflected in part by revised text in other sections of this State-

ment and in part by the following discussion.

11.1 GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS

11.1.1 Recommendation to Not Grant a Full Term License (Commerce, A-8;
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation, DEC,

A-18, EPAS A-42)

These comments suggest that the aquatic monitoring program. be completed

and an assessment made of the impact of plant operation on the biota of
Lake Ontario, prior to the Commission granting a full term license.

~Res onse: NEPA does not require the postponement of decision on a pro-
posed action until a time when it is certain what the environmental impact
will be. Courts have recognized that in some cases, decisions can properly
be made even though some environmental studies remain to be completed."„It
is the Staff's view that the observed impact due to about "four years'pera-
tion of Unit 1 on the aquatic biota of Lake Ontario is not significant
except for the fish impingement problem, the significance of which on the
Lake biota is not at all certain. Moreover, the decision here is the
limited one that the full term license be granted 'with the. condition that
the upgraded comprehensive aquatic monitoring program be implemented and
continued until a complete assessment can be made and that modification
of the existing intake, and/or development and implementation of other

'reventive methods will be required if a significant impact is observed.

11.1.2 Re ional Assessment (Commerce, A-2)

A comment was made relative to the Staff's evaluation that the plant's
operation will have no significant impact on the biota in Lake Ontario.
The objection raised was that this, type of lake-wide approach fails to
adequately consider all the point sources of waste heat that should be
included in the evaluation if the lake as a whole is used as the unit
of measurement of significant impact.

~Res onse: The Staff concurs fully,with the comment that an overall
evaluation should take into consideration all point sources of waste
heat on the lake. In the Staff's opinion such a regional assessment'"
is most desirable for long term planning. However, procedural, man-

power and economic restraints do not permit such an overall regional
assessment. The Staff further agrees thattthe data procured under the
International Field Year for the Great Lakes (IFYGL) will be immensely
helpful if and when such an overall regional assessment is undertaken
for Lake Ontario.
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Due to lack of facilities to provide an overall lake-wide regional
as'sessment, the Staff relies on the premise that if adverse effects
cannot be detected in the vicinity of the Station, it is unlikely
that a lake-wide monitoring program will yield any significant
information, for in all probability, adverse effects are expected to
diminish in intensity with increase in distance from the site.

11.1.3 Geothermal Ener Sources (FPC, A-61)

The comment requested discussion of geothermal energy as an alternate
energy source.

~Res onse: The applicant has indicated (Bee Appendix B, page B-113)
that the only warm water spring listed for the State of New York is
a spring at Lebanon, New York. This has a temperature of only 76 F
which is unsuitable for steam production.

11.1.4 To o ra h and Geolo (Interior, A-65; DEC, A-25)

'his comment states that the section on topography and geology is
inadequate for an independent assessment of how these major elements
of the environment relate to Unit 1. Another comment'uggested a brief
description of the bedrock "pop-up" phenomenon be included in this
section.

~Res onse: Topographical, geological and seismological considerations in
licensing actions are principally matters concerning safety. These are
summarized in the Applicant's Environmental Report, and will be fully
evaluated in the course of the staff's safety evaluation. It is not
the policy of the AEC to repeat these discussions in the Environmental
Statement in greater detail than is presently presented.

A description of the bedrock "pop-up" phenomenon is contained on p. C4
of Appendix I of the Unit 2 Preliminary Safety Analysis Report.

11.2 A uatic Effects

11.2.1 Fish Echo-Sounder Surve (Commerce, A-5)

A request was made for more information concerning the type of fathometer
used by the Applicant in the echosounder survey and its capabilities for
detecting various stages of fish life history.

~Res onse: The instrument used is a Ross pathometer (fine line 200-A)
with a 7-1/2" conical'ransducer. The Applicant is not able to detect
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larval fish with this instrument. Xt is possible to detect young-of-
the-year fish that are greater than 6" length; however, specific size
analysis cannot be done with any degree of confidence.

11.2.2 Ph to lankton (Commerce, A-6)

A request was made for more information concerning the sampling equip-
ment used to collect fish eggs and larvae. The effectiveness of the
various types of sampling methods and equipment should be evaluated
and discussed.

~Res ense: The App1icent hes supplied (Appendix B, p. B-13) the fo11owing
information:

During 1973, sampling for fish eggs and larvae was begun on a limited
scale in March and April, continued more extensively in May, and
established on an intensive basis from June and subsequently. The
program will be run at this final level through 1974.

The sampling location pattern finally arrived at is as follows. Samples
are collected at the surface, mid-depth and bottom, at five stations in
each of the three areas defined by radii of 1/2 mile, 1 mile and 3 miles
from the Nine Mile Point plant. The stations are'.

s

1/2 Mile Radius

Station 1-
Station 2 -,
Station 3—
Station 4-
Station 5-

In 20 ft of water on t'e west
In 40 ft of water on the west
In 60 ft of water off the plant
In 40 ft of water on the east"
In 20 ft of water on the east

1 Mile Radius

Station 1 - In
Station 2 — In
Station 3 — In
Station 4 - In
Station 5 — In

20 ft of water on the west
40 ft of water on the west
SO ft of water off the plant
40 ft of water on the east
20 ft of water on the east

3 Mile Radius

Station 1 — In
Station 2 -,Xn
Station 3 - Xn
Station 4 — In
Station 5 — In

20 ft of water on the west
40 ft of water on the west
100 ft of water off the pl'ant
40 ft of water on the east
20 ft of water on the east
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Collections are made on a weekly basis, during the day, from May
through December and'during both day and night from mid-June through
mid-September. Samples are collected by towing a 1.0 meter diameter
Hensen type plankton net of /30 mesh (570u aperture) with an attached
TSK flow meter. Duration of the tow is 5 minutes, timed with a stop
watch, covering approximately a distance of 0.2 mile at 2. mph.
The net is towed with a 200'ine and is kept in position (at depth)
by a system of float lines and'depressors. It is hauled onto the
boat, the bucket is washed an'd emptied into a collection container,
and the sample is preserved and labeled.

An attempt is made to estimate viability of captured organisms, i.e.,
fish larvae by direct observation on the boat until such time that avital stain can be employed.

N

11.2.3 Maturation 'of Yellow Perch (Commerce, A-7; Interior, A-66}

Comments were made regarding the possibility that yellow perch remaining
in or near the heated discharge plume would not receive the six months
exposure at 39'F or below which is necessary for maturation.

~Res onse: Although perch during winter will probably be attracted to
the thermal plume when plume temperatures are nearer to the preferred
temperature, the volume of water above 39'F would be very small and
would not provide a habitat for yellow perch in numbers that would
significantly influence the spawning success of the yellow perch
population.

11.2e4 Ponar Dred e for Benthic Studies', (Commerce, A-8)
N

A comment was made concerning the possible use of a Ponar dredge in
the benthic study.

~Res ones: The Applicant's response from Appendix B, Page 3-23 is
as follows;

Three different benthic dredges were evaluated for this program; namely
Peterson, Ponar and Eckman. The bottom of Lake Ontario, in this area,
is composed of slabs of sedimentary rock, largely exposed. Benthos
thickness, where it occurs, is no more than an inch or two. Dredges, of
whatever design, have limited use here, and benthos sampling for this
program is performed by means of a pump device. This is used to "vacuum
clean" an area of the Lake bottom 15 inches in diameter, the material so
removed being discharged into a net carried in the boat on the surf.
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11.2.5 Fish I in ement (DEC, A-20)

A comment was made implying that a considerable portion of the impinged
fishes come off the traveling screens alive and that a separate channel
should be constructed to return-these live fish to the lake as an
improvement over the currently used system whereby fish are routed to
the discharge well in heated water where they are not likely to survive.

~Res once: The Staff agrees with the proposal; however t,he data available
do not substantiate the contention that considerable number *of impinged
fishes come off the screens alive. .If future data indicate the need for
a separate channel for returning fish to lake, the Applicant will be re-
quired to build such a channel.

11.2.6 Recirculation of Intake Coolin Mater (Interior, A-64)

A comment suggested that because of the location of the intake and
discharge facilities, recirculation of the heated effluent at Unit 1
is likely to occur.

~Res onse: The relatively deeper (15 ft) location of the intake as
compared to the discharge (10 ft) and buoyant nature of the thermal
plume during greater part of the year make the probability of recircu-
lation extremely low. The Applicant's data also do not suggest any
recirculation.

11.2.7 Mechanical Dama e from Entrainment (EPA, A-53; DEC, A-38)

A comment was directed towards discussing the mechanical damage to
entrained organisms in addition to thermal damage to more accurately
determine the loss of biota as the mechanical stress may be more
harmful than the thermal stress.

~Res onse: In evaluating the significance of the entrainment effect, the
Staff assumed lOOX mortality of all entrained organisms. Therefore, a
more detailed assessment of mechanical damage to .entrained organisms is
not required.

11.2.8 Entrainment Dama e Simulation Studies (EPA, A-53; DEC,. A-37)

This comment suggested the use of simulated studies on mechanical. damage
to entrained biota.

~Res once: The Staff believes .that no simulation studies on this
particular aspect can simulate actual damage. In the Staff's opinion
the best way to study the mechanical damage is to conduct studies when
the pumps are operating but the reactor is not operating. The
mechanical damage thus determined can then be superimposed on thermal
damage assessment from field and laboratory studies.
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11.2e9 Fish Re lacement Costs (Interior, A-72)

A comment suggested that the economic or replacement cost of fish be used
for assessing 'the environmental costs.

~Res ense: Because no method of monetizing envitonmental damage such as
fish kills is generally acceptable to the concerned public, the Staff
believes that the assignment of monetary values will usually generate use-
less controversy without materially illuminating the issues in question.
However estimated, the monetary costs obtained are usually .not large in
comparison with the major cost components. For example, applying the Pol-
lution Committee values to an annual plant-associated mortality rate of
1 million 4-inch a3.ewives would indicate an annual charge of $ 25,000. For
comparison, the estimated total annual plant cost (amortization,'uel,
maintenance) is $ 28 million as given in Table 10.1.

11.3 WATER QUALITY

11.3.1 Phos horus Concentrations (HEW, A-14; EPA, A-56)

A question was raised as to the possible consequences of not meeting the
MFWQA criteria for phosphate input to Lake Ontario.

~Res onse: Using the method of Csanady,t the centet line plume phosphate
concentration was calculated to be 0.05 mg/1 at a distance about 1.3 meters
downstream of a continuous input of phosphate corresponding to 12 mg/1 in a
sewage stream of 3880 gal/day. This is the greatest distance from the
point of addition of the sewage to the lake that Minimum Federal Water
Quality Criteria (see Section 5.2.4) might be exceeded during typical
maximum average sewage flow, since the concentration„ decreases with dis-
tance away from the plume center line both horizontally and vertically.It is concluded that a phosphate plume of this size or smaller in Lake
Ontario will have no discernible effect.

11.3.2 Coolin Water Dischar e (HEW, A-13; EPA, A-46; Interior, A-68)

These comments anticipate that the Unit 1 thermal discharge will be in vio-
lation of a revision to Federal-State standards now pending under the FWPCA
and probably would fail to meet the effluent limitations guidelines, once
promulgated. It also declares that the Applicant should evaluate alterna-
tive heat diss'ipation systems, taking into account the relationship of
waste heat effects from Unit 2 and FitzPatrick as well as Unit 1.
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~Res onse: The WTS standards mentioned above have not been federally-approved.
In such a case, the Staff is committed, under its Interim Policy Statement
of Implementation of FWPCA of 1972, to apply its own Judgement. Accordingly,
the Staff has evaluated the environmental impact of discharging waste heat
from Unit 1 into Lake Ontario via the plant circulating water. The finding
is that "the Staff does not expect that the thermal discharge will hav'e a
significant deleterious effect on the aquatic biota" (this document, Section
5.5.2). Under the circumstances, it has not seemed proper to require the
Applicant to change the method of waste heat dissipation (Section 9,2.1,).

It is possible that it will become legally mandatory that the waste heat
dissipation system for Unit 1 be changed. In that event, response by the
Applicant and possibly by the Staff is expected.

11.3.3 Total Dissolved Solids (EPA, A-56)

The EPA commented on the non-compliance with requirements for total dis-
solved solids.

~Res onse: With respect to increase of total dissolved solids, the Staff
has not only concluded that "no lake-wide effect will be discernible,"
but also that "no detectable effect on inshore waters is. expected" (both.
on p. 5-6 of DES; also in Section 5.2.3 of this document).

The International Agreement for Water Quality of the Great Lakes with re-
spect to total dissolved solids (TDS) is written so that it is not pos-
sible to determine whether replacing unchanged lake water would be a
violation of the intent (". ~ .should not exceed 200 mg/1..." when the

TDS'n

the Lake already exceeds 200 mg/1). It is also considered not possible
to determine whether the addition of some 4 mg/1 of dissolved solids to
the Unit 1 circulating water discharge for about one percent of the time
(See Table 3.9) would be a violation. The Staff has addressed this matter
in Section 5.2.4.

I

11.3.4 Heav Metal Corrosion Products in the Coolin Water (Interior, A-66)

This comment suggests that the potential environmental impact on Lake
Ontario of heavy metal concentrates in the cooling water be discussed,

~Res onse: The Applicant has indicated the following (see Appendix C,
p. C-14).

A number of Lake Ontario water quality parameters was analyzed in the
vicinity of Nine Mile Point and in the Unit 1 cooling water discharge during
1972. These data were presented in a report submitted to the New York State
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Department of Environmental Conservation in February 1973. (Effect of
Circulating Water Systems on Lake Ontario Water Temperature and Aquatic
Biology — Nine Mile Point Unit 2, QLM Project No. 191-9).

e

The minimum and maximum values of six samples collected monthly during the
period April to November 1972 (May and October excluded) were analyzed

'orheavy metals. (These values are presented in the table on page C-15,
Appendix C.) Evaluation of these values indicates a negligible contribu-
tion of the plant to lake water concentration of heavy metals.

11.4 LIQUID EFFLUENTS

11.4.1 Dissolved Noble Gases (DEC, A-28)

This comment notes that dissolved noble gases are not included in the
staff's estimate of liquid effluent releases. The quantities and environ-
mental effects of dissolved noble gases should be included in light of the
proposed 5 curie release limitation.

~Res onse: The staff has assessed the resulting dose from dissolved noble
gases in liquid releases from BWR's as less than 0.5 mrem/yr. We consider
this dose rate to be negligible.

11.4.2 Com liance with WASH-1258 Conditions (DEC, A-29)

This comment is concerned that the conditions of WASH-1258 (Numerical
Guides for Design Objectives and Limiting Conditions for Operation to Meet
the Criteria "As Low as Practicable" for Radioactive'aterial in Light-
Water-Cooled Nuclear Reactor Effluents) will not be met by the upgraded
radwaste system.

~Res ense: WASH-1258 is a review of many systems for proposed
rulemaking and is not meant to be a Regulatory Guide for design. The
upgraded system does meet the guidelines of Regulatory Guide 1.42.

11.4.3 eratin Li uid Effluent Releases (DEC,, A-29; EPA, A-47)

These comments are concerned with the fact that actual operating experience
has resulted in higher liquid releases than calculated by the staff and,
question the applicability of the AEC standard model for evaluating the
liquid radwaste system and the contention that the upgraded liquid radwaste
releases will meet the ALAP guidelines.

~Res onse: The Assumptions used in,the standard AHC model are based on
operating data from several operating reactors, including Nine Mile Point,
Unit 1. Consequently, these parameters best represent nuclear power reactor
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operating experience averaged over the life of the plant. Thus, the
operation of all similar plants can be compared. Equipment leakage and
decontamination water usage at Unit 1 have been greater than the expected
for a plant of this type. Corrective action includes the upgrading of .

the liquid radwaste system to include a new ultrasonic resin cleaner and
a new liquid radwaste concentrator unit.

Actual releases of radioactive materials to unrestricted areas will be
controlled by revised limits in the Technical Specifications. which will
condition the operating license and which will be consistent with the
ALAP guidelines.

11.4.4 Dose Assessment for Li uid Releases (EPA, A-48)

This comment suggested that extrapolations from the existing operating
data associated with liquid releases be used for the dose calculations in
order to present a more realistic picture of the impact of this facility.

~Res onse: At the time the dose calculations for the DEE were performed
only 1971 operating data were available. However, inspection of 1972
data indicates no variations which would significantly change the Staff's
estimate of the radiological environmental impact of Unit 1.

11.5 SOLID RADIOACTIVE WASTE

11.5.1 Isoto ic Breakdown of Solid Waste (DEC, A-30; Interior, A-67}

This comment suggested 'that the isotopic breakdown, particularly the alpha
content, be presented in order to better evaluate the solid waste disposal
problem, demonstrate that these wastes will meet burial criteria and
identify the location planned for offsite burial.

~Res onse: The magen quantity of radioactivity will be contained in wet
solid wastes which will consist mainly of spent demineralizer resins, filter
sludges, and evaporator bottoms. Ve consider that all wet solid- waste will
be stored onsite for 180 days prior to shipment. This period of onsite
storage allows short lived radionuclides time for decay. Dry wastes will
consist of ventilation air filters, contaminated clothing, paper and mis-
cellaneous items such as tools and laboratory glassware. We assume that
these wastes are shipped as packaged and not held for decay.

Based on evaluation of similar type reactors and data from generating
plants, we estimate greater than 90% of the radioactivity associated with
the solid waste will be long-lived fission and corrosion products, princi-
pally Cs-134, Cs-137, Co-58, Ce-60, and Pe-55 'he alpha content of the
solid waste is expected to be negligible.
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The offsite location for burial has not been selected. However, it will
be a commercial burial ground which. has been licensed by the AEC.

11.5.2 0 eratin and Predicted Radioactivit Levels for Solid Wastes
(DEC, A-30)

This comment suggests a discussion explaining or indicating the significance
of the staff's estimate for the radioactivity being approximately 10 times
higher than actual experience at Unit 1 for approximately the same volume
of solid waste.

~Res onse: The Staff is of the opinion that it is too early in the life of
this plant for the operating data to reflect the average curie content of
the solid radwaste expected to be generated over the 40-year life of the
plant. The Staff is in the process of reevaluating its model in light of
more recent data from operating BWR's.

11.5.3 Offsite Dis osal of Solid Radioactive Waste (Interior, A-67)

This comment indicated that the environmental statement should consider
an evaluation of the solid radioactive waste disposal site, including
licensing provisions, criteria, and responsibilities. Specific concerns
include hydrogeologic suitability, surveillance and monitoring, and
remedial/regulatory actions that might be required.

~Res onse: The concerns expressed in this comment are appropriately
addressed in the AEC document "Environmental Survey of the Nuclear Fuel
Cycle." As noted in that document, the environmental effects of the
entire uranium fuel cycle with -regard to an individual reactor are small.
Further, the potential for any significant effect from the disposal of
solid radioactive wastes from a reactor is extremely limited due to (1)
the small quantity of radioactivity contained in the wastes, and (2) the
care taken in establishing and'onitoring commercial land burial facilities.
Commercial land burial facilities must be located on land which is owned
by a state or the Federal government, and after radioactive wastes are
buried at a site the land must not be used for any other purpose. Authori-
sation to operate a commercial land burial facility is based on an analysis
of nature and location of potentially affected facilities and of the site
topographic, geographic, meteorological, and hydrological characteristics;
which must demonstrate that buried radioactive waste will not migrate from
the site. Environmental monitoring includes sampling of air, water and
vegetation to determine migration, if any, of radioactive material from the
actual location of burial. To date, there have been no reports of migra-
tion of radioactivity from commercial burial sites. In the event that
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migration were to occur, plans for arresting any detected migration have
been developed. On the basis of" the general environmental considerations
of burial sites now developed, the wide rang'e of wastes that can be buried,
and the observation that an applicant is not restricted to a specific
burial site, the staff believes that,a „detailed discussion of solid radio-
active waste disposal sites is inappropriate to an environmental statement
for any one nuclear power plant facility.
11.6 ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING PROGRAMS

11.6.1 Radiolo ical Monitorin Pro ram (Commerce, A-8)

This comment suggested that a list of organisms typically sampled and
subjected to radioanalysis should be presented in the Final Environmental
Statement.

~Res ones: A list of organisms typically sampled and analyzed is presented
in Table 6.1.

11.6.2 I lementation of the Revised Com rehensive A uatic Monitorin
~pro ram (DED t A-22)

A comment was made regarding implementation of the Applicant's intensive
ecological monitoring program so that redesign of the intake system, if
required, can be accomplished with appropriate dispatch.

~Res onse: The Staff recognizes the urgency for data collection and evalua-
tion so that redesign of the intake system, if necessary, may be ac-
complished with minimum possible delay. As discussed in Section 6.1, the
Applicant began collecting data in March 1973 for the General Ecological
Survey and June 1973 for the Impingement and Entrainment portions of the
program.

11.6.3 Thermal Monitorin Techni ues. (Interior, A-71)

This comment suggests that the thermal monitoring program be modified to
include techniques developed in conjunction with the Surry Nuclear Power
Station (A-71).
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~Res onse: A revised monitoring program is included in the TEE and is de-
signed to detect changes in-Lake Ontario ecosystem in the vfcinfty of this
station.

11.6e4 Atmos heric Dis ersion Pactor (Commercep A-10}

This comment desires an explanation of the difference between the highest„
offsite annual average concentration factor computed in 1967'nd the

value'resentedin the DES.

~Res onse: The difference between the highest, offsite,annual average con-
centration computed in 1967 (5 x 10 g sec. m 3) and that presented in the
DES (1.9 x 10 " sec. m 3) can be attributed to different stratification
of the meteorological data used and to different plume rise formulas.

In its evaluation, the staff used the meteorological data presented in the
Nine M.le Point Unit 2 PSAR. Although basically the same as the data pre-
sented in the Unit 1 docket, the joint frequency distributions of wind
speed and direction by stability were furnished stratified into seven
Pasquill 'stability classes (A-G) based on temperature differences (delta-T)
between two levels on the tower. The data used in 1967 had only four
stability classes which were based on the Brookhaven turbulence classifi-
cation (classes I-IV). The staff determined the plume rise above the stack
'top using equations developed by Briggs, while in 1967, the plume rise was
estimated by using an equation attributed to Holland with a correction of
a factor of three.

The staff believes that the value presented in the DES has been determined
in accordance with present practice within the AEC Regulatory staff.

11.6.5 Use of 0 eratin Data to Assess Environmental Im act (Commerce,
A-3; HEW, A-13'PA, A-51)

These comments indicated that actual measurements rather than estimates
should have been used in assessing the environmental impact of the plant
since it had started operations in 1969.

~Rsa ense: Although the plant commenced operation in 1969 ~ the Applicant
did not anticipate the data requirements for a reasonable environmental
impact assessment. The Applicant has been informed of, these inadequacies
in existing data and under the licensing conditions, the Applicant will
collect data such .that actual environmental damage may be recorded. How-
ever, due to la'ck,of these data at the time of assessment, the Staff has
reXiedt on conservative estimates of damage to biota to arrive at a reason-

«able assessment.
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11.7 TRANSMISSION LINES

11.7.1 Transmission Line Sound Levels (DEC, A-32)

This comment requests that data on the sound levels produced by the 345-kV
and anticipated by the planned 765-kV transmission lines be discussed.
Plans for the addition of higher voltage lines and the resulting potential
for increased sound levels should also be addressed.

~Res once: The Applicant has stated (see Appendix B, p. B-86) the follosing:
t

The Applicant has a 765-kV transmission line (presently operated at 345-kV)
in service.

To gain a better understanding of the audible noise which the bundle
arrangement and conductor selection for this circuit would give, Applicant
retained the professional services of Acres American, Inc., Bolt, Beranek
and Newman of Cambridge, Massachusetts, consultants in the field of audible
noise phenomena, and Westinghouse Electric Corporation to study audible
noise on high voltage transmission lines.

Westinghouse Electric Corporation conducted audible noise measurements
indoors at the Trafford High Voltage Laboratory and field measurements
at the 750-kV project at Apple Grove, West Virginia. However, there waslittle valid agreement between laboratory and field data because acoustical
measurements in an indoor laboratory 'are affected by the enclosure.

The measurements made by Bolt, Beranek and Newman (BB 6 N) were conducted
during two occasions near Quebec City, Canada, where Hydro Quebec operates
a 735-kV transmission line which has a four (4) conductor bundle configura-
tion with 1.38 inch diameter conductor and a fifty foot phase spacing.
This arrangement is similar to our 765-kV conductor size and bundle arrange-
ment, and thus was ideal for audible noise measurements. Measurements were
taken directly beneath the mid-span of the conductors and at various dis-
tances from the outer phase. During fair weather the audible noise from
the transmission line was lower than the background noise from insects and
other sources so that readings were difficult to obtain.

Bolt, Beranek and Newman'ave made up category classification and Noise
Criterion curves (See Appendix B, Fig. 1, p. B-89 and Table I, p. B-90).
This family of Noise Criterion (NC) curves has been used in noise control
work for over fifteen years for design and evaluation of existing noise
conditions. These curves accurately correlate the subjective response of
the average human ear to acoustic leyels at various frequencies and inten-
sities as measured by instrumentation. Thus, the lower curves can describe
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noise levels that are considered quiet enough for resting or sleeping or
for excellent listening conditions in concert halls or auditoriums, while
the upper curves can describe noisy work areas. For a quiet or rural
community area the NC-20 Noise Criterion is normally applied for night
time indoor conditions; but in city areas, or in apartments, dormitories,
or motels for sleeping areas, an NC-30 Noise Criterion is normally used.

Figure 1 demonstrates how the noise fits the Noise Criterion curves at
several distances from the outer phase. This shows that only houses at
about 200 feet from the outer phase would be sub)ected to the low noise
level (NC-25 to NC-30). This low noise level would be heard only in damp
weather, with windows nearest the line open, and with a low ambient noise
level (including the masking of rain noise).

1

When the system is energized to 765-kV the Applicant will test for audible
noise and evaluate feasible methods of noise reduction if required.

At this date the Applicant does not intend to install any high voltage
lines greater than 765-kV.

11.7.2 Utilization of Transmission Line Ri ht-of-Wa (DEC, A-31)

This comment questions the proposed future 345-kV transmtssion line to be
installed in the existing 500«foot right-of-way because Applicant's testi-
mony (Garcy, NYS Public Service Commission Case 26251, Tr Page Sm 4657 of
January 26, 1973), and the Final Environmental Statement for Unit 2 note
that the proposed future transmission line is 765-kV.

~Res onse: The Applicant indicated (see Appendda 8, p. B-83) that the
future 345-kV transmission line mentioned in Section 3.8, page 3-35 of the
Unit 1 DES could extend from a new Volney Station south to the Syracuse
area. The Volney Station will be located approximately nine miles south
from Nine Mile Point on one of the existing 345»kV Nine Mile Point - Clay
transmission circuits. The 765-kV transmission line mentioned by Garcy
could extend from Nine Mile Point to Volney,

11.7.3 Ozone Production From Hi h Volta e Transmission Line (EPA, A-56)

This comment suggested that information be provided in the Final Statement
related to the impact of the high voltage transmission line ozone pro-
duction rate and its potential environmental impacts.

~Res onse: The generation of ozone as a result of corona generated by trans-
mission lines has recently been experimentally investigated in the labora-
tory and field. p These investigations indicate that, for transmission
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lines up to 765 kV, the maximum ground level ozone concentration will bewell below federal standards. The National Primary Air Quality Standardfor photochemical oxidants, as issued by the Environmental Protection
Agency, is 0.08 ppm by volume for a one-hour concentration, not to be
exceeded once per year. Laboratory studies have indicated that 0.0193 ppm
by volume of total oxidants might be expected at ground level. Field studies
with equipment sensitive to 0.002 ppm by volume indicated no measurable
oxidants at either ground or transmission line wire level. Based on these
and other data, the Staff anticipates no adverse environmental effects as
a result of ozone created by the hi'gh voltage transmission lines.
11.7.4 Transmission Line Interaction with Railroad Si als (DOT, A-11)

This comment indicated that the currents induced from high voltage trans-
mission lines may cause problems with railroad signal systems and with therolling stock.

~Res ones: The Applicant indicated (see Appendix B, page B-40) that a proper
contact with appropriate railroad owners will be made and that if thepossibility of excessive voltages is indicated, corrective action will
be taken to preclude the possibility of hazard.

11.8 REACTOR ACCIDENTS

11.8.1 Accident Probabilities (EPA, A-49)

A comment was made by EPA concerning the analysis of the probabilities of
occurrence of the classes of accidents discussed in Section

7.1.'Res

ones: Section 7p.l,has been changed to respond to this concern.

11.8.2 Postulated Plant Accidents Involvin Li uid Releases (Interior, A-71)
s

The comment indicates that the environmental effects of releases to wateris lacking. Many of the postulated accidents listed in Tables 7.1 and 7.2
could result in releases to Lake Ontario and should be evaluated.

h

~Res ones: potentia1 re1eases to Lake Ontario are addressed in Footnote 1
to Table 7.2 which states the following. "The doses calculated as consequencesof the postulated accidents are based on airborne transport of radioactive
materials resulting in both a direct and an inhalation dose. Our evaluationof the accident doses assumes, that the Applicant's .Environmental Monitoring
Program and appropriate additional monitoring (which could be initiated

— subsequent to an incident detected by in-plant monitoring) would detect the
presence of radioactivity in the environment'n a timely manner such thatremedial action could be taken if necessary to limit exposure from otherpotential pathways to man."
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ll.9 ALTERNATIVES

11.9.1 Coolin Tower Noise Levels (DEC, A-40).

This comment requests additional discussion of the Applicant's study of
the increased sound level associated with forced and natural draft cool-
ing towers.

~Res ones: The App1icant indicated (see Appendix B, p. B-ill) that the study
results determined that no residences, schools, or hospitals would receive
a sound level greater than 65 dbA. Ten residences would be within the
45 to 65 dbA range with a neutral draft cooling tower and forty
residences would .be within this range with a mechanical draft cooling
tower.

It should be noted that the estimates used to determine the sound level
contours are conservative and do not include attenuation from trees,„
terrain, or meteorological conditions which would reduce the offsite
noise.

11.9.2 Estimated Emission uantities from Oil and Coal Fired Plants
(Interior, A-72)

A comment took issue with the Staff's expected emissions of carbon 'monoxide
and hydrocarbons from oil fired and coal fixed plants.

~Res onsa: The emission data given on page 9-4 (carbon monoxide, a1dehydes,
hydrocarbons) is based on the best data available to the Staff, that of
the EPA publication referenced. The estimated emissions are actually
quite small relative to the ma)or emissions of the hypothesized fossil-
fueled plants, namely carbon dioxide and (for the oil-fired plant) water
vapor. For example, at full power the coal-fired plant would emit about
45 million pounds per day of carbon dioxide so that the estimated/dioxide
ratio is only .01% (mass) or .017% (atom).

11.10 Location of Princi al Chan es in this Statement in Res onse to
Comments

To ic Commented U on ~Aen~c

Section Where
To ic is Addressed

Combined Effects of Unit 1, Unit 2
and FitzPatrick Plants.

Commerce, A-2,
6, 7

HEW, A-12
DEC, A-23
EPA, A-54
Interior, A-68

Forward
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To ic Commented U on ~Aeec
Section Where

To ic is Addr'essed

Status of Reviews and Approvals

Lake Water Hydrology

DEC, A-25

DEC, A-26
Interior, A-65

2.5.2

Aquatic Ecology

Power Rating

Heat Dissipation System

Intake Structure

Interior, A-65

DEC$ A-24, 26

DEC, A-26

Commerce, A-6
DEC$ A-27$ 28

2.7.2

3.2

3.4

3.4.1

Discharge Structure

Nuclide Symbols

DEC, A-28

DEC, A-24,
29, 30

3.4. 2

3.5.1.6
3.5.2.2.

Upgraded Liquid Radwaste

System Diagram

Upgraded Gaseous Waste Treatment
System

Construction Effects: Station Site

DEC, A-27

DEC $ A-30

Agriculture,
A-16

DEC, A-31

3.5.1.2

3.5.1.4

3.5.2.1
3.5.2.2

4.1.1

Construction Effects: Transmission
Lines

DEC> A-32 4.1.2

Herbicidal Maintenance of
Transmission Lines

Agriculture,
A-16, 17

DEC, A-32
Interior, A-69

5.1-2
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To ic Commented U on ~Acne
Section Where

To ic is Addressed

Compliance with Water Quality
Standards

Intake Effects on Aquatic
Environment

HEW, A-13
Interior, A-68
EPA1 A-54

Commerce, A-7
DEC, A-20, 37
Interior, A-69

5.2.4

5.5.2.a

Thermal Discharge Effects Commerce, A-7, 8 5.5.2.c
DEC% A-38
Interior, A-70

Community Effects

Aquatic Monitoring Program

DEC, A-23

Commerce, A-8
DEC, A-22, 24, 38
Interior, A-70
EPA, A-53

5.6

6.1

Terrestrial Monitoring Program

Reactor Accidents

DEC, A-24

EPA, A-49

6.4

7 ~
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OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF COMMERCE
Washington, O.C. 20230

50-220

August 8, l973

Mr. Daniel R. Muller
Assistant 'Director for

Environmental Projects
Directorate of Licensing
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission
Nashington, D.C. 20545

Dear Mr. Muller:

The draft environmental impact, statement for Nine Mile
Point huclear Station, Unit 1, which accompanied your
letter of July 5, 1973,'Viae" Seen received by t'e 'Depart-
ment of Commerce for-review and comment.

The statement has been reviewed and the-following comments
are offered for your consideration.

General Comments

In the Summary and Conclusions section, as well as in the
main. text, the staff concludes that the'lant's operationwill have no significant impact on the biota in Lake Ontario.
This type of lakewide approach fails to adequately considerall the point'ources of ~zaste heat that should be 'included
in the evaluation if the lake as .a whole is used as the unit
of measurement of significant impact. In addition, the
statement should include a discussion of the plume inter-
action with 'vine Q.le Point Unit. 2, and 'the nearby James A.
Pitzpatrick Nuclear Power Plant. Secondly, consultation
witn appropriate State and Pederal agencies should be
included in the design of the comprehensive environmental

'monitoring prog am.. These agencies should also be involved
in the evaluation of the information collected.
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Since this plant hap been operating under a provisional license
since 1969, actual measurements, rather than estimates, of
environmental impact have been possible. This greatly increases
the confidence one can place in the conclusions.

From our point of view, the statement is satisfactory with regard
to consideration of this single power station's impact on the
environment. It appears, for example, that the thermal effect
on the lake will be negligible. But what about the big picture?
How many plants of this type can be constructed before the
cumulative effect is no longer'egligible? We should not con-
sider each case as .a separate problem. The National. Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration's International Field Year- for
the Great Lakes Project Office recently completed an extensive
study of Lake Ontario and they can provide input to this mpect
of the impact statement.

Section 2.7.2 A uatic Ecoloo

~dddd. d
'

d " p' d'dd,
o f Lake Ont:ario, the fish production is rathe r low." Although
fish production is presently low for a lake with the productive
capacity of Lake Ontario, the situation may be 'altered in the
near future. The Great Lakes Fishery Commission treated all lamprey
spawning streams last year, and the Canadian streams and several
key streams in U.S. waters again this year. Moreover, fishery
management agencies in New York and Ontario have been planting
salmonid species in Lake Ontario, and these agencies -plan to
intensify this activity in years to come. Since the forage base
in Lake Ontario is as good or better than that in Lake Michigan
when the Lake's salmon stocking program was begun in 1965, it is
expected that the fishery which would develop in Lake Ontario will
be equally as good. New York has planted salmonids in the Salmon
River (10 miles east) and t:he Little Salmon Rivex (6 miles east).
Both rivers are close enough to the plant site that the fish
leaving and. returning to them could conceivably pass the intake
and discharge of the Nine Mile Poj.nt Nuclear Station.

With regard to the assertion that the reason the alewife has
flourished is that large predators have not been present, it is
now thought that the population 'of alewife, an early colonist
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of the lake, stabilized prior to the decline of the large preda-
tors. .This recent theory is supported by the resurgence of
premium fish stocks-'in the" 1920's and'newspaper reports during
the same era of two 'major alewife mortalities.1/

Concerning the controversy between Smith (1970) and Christie
(1972), Christie (pp. 920-921) provides the following analysis.
of the interactions between the colonists and the native
species in Lake Ontario:

"Of the'pecies of fish which invaded or were introduced
into Lake Ontario in the last century, the carp and
alewife were the most obviously successful. Both must
have affected other species in important ways, but it
is difficult to make judgments because of the early
colonization of these species.

"ALEWIFE

"Smith (1970) has argued on the basis of the recent
effects of alewife colonization of the upper Great
Lakes, that the species effectively caused all the
misfortunes of the Lake Ontario fish stocks subsequent
to its establishment th'ere in the 1870s. The view
held by the present author however, is that whatever
the initial impact, the resurgence of th'e premium fish
stocks in the 1920s in'th'e face of he'avy alewife densities,
argues in favor of a harmless role for the alewife. The
resurgence of the deepwater ciscoes (Core~onus sp.) in the
1930s was also seemingly unaffected by the alewife. Equally
important, the collapse of the ciscoes was not followed
by a surge of alewife abundance= as might have been

expected'f

competition px'essure had been 'a major consideration.

There are no statistics with.which to evaluate tx'ends in
alewife abundance but it has been assumed by Pritchard
(1929) and Graham (19S6) that the frequency of heavy

1/ Christie, W.J. 1972. Lake Ontario: effects of exploitation,
intxoductions, and eutrophication on the salmonid community.
J. Pish. Res. Bd. Can. 29:913-929.
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spring, beach, mortalities is at least a rough
indication of alewife density. On this basis, news-.
paper reports 'of two major mortalities in the 1920
decade do not suggest that the alewife, like the
ciscoes, were scarce during the period of peak predator
abundance. Dymond (1928) found that the alewife was
an important item in the diets of both lake trout and
burbot, but noted alewife were not as often eaten by
the trout after the alewife moved inshore in the early
summer. Juveniles would have been largely protected

,from t:hese species by reason of their inshore distri«
bution, and it is possible that the post-spawning adult
alewife did not extend lakeward very far into the range
of these predators in late summer. Wells (1969) found
that trawling in September in Lake 'Ontario produced
81.2 alewife per tow at 120 ft. (37 m) and less, and
only 7.2 for tows at: 180 ft. (55 m) and greater.,'This
would certainly reduce it, and possibly enough to
reduce the severity of the predation impact on alewife
adults. Predation on both-juveniles and adults in the
inshore areas is on the other hand, heavy, and inflicted
by many fish species. The lack of obvious change in
the'bundance of the alewife stocks after the 1940s is
especially compelling evidence that the abundance is
limit:ed by inshore fact:ors, and possibly by the effects
of the mortalities themselves to some extent."

Section 2.7.2.a Pishes

-2-12. 2' '2 d h Appl' h - d 2,
more information should be supplied concerning the type of
fathometer used and what it:s capabilities were for det'.ecting
concentrations of fish larvae, fry,, and young-of-the-year. Xn
addition, an example of a fathometer recording should be pro-
vided, including an explanation of its interpretation.

~22 22 2 -.d h "1'h Appl' '

in t:he area and therefore no information on juveniles near the
shore is available.." Newly hatched young-of-the-year alewives
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begi'n to show up in seine catches in t:he middle of August and
remain inshore until late fall.2/ Therefore, from late spring
until fall larval and juvenile alewives would be susceptible
to. entrainment. In addition, the spottail shiner, also abun-
dant inshore, remains inshore (in depths of less t:han 50ft);
this species is considered an excellent forage stock.

Section 2.7.2.d. 2 Ph toplankton

~yd-25. I d d "V y d d' d

observed in the plankton samples'. . .". The sampling equipment
used to collect plankton, fish eggs, and larvae should be
described, and available data and literature on the comparative
'efficiency and effectiveness of the various types of sampling
methods and equipment: should be evaluated and discussed. In
our opinion, if information from reference 30 was used to.
determine the abundance and distribution of fish larvae,
sample collection with a Nansen bottle, as used in this survey,
virtually precluded any larval entrapment.

Sect:ion 3.4.1 Intake Structure

Pa e 3-7. An estimate for the intake velocity at the traveling
screens'hould be provided.

Section 5.2. 2 Thermal S tudies

Pa e 5-2. The combined effects of Nine Nile Point Unit: 1,
Nine Mile Point Unit 2, and the James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear
Power Plant should be evaluated by the thermal studies.

Section 5.5.2.a Effect on A uatic Environment -'ntake Effects
y

Pa es 5-31 throuoh 5-35. Given'he t:endency for fish to concentrate
along the 25-ft. depth contour and'he location of the intake at
about the, 20-ft. contour, and given the numbers of fish entrained

2/ Dr. Wilbur'. Hartman, Personal Communication. (Project
L'eader, Ecology of Fish Populations of Lower Great Lakes.,
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, Sandusky Field.
Station, 2022 Cleveland, Road, Sandusky, Ohio 44870.)
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and subsequently impinged according to studies to date, even
~ though not sufficient to permit a valid quantitative assess-
ment of the problems of impingement, it is apparent to us that
a potentially serious impingement problem may develop. We
believe that this situation may require corrective action to

~ reduce the intake velocity to 1 ft/sec or less, in addition to
conducting the monitoring program. We also recommend that
evaluation of the fish«kill problem be coordinated with the
appx'opriate State and Federal agencies. Finally, we consider
the statement, that "The Staff does not intend to imply thatfish impingement at the Station will produce significant adverse
effects on lakewide fish populations" to be misleading. This
statement should be revised to consider the effects- of all
water intakes in the lake if the entire lake is to be the
frame of reference for evaluating the effects of this powex
plant on fish populations in Lake Ontario.

Section 5.5.2.c Thermal Dischar e Effects

~35 35 -1'1 .' 3 1d ', 1. d 5
''5'ombined'effectsof the Nine Mile Point Unit 2 and James A.FitzPatrick plants.

Yellow perch, a common fish in the area, require a given periodof time at 4 C or below for maturation. 3/ The possibility that
those fish remaining in or near the plume may not receive this

, low-temperature exposure and that they would, therefore, not
mature should be discussed. This discussion should include
appropriate data and documentation.

Section 5.5.2.c. 1 Fishes

~35 3 ~: W gg 3 3 gg' 'y 1 d
the fourth paragraph be required, rathex'han simply recommended,
by the Staff.

3/ Edsall, T.iA. and T.'G. Yocom.. 1972. Review of recent
technical information concerning adverse effects on once-
through cooling on Lake Michigan. Prepared fox'he Lake
Michigan Enforcement Conference, September 19-21, 1972,
Chicago, X11., U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Bureau of
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, Great Lakes Fishery Labo-
xatox'y, Ann Arbor, Michigan 48107. 86 pages.
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Section 5.5.2.c.(3 Benthos

~P5 39. 3'h ' 9'k''
9 93 h 5

h'ommunityshould be discussed in this section.

Section 6.1 A uatic Monitorin Pro ram

9~5-3. 5 3 3 9 99' h 9
environmental studies now proposed and being carried out by
the Applicant are inadequate to assess the effects of opera-
tion of the Station, we recommend denial of the fu11-term
operating license until an adequate environmental monitoring
program has been established and coordinated with appropriate
State and Federal agencies.

A map depicting the sampling transects and stations should be
provided in the final environmental statement.

With reference to the Staff's recommendation for improvements
in the monitoring program (pages 6-2 and 6-5), we basically

'gree with the proposed changes. However, we feel that some
sort of tabular format should be used to summarize for the
reader the improved program. In addition, this program should
be coordinated with appropriate agencies, as suggested above.

With regard to a sampling procedure that would permit reporting
the results. in terms of biomass per unit area, the possible use
of a Ponar dredge for benthic work should be discussed.

Section 6.3 Radiolo ical Monitorin Pro ram

Pa e 6-6. A list of organisms typically sampled and subjected
to radioanalysis should be presented in the final environmental
statement.'n our opinion, the primary function of an environ-
mental impact statement is to '.serve as a full disclosure document.
Therefore, we do not believe it is sufficient to merely refer
the reader to a document such as the Applicant's Environmental
Report, which may or may not be readily available to the reader.If the Staff disagrees with our opinion on this matter, we would
appreciate a full explanation in the final environmental statement.
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Section 9 Alternatives to the Pro osed Pro'ect

9~9-l. 1'9 ' 9 ld ' d pl.
'

'nalysis of each alternative so that informed conclusions can
be drawn and decisions made by responsible officials and others
who review this document.

The warm water plumes tend to be close to the lake shore, due
to the exposed location and the lake curx'ents flowing near the
shore. This could have some effect in reducing nearshore ice
cover. However, this will cause no adverse effects eithex'n
water intake or shore erosion. The calculated increase in
average lake surface" temperature of about 0.002 F has no
physical meaning and may mask adverse local effects. Much
more meaningful is the area affected by a significant tempex'a»
ture increase.

To reduce the fish entxapment: in the intake syst: em and thus
fish kills, the report recommends t:hat alternat:ive intake
structures be examined. Tt is suggested that in addition to
the above, a fish replenishment,.program be considered. Samplings
indicate that: 82% of the fish killed are the alewifes and
smelts. This low quality fish could be replaced by more
desix'able fish fx'om hatcheries in the same or significantly
larger amounts.

As described on page 3-23, the major source of radioact:ivity
released to the- open atmosphexe- during reactox opex'ation is
the off gas'rom the main condenser air ejectors. These off-
gases are allowed to flow through a 30-minute holdup pipe
befox'e being discharged through the main plant stack. Conse-
quently, we would consider t:he release to be continuous
throughout the year and, assuming a rather uniform source
emission rate, average annual diffusion paramet:ers can be
appropriat:ely used.

Xn our comments on t:he Final Safety Analysis Report fox'his
facility sent to the Atomic Energy Commission Division of
Reactor Licensing on December 18, 1967, we computed that the
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highest off-site annual concentxation is 5x10" sec m at a
distance of 2 km to the northeast corner of the site assuming
the effluent is released froi a 330- t. stack. This is

some-'hat

higher than the 1. 9r10 sec m" c omput e d'by the staff in
table 5.7.

Thank you fox'iving us an opportunity to provide these continents,
mhich me hope mill be of assistance to you. We mould appreciate
receiving a copy of the final statement.

Sincerely,

„;4..r.:>,r'N .."-" 4<
'Sidney'„R., Caller
Deputy Assistant Secretary
for Environmental Affairs '
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Dear Mr. Muller:

This is in response to your letter of~ 5 July 1973 addressed. to Assistant
Secretary Davis concerning the draft environmental impact statement for
Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station, Unit 1, Lake Ontario, Oswego County, New

York.

The concerned. operating administrations and. staff of the Department of
Transportation have reviewed the material submitted.. Noted in the review
by the Federal Railroad. Administration is the following:

"The Federal Railroad Administration'ommented at some length
(6 Feb. 1973) regarding the applicants request for licensing of Nine
Mile Nuclear Station Unit No. 2. Our continual concern over the
inductive coordination problem with railroad. signal and communication
lines is also applicable to this more recent statement for Unit No. 1.R

1

The U. S.,Coast Guard commented as follows:

"It is noted. that there may be a necessity to mark the intake and
discharge points. It is recommended. that the applicant" contact Commander,
Ninth Coast Guard District (oan) at 1240 E. Ninth Street, Cleveland,
Ohio, 44199, for further amplification."

The Department of Transportation has no further comments to offer on this
draft statement. We have no obJection to the proJect, nor to its
implementation. The final statement,"however, should. address the concern
of the Federal Railroad. Administration and the Coast Guard.

The opportunity for the Department of Transportation to review this draft .

environmental impact statement for Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station, Unit '1

is appreciated.



IviEMORANDUM DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

TO
".Jr. Daniel P,. Nuller
Assis tant Direc tor for

Environmental Pro) ects ~

Directorate of Licensing
U.'S. Atomic Energy Commission

50-220

JUG ]. 7 ]973

FROM Acting Chief
Office of Environmental Affairs

SUBJECT:
q.'iL';eX'he

Draft Environmental Impact Statement'-on the Bine, Nile Point'uclear Station Unit 1

Thank you for forwarding the draft environmental impact statement
on the J'Jine defile Point J'uclear Station JJnit 1 for reviev. The
folloving comments on the draft ar'e based on suggestions byofficials within the Public Pealth Service, JI.E.JJ. Regional II
Office and the H.E.W. Office of Environmental Affairs.
Our primary observation concerns the fact that the )Jine ';file
Point Nuclear Station Unit 1 is gust one of three plants which
are to operate essentially side by side on the southern shore of
Lake Ontario. 's'stated in the introduction to the draft EIS,
the applicant plans to construct a JJnit 2 station adjacent to
the Unit 1 site which will produce almdst twice the amount of
Unit 1's electrical power. In addition, the Power Authority of
the State of Pev York is buildinf the James A. Pitzpatriclc
nuclear Plant 3300 feet east of the Unit 1 Station. P3.1 three
plants are to utilize once-through cooling systems with lake
water. It is therefore necessary that cumulative thermal effects
be'addressed. Likewise other cumulative effects of the three
plants must be considered.

While the draft indicates that separate environmental statements
have been prepared for these additional facilities, we have not-
received copies of them for review and have no way of, knowing
their content. We are unable therefore> to assess the environmental

] effects the proposed action will bring about in its actual
operational context.

It iJould appear that a thorough analysis of the environmental
impact of the Unit 1 Station requires consideration of the
cumulative effects of all three nuclear"plants including the
effects of thermal discharges, « asious. effluents, liquid effluents,
releases of radioactive materials, fish impingement,, transmission
lines; as well as the effects of increased populations on human
services. -This may, for reasons unknown to us, be unnecess'ary,



but, if so, the present limited approach should be justified in
the statement.

Our more specific comments on the content of the draft HIS for
the Unit 1 Station are as follows:

It is suggested that the upgraded liquid waste systems
referenced in Sections 3.5.1.2., 3.5.1.4., and
3.5.1.6., and the gasious waste trcatnent system
referenced in Section,3.5.2.2., should be operational
before a full-term license is granted the Hiagara
ifohawk Power Corporation for the Zine Nile Point
Nuclear Station Unit 1.

2) In Section 2.,7.1., describinc the Terrestrial Ecology
of the site, it is stated that the southern shore of
Image Ontario is a rajor migration route used by many
birds including the American osprey and the bald eagle.
Subsequently it is said that a terrestrial survey of
the site found that no rare or endangered species of
plants or anirals were present. There seems to be an
inconsistency here as the Pmeric'an osprey and'he
bald eagle are both listed as endangered species and
as the site of the Unit 1 Station mates up part of the
southern shore.

3) 'Zhe information provided on the operational effects of
the Unit 1 Station on acquatic biota is lacking. It
does not allow for a thorough assessm nt of the
environmental impact of the proposed action and
therefore, offsets the environmental effects to be
weighed in the decision-naking process.

4) Pe note that tne once-through cooling system utilized
by the Unit 1 Station fails to meet the current
New York State thermal criteria. These criteria
"limit the rise in surface temperature to 3oP over the
ambient temperature within 300-feet radius or
equivalent area from the, point of discharge". (5.2.2.)
Studies of the therral effects of the Unit 1 Station
have shown that at times "even at a depth of 5 feet,
approximately one and a quarter of shoreline had
temperatures greater than 5o; 'above ambient". (5.2.2.)
Purther irgormation should be provided as to the
effects, including health effects> of this rise in
temperature above the standard. lt would also be useful
to address legal ramifications of failing to meet the
criteria.
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''5) Given the infornntion provided in the draft, tre find
that the Unit 1 Station fai3.s to consistent3y meet the
minimum T'ederal Pater Quality Criteria for phosphorus
concentrations. l'ore precise information on phosphorus
effects and the legal considerations of failing to meet
the criteria'hn .. ~ .. '3 - t;--

/
I'aul Crow.ell

cc: Dr. Zan Mitchell
Mr. William Matuszeski
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Dear Mr. Muller:

>le have had. the draft environmental statement for the Nine
Mile Point Nuclear Station Unit 1, Niagara Mohawk Power
Corporation, reviewed. in the relevant agencies of the
Department of Agriculture, and comments from Soil Conservation
Service and, Forest Service, both agencies of the Department,
are enclosed..

HKD H. TSCHIHL1'Y
Acting Coordinator
Environmental Quality Activities

Enclosures



Soil Conservation Service, USDA, Comments on Draft Environmental
Statement prepared by AEC for Nine Mile'oint Nuclear Station Unit 1

(Conversion for Operating License Stage to Full-Term Operating-
License)

General Comment

The major proposed action concerns conversion of a current operating
license to a full-term license which, in itself, willnot have any
significant effect on areas of interest to SCS.

Para raph 4.1 ~ 1- Station Site

Construction of a new'radwaste building is discussed. In the third
paragraph a discussion should include a statement that topsoil willbe
salvaged, protected and resprea'd during the grading operation.
Prompt vegetating willbe undertaken to prevent erosion of soil during
construction of the building,

Para ra h 5 ~ 1 ~ 2 Transmission-line Environs (a)

"Only selective application of herbicides should be permitted . ~ ~" This
is not only to encourage wildlife-habitat growth but to maintain a good,
vegetative cover to prevent soil erosion.

Para ra h 10 ~ 3 ~ 1 Land Use

This paragraph is summarized.by a statement which says the recrea-
tional potential of the area is meager. In terms of public development,
this statement may be true, but in terms of private recreation, there
is more than meager potential, The paragraph might be modified to
reQect this,



RE: AINE lfILE POINT, NUCLEAR STATION UNIT 1,
NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER* CORPORATION

FOREST SERVICE CORKNTS

We have no information to indicate that the continued operation
of Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station Unit 1 wi11 have any further
adverse effect on forest land beyond that which has already
occurred as a result of construction.

We are interested in the Staff's recommendations on the use of
herbicides for transmission-line maintenance, and are
particularly intrigued by the last one: "No stands of potentially
poisonous plants should be sprayed with herbicides." We are
curious about the basis for this recommendation.
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RONALD W. PCDKRSEN
SIIIST DCPVlY CONNISSIONSR

STATE OF NEW YORK

DEPARTMENT OF

ENVIRON M ENTAL CONS ERVATI ON

ALBANY

August 29, 1973

Dear Sir:

The State of New York has completed its review af the Draft
Environmental Statement Related to the Nine Mile Point Nuclear Power
Plant Unit No. 1", (Docket No. 50-220). The statement was prepared
by the Commission s Directorate of Licensing and issued in July 1973.

In preparing the attached comments, we have taken into consideration
the views of all appropriate State agencies including the New York

'tate Atomic Energy Council. Many of the comments are quite detailed
and directed to very specific points in the draft environmental state-
ment with the intent of clari~ng and improving the Commission's
final environmental statement.

We concur with the findings of the Commission staff as noted in
several sections of the 'draft statement that studies conducted by
the applicant ar'e not suHicient for a reliable assessment of some
aspects 'of probable environmental impacts of plant operation. For
example, the data supplied by Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation are
not definitive enough to ascertain the extent of impact on fish
resources as a result of plant operation.

The deficiencies noted in the attached comments, and those discussed
by the Commission staH in Section 6 of the- draft environmental state-
ment, indicate that additional information should be furnished to
assess the long-texm impact of plant operation on aquatic life. Until
suHicient data using reliable methods of sampling and accurate
assessment of this information are provided to generate a reasonable
level of data confidence, we cannot concur with the Commission staff
conclusion that a full-term operating license should be granted.
However, if the Commission issues a full-term operating license

under'hese

circumstances, the license should be issued only with appro-
'riate conditions to assure protection of the environment.



It is gratifying to note that the statement contains a section on
alternate intake systems. New York State has urged the Commission
to include this infoxmation on several other draft environmental'.
statements.

However, without the infoxmation being available regarding the
~ various intake systems. to be examine'd (p. 9-17), the State cannot
adequately assess the benefits and costs of various systems designed
to reduce one of the plant's most significant environmental impacts.It is requested that the Commission direct their comments on exami-
nation of the suggested alternatives to the applicant and defer the
issuance of a final environmental statement until the information i;s
provided and properly assessed. This information should also be
supplie'd to the various federal and state agencies reviewing the
draft environmental statement. Their comments should also be
solicited foll~dng a review period.

Enclosure

United States Atomic
Energy Commission

Nash&gton, D. C. 2054S

'Attention: Deputy Director for Reactor
Projects, Directorate of
Licensing
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NEW YORK SI'A'IE

on the

U.S. ATQHC ENERGY CQWISSION'S

DRAFT ENVIROhthKVCAL STATE KNT

for

NINE h1ILE POINT MJCLEAR SI'ATION

UNIT NO, 1

1. General Corrment

After re'.mewing the Applicant's Environmental Report and the AEC's draft

statement, and observing the fish impingement study at the plant, three things

are apparent:

1. A large 'number of fish have been ~inged on the traveling screens;

2. A varying, but considerable portion of these come off the screens

alive;

3. The process of returning impinged fish to the lake probably kills

the remaining fish.

Three changes in plant and its operation would appear to reduce the kill
of impinged fish. First, the normal schedule calls for the traveling screens

.to be stationary 57 minutes of each hour. Therefore, impinged fish are held

against the screens for a considerable time. If the screens were traveling

continuously, the impingement time would 'be greatly reduced with fewer fish

dying on the screens. Second, the screens are cleaned with a very high velocity

spray, which reeves fish fram the screens and slams them against the housing.

It is felt, that the spray velocity could be reduced substantially and still
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insure cleaning of the screens. If the fish were removed gently, fewer would

die in this process. M.rd, the fish and debris from the screens flow directly

into the discnarge, with a temperature as much as 31.2'F above the water they

just left. 'Ihe fish are in the discharge tunnel at this temperature for about

two minutes, and at reduced temperatures of the plume Sor an additional varying

period. This same discharge is periodically used for disposal of chemical

wastes from the laundry, regeneration wastes (page 3-33), floor drains (page 3-

16), and waste collector system (page 3-13).

It is felt, that the combined effect of being held for up to 57 minutes

on the screens, being slammed against the housing, and then placed in the

heated and ch;:mical discharge for two plus minutes, kills most of the impinged

fish. Further, it is 'Selt, that this kill could be reduced substantially, by

cleaning the creens continuously with a reduced spray velocity and returning

the fish through a separate sluiceway to the lake away from the intake and dis-

charge areas.

It should be noted, that such, measures willnot insure that all fish will
survive. Some impinged fish will die, and studies will have to be carried out

after these. modifications go in. effect to determine the magnitude and signi-
I

ficance of fish.killed by impingement.

Any decision on alternate intake designs should, hoover, be made following

the submittal by the applicant of infoxmation on alternate intake systems as
l

suggested on Page 9-17. The above recommendations, however, should be imple-

mented to reduce the fish kills until such decisions are made.
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2. Summa and Conclusions Page iii*- License Conditions

. Any Commission full tean operating license for this facility should be

appropriately conditioned to assure that the upgraded radwaste systems

are installed in the most timely manner and further proven to operate

within their design parameters.

~ 3; General Comment

It is stated that the staff is of the opinion that the applicant's

monitoring program to date has not shown that the'intake system will avoid =

substantial fish kills, with subsequent lac'< of confidence on the impact of

fish populations in the Nine, Mile Point are . It is further stated that'he

applicant will be required to perform intensive monitoring at some unstated

future time to determine the seriousness of this fish-killproblem. In

addition, it is stated that the applicant has presented no alternatives to

the design of the present intake system. Based on these 'statements, and the

conservation assumption that the intensive monitoring program will reflect
'that the present intake system will not prevent "substantial" fish kills, it
is considered prudent that the U. S. AEC require that the applicant implement ,

~ the intensive monitoring program as soon as possible, so that redesign of the

intake system, if required, can be accomplished with appropriate disptach.
r
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4. General Coranent

With the construction of proposed Nine hG.le Point Unit ho. 2, the

circulating water system for Unit No. 1 will be modified to a combined dis-

charge system for both units. A discussion should be presented of theI

projected combined discharge velocity and thermal dilution improvements of

the combined discharge system. The State. s review of this report is
obviously irdluenced by. the fact that the applicant has this commitment.

S. General Conment

A discussion of the applicant's present and proposed energy conservation

efforts should be included in the Environmental Statement.

0. General
Courant'ost

of the comments the State previously forwarded to the U. S. Atomic

Energy Comm-ssion on the Nine h1ile Point Unit 2 and James A. FitzPatrick

Plant draft environmental statements regarding thermal/hydraulic water
r

quality considerations are applicable to this draft environmental statement.

7. General Comment

A discussion of the effects that the construction and operation of the

station has had on the local comnunity should be included in'he Environmental

Statement. The impact on schools, housing, local roads, etc., with a statement
p

on the net societal impact should be addressed in this discussion.

S. General Comment

Ther'e're numerous editorial. oversights throughout the document.. For
p

'xample: p

Pd p d
' d *' dd rd d.

1-1, 2-1, etc. M.s is consistent with other environmental statements

such as Ginna's Draft of April 1973, and FitzPatrick's Final of hfarch 1973.
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b. Cover - the word "Energy" is missing in the t.itle 'United States

Atomic Energy Commission."
d

c. Section 3.5.1.2, Pa e 3-16 - The first word of the paragraph should

be "In" instead of "An."
d

d. Fi re 2.5 Pa e 2-9; Fi e 3.2 Pa e 3-3, and Fi re 3.14 'a e 3-38

e.

The poor quality of the photographs in Figures 2.5, 3.2 .and 3.14 does

little to promote the aesthetic features. of the facility.
Nuclide Symbols - A consistent set of cols should be used to identify
radionuclides 'in Tables 3.2, 3.3, 3.6, 3.7, and 5.3

d .:.. ~dd dd . d dd,d d

duces a n.:w fish to the Lake Ontario f.tshery, the "allleye."
9. Summa and Conclusions Pa e i and Introd tction, Pa e l-l (not page numbered) .

d'Ihese section" note that 1850 i~Mt is requir d to produce 610 Mfe net. 'Ihe 610

Nfe net is questioned, since other Nine Mile Point Unit No. 1 documents (i.e.,
s

U. S. AEC RO Inquiry Report No. 50-220/72-110 of ll/21/72) note a higher than

610 Mfe output.

10. Summa and Conclusions B Pa e iv, suggests that studies be conducted to

"... evaluate the magnitude of the fish-killproblem." Ne submit that the

fish kill is large (Table 5.12, page 5-33) and that some steps, as outlined
I

above, be taken to reduce the kill immediately. Then conduct a monitoring

program to determine the extent to which Nine Nile Point is still killing
fish, and the effect of this kill on the local populations and on. Lake Ontario,

11. Summa and Conclusions Pa e iv - The fifth Technical Specification Require-

ment should b'e expanded to read, "The Applicant will conduct a terrestrial '

. monitoring program to,detezmine the environmental effects of the use

of'erbicidesfor -line maintenance. Particular attention should be iven to



A-25

-6-

11. '(continued)

ve etation which fi res si ficantl in the'life- cle of valued wildlife

cies which ma 'occ this ri ht-of-wa . The program .

and Conclusions, Pa~e iii - License Conditions

The 500-foot wide cleared transmission line corridor has a significant
A

and disturbing visual impact. The applicant should be required, as a

condition of full-term licensing,. to alleviate this. situation by means of

planting. Trees of limited height potent'-al, and shrubs, planted in groups

at selected spots where long, straight secuons of the corridor occur, will
reduce the tunnel-like aspect. Species of trees and shrubs having wild ife

benefits should be used.

Similar plantings should be made at points where the corridor is i". ter-

sected by a road or stream.

13. Table l-l Pa e 1-4

~ .Pexmits from the N.Y.S. Department of Environmental Conservation are

needed for the standby diesel generators and fire pump.

14. Section 2.2 Page 2-7

It is stated that the entire shoreline north of Unit 1 will be accessible

to the public. This is not clear, since the Environmental Report notes that

most of the site area has only recreational possibilities, except for that

'estricted area in the immediate vicinity of the generating station which

includes the Station's immediate shoreline.

15. Section 2.4 Page 2-8

'Ihe phenomena of bedrock "pop-up" should be briefly discussed in this section.

'Ihe discussion should include statements that the applicant (PSAR for Unit 2)
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15. (continued)

observed no "pop-up" features of consequence during Unit 1 excayation, and

that the closest reported features of consequence are near Lamille, approxi-

mately 50 miles northeast'of the site.

16. Section 2.5.2, Pa es 2-10 and 2-.11

Paragraph 3 and Figure 2.6 note that Lake Ontario has a maximum surface

temperature of 72'F during summer. Paragraph 2 of Section 3.4'Page 3-7)

states that &e intake water temperature varies with the season from 33 to 77'F.

Initial imp,".ct implies a descrepancy (this -impact is further substantiated by

statements that vertical thermal stratification exists during the summer,
t

and that the intake structure is a minimum of 15 feet below the surface) unless

it is clarified (as in the FitzPatrick Environmental Technical Specifications)

~ that: (1) the 77'F temperature is the maximum recorded Lake temperature, and

(2) that. 77'." is the conservative design basis for establishing the maximum

allowable discharge temperature.

17. Section 3.2 Pa e 3

It is stated that the reactor has a Stretch rating of 1880 Milt, corres

ponding to 0 net electrical output of 610 Nfe. This is questioned, since

'recedingsections (Page l-l and i) note that these are rated. values:

18. Section 3.3 . Page 3-4

It is stated that the applicarit proposes to use a high pressure water

flush or other mechanical means to prevent fouling of the condensers. This

"is not clear, since high pressure water flushing is not considered mechanical

cleaning.
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19. Fi re 3.3 Pa e 3-5

The figure appears to depict the existing, and not the upgraded, liquid

radueste system because floor drain sample tank drains are shown going directly

to the circulating water system discharge. Thus it should be noted, at least

for the radwaste portion of the water-usage flow figure, that the existing

system is depicted. In addition, the discharge canal, screen house and

discharge tunnel should be labeled to clarify where effluent discharges inter-

face with the circulating water discharge system.

20. Fi re 3.4 Pa e 3-6

'Figure 3.4 is entitled "Circulating t<ater System: Plan."

It is recommended that thi.s title be modif .ed to "Intake and discharge : tructure

locations: Plan." . This title more correctly describes that portion of the

cooling water system depicted, and is cons'stent with the description contained

in Section 3.4. In addition, for clarity (Reference Figure 3.4 of FitzPatrick s

Final Environmental Statement dated hfarch, 1973) the intake and discharge tunnels

should be labeled, and after "intake" and "discharge" the word "structure"

added.

21. Section 3.4:1 Pa' 3-7
I

The following clarifications and corrections should be made:

a. For clarity and for consistency with Section 3.4.2, it should be noted

that the intake structure is located about 850 feet offshore.

b. It is stated that the intake tunnel has a 74 square-foot cross section.

About 78 square-feet more accurately describes the cross section of the

10'foot diameter intake tunnel.

c. "Diagrammatic Sketch" better describes the screenwall shem in Figure '3.6
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21. (continued)

c. (continued)

than "Schematic Diagram." Schematic Diagram intonates single line

(wiring, piping, etc.) depictions. 'Ihe title of Figure 3.6 should also

be changed.

d. It should be clarified that the noted 8 fps velocity through the intaRe

tunnel is a design velocity based on the cooling water flow requirerents

for mxhttutn power output.'. A description of the traveling screen"s bachuashing sequence and

sluicing operation should be included

22. Section 3.4.2, Pa e 3-7

The following clarifications and corrections should be made:

a. It,should be noted that the discharge ~el is 10 feet in diameter.
'.It is stated that the eHluent has an initial velocity of approximately

4 fps. It is not clear where in the discharge Bow path this eHluent

velocity exists.

23. Fi re 3.6, Pa e 3-9

'IBe senrice water and fire pumps should be labeled on Fi'gure 3.6, since

paragraph 3.4.1 refers to them as being shown of Figure 3.6

24. Table 3.2 Pa e 3-19 - Lists the estimated annual release of radioactivity
in liquid effluents. 'Ihe table does not in'el@de dissolved noble gases.

'ppendix I 10CFRSO states:
A

'"Ihe design objectives guides for liquid eHluents

include limitations on both quantities and concentra-

tions 'of. radioactive material in effluents. The

estimated annual quantity of radioactive material,
'f
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24. (continued)

except tritium, released to unrestricted areas would

be limited to not more than five curies per power

reactor at a site."

The quantities and environmental effects of dissolved noble gases should be
\

evaluated.

25. Table 3.2 Pa~e 3-19

'Ihe isotope Ru-103 is incorrectly ident':fied as Ra-103.

26. Table 3.3 I'ape 3-20 and Table 3.7 Pa e 3-29

A license condition notes that the applicant will complete const'"~ion

of a new rachmste building onsite (expected to be fully operational in late

1975 with the liquid effluent portion being operational in September 1974)

to assure compliance with the "as low as practicable" criteria contained in

10 CFR 50. 7+les 3.3 and 3.7 tabulate estimated annual release of radio-

activity in liquid and gaseous effluents for the upgraded radwaste system.

It is questioned if these releases meet the conditions of NASH-1258-

(numerical Guides for Design Objectives And Limiting Conditions For Operation

To Meet The Criteria "As Low As Practicable" For Radioactive Material In

Light-Nater-Cooled Nuclear Reactor Effluents) for the proposed treatment pro-

vided in the upgraded radtiaste system waste streams. IfM'H-1258 criteria and

conditions are met, it is recommended that this be noted on the concerned

tables and, in addition, briefly discussed in Section 3.

27. Section 3.5.1.6 Pape 3-18

'Ihe applicant's calculations regarding the present liquid waste treatment

system underestimated the actual reported radioactivity, excluding tritium,

in liquid releases by a factor of about fifteen thousand. 'Ihe Environmental



Statement should therefore provide'ore than calculational evidence to

support the contention that radioactivity released from the upgraded liquid
waste treatment system will meet the "as. law as practicable" guidelines.

28. Table 3.3 Pa e 3-20

In column five, the 0:0014 should be replaced by TC-99m.

29. Section 3.5.2.2, Pa e 3-26

The upgraded gaseous waste treatment system shows a single catalytic
recombiner system. Apparently the Table 3.7 does not consider deem time

for the recoabiner system. For the draft environmental statement of the,
Fitzpatrick plant, a down time of ten days per year was considered and con-

siderable noble gases were estimated to be released.

30. Table 3.6 Page 3-27

The isotope ~Kr is listed twice. The second entry should be %r.
31. Section 3.5.3 Page 3-28

The'ection on solid waste should consider the disposal problem as this
was not covered in the Survey of the Nuclear Fuel Cycle". To better evaluate

the disposal problem, the isotopic.breakdem, particularly the alpha content, >

should be presented in order to demonstrate these wastes will meet burial
criteria.

32. Section 3.5.3, Pa e 3-30

'Ihe staff estimate of solid waste based upon experience at other

operating BNR plants is given as 11,000 cubic feet with an activity of
2700 curies. The actual experience at Nine defile Point Unit No. 1 indicates

about the same order of magnitude of total cubic feet with an activity of
approximately 10'0 of the staff. estimate. The reason or significance of this
difference'hould be discussed.
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33. Section 3.8 Pa e 3-3S

It is stated that to allow for probab"e need for a future 345-kV

transmission line, a 500-foot right-of-way was purchased. The future

345-kV transmission line is questioned, since applicant s testimony (Garey,

NYS Public Service Commission Case 26251, Tr Page Sm 4657 of January 26,

1973), and the Final Environmental Statement for Unit 2 note that the pro-

.posed future transmission line is 765-kV.

34. Section 4.1.1 Pa e 4-1

The first paragraph states, "The applicant established 130 acres of tl site

as a wildlife habitat in 1969 by posting tI e northwest corner of the s te."

Supplement 1, of the applicant's environme >tal report refers to this area as

a "natural wildlife refuge" (page S1.5-1). The problem here is use of terms

and intent. It would seem that the reason for .posting was safety concerns

for the visitor center and there is no argument against that. However, if
'that's the case, state it. They certainly did not "...establish ...

P

wildlife habitat... by posting..." and it is questionable that they established

a natural wildlife refuge with an active visitor center involved. It would be

very desirable at some time to have an active wildlife'management program on

the 855 acres available, but until this is .the case, no such inference should

be made.

35. Section 4.1..1 Pa e 4-1

It is stated that no impacts on neighboring lands will result from con-

struction of the radwaste building and that the effects will be temporary.

Yet, the rad>ate building will take approximately Oio years to complete, the

James A. FatzPatrick plant will be under construction nearby and additional
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35. (continued)

plants may be constructed in the vicinity; 'Ihe synergetic effect might be

a continuing emrironmental impact from construction noise. ,

36. Section 4.1.2 Pa e 4-1

We note that the station is connected to the Applicant's system by two

345kV transmission lines and the right-of-way is planned for an additional

765 kV line. The Final Environmental Stat~ment should present data on the

sound levels produced by -these lines. The intention of the Applicant with

regard to the possible installation of higher voltage lines and the resulting

potential fcr increased sound levels should. also be stated in the Final

Environmental Statement.

37. Section 4.1.', Pa e 4-2,
't

should be noted that the exsiting 500-foot corridor accommodates two

345-kV transmission lines to the Clay Substation. In addition, it should

also be noted that with construction of proposed Nine Mile Point Unit 2,

at least a portion of the eastern. edge of the existing corridor would have to

be extended to accommodate a new 765-kV transmission line.

38. Section 5.1:2 Transmission Lines

We concur with the fact that„the Applicant did not have the benefit of

the State of New York Department of Environmental Conservation. guidelines and

recommendations for transmission line location and construction (as stated .in

Section 4.1.2) when the original 500 ft. corridor was selected and cleared

(the Nine Mile Point Unit-Clay Circuit). However, this does not preclude the

use, of said guidelines in the maintenance of the transmission lines which are

a part of the referenced documents.



A-33

- 14-

38. (continued)

Accordingly, kindly consider the folledng in the preparation of an

environmental maintenance management plan for this installation:

a.) "It is recognized that it will be necessary for the applicant to

periodically aspect the transmission line and the roach'nd
to maintain said line and roadway to insure the safe transmission

of power."

b.) Danger trees, as determined by the designated representatives of

the applicant and the regulatory agency, may be cut as long as
4

conditions and limitations for such mtting are established prior

to the start of operation.

c.) Native vegetation, particularly that of value to fish and wildlife,

which was saved during construction or has since reproduced to

natural growing conditions and does not pose a hazard to the facility
should be allowed to grow, and in critical areas should be planted

in the right-of-way.

d.) Access roads and service roads should be maintained wi'th native

grass cover, water bars and proper slope in a manner which the

designated representatives of the'pplicant and the regulatory

agency deem sufficient to prevent soil erosion.

e;) Burning will not be permitted during maintenance operation.

f.) The prevention and control of environmental noise pollution

resulting from maintenance operations and the operation of the

high voltage transmission line should conform with Mw York State'

proposed regulations.
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g.) Maintenance or land management of the right-of-way in many

instances can be best accomplished by encouraging the owner or

former owner to continue his land use insofar as it is compatible

with the Applicant's objectives. Such land use might be the

raising of various crops, grazing, and recreational uses.

39. Section 5.1.2

The folloivzng are recanmended modifications to Section 5.1.2 of the

Draft Environmental Statement for Nine defile Point Unit l. A Technical
I

Specification for the Nine Mile Point Unit 1. should be developed using

this section as modified:

a. Section 5.1.2 (b) - change "should" to "shall"

b. Section 5.1.2 (c) - change to "Treatment shall not be more than onc

every 4 years."

c. Section 5.1.2 (d) - ch'ange "should" to "shall"

d; Section 5.1.2 (e)- tf tt tt

e. Section 5.1.2 (f)-
and add at end "and their written approval secured."

Section 5.1.2 (g) - Add sentence at end - "Allpesticide applicators

shall be certified applicators under State provisions and shall comply

with applicable State standards."

40. Section 5.1.2, Pa e 5-2

g. Section 5.1.2 (h) - No "safe" dioxin level has been established.

h. Section 5.1.2 (i) - Add phrase at end - "and action taken to ensure, that

drift,or volatilization be held to. a minimum for future applications."

It is stated that 'iso stands of potentially poisonous plants should be

sprayed with herbicides." Ne are curious about the basis for this recom-

mendation.
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40. (continued)

Recomendation (j) should'be expanded to include a list of potentially

poisonous plants.

41. Section 5.2.4 Pa e 5-12

In paragraph an, the macimum allowable gross beta activity should be

corrected to 1000 picocuries per liter rather than the stated 100 picocuries

42. Section 5.5.1 Pa e 5-31

The discussion of environmental noise is inadequate. A survey should be

made of sound levels in and around the plant to determine sound 1evels created

during various modes of plant operation. .he survey should include sound

levels associated with high voltage tran~ssion facilities. Results of: the

survey would permit an evaluation of the sound level impact from this plant,

and would be useful in evaluating the potential impact of proposed Unit 2.

Xt is suggested that a sound level study be required of the applicant, and

tnat a statement to that effect (as recommended in comment No. 44) could be

added to the Technical Specification Requirements on page iv of the Draft

Environmental Statement.

43. ~Pa e 5-31

It is stated that, "The Applicant's measurements of sound intensity indi-

cated that the maximum sound produced at the site boundaries was from the

transformer at all locations; sound intensity from the transfoxmer was equal to

or less than the background noise." The acoustical environmental impact

evaluation should be presented in accordance with Part 75 of Subchapter E of

the NYS Public Service Commission Interim Rules for Certificates of Ennron-

mental Compatibility and Public heed for Steam Electric Generation Facilities.
I
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43. (continued)

It is noted that transfoxmers generally radiate pure tones which are more

annoying than broad band noise of the same energy content.

44. ~Pe e 5-31

The environmental technical specifications for Nine Mile Point Unit 1

should include the following:

OBJECZIVES

To detexmine.the sound levels created during noxmal plant operations at and

beyond the plant boundaries.

SPECIFICATIONS

A sound survey shall be made around the plant in accordance with Part 75 of

Subchapter E of the Interim Rules for Certificates of Environmental Compatibi-

lity and Public Need for Steam Electric Generation Facilities of the Public

Service CorxCission. These measurements shall be taken following initial full
power operation. The results shall be evaluated by the applicant and a report

with the appropriate recommendations as to the future of the program shall be,

submitted to the Directorate of Licensing and the New York State Environmental'

Consexvytion Department for consideration.

BASES

The sound survey shall show the extent to which the plant affects the ambient

noise in surrounding land uses. 'Ibis infoxmation is needed to insure that the

plant conforms to noise rules and regulations of the New York State Environ-

mental Consexvation Department: The infoxmation will also be useful to the

surrounding comunities'or land -use planning decisions. In addition, if a

second plant is proposed the data willbe needed for preparation of. the

Environmental Impact Statement for that plant.
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The above sound survey and subsequent evaluation should be completed prior

to issuance of a Full Tenn License.

45. Section 5.5.2 a. Intake Effects a~e 5-31.

The fourth sentence, 2nd paragraph implies that alewives and 'smelt

amounted to 82'f the fish species which were impinged. Actually,. these

2 species are only 6.7~a of the 30 species collected. Of the 12,987 fish

collected during the impingement studies, 82< were smelt or alewives.

dd. '.. *. & H' dodd.
The description given here of remova of fish from the traveling screens

differs fry': the process observed at the plant. This statement infers that

impinged fisn removed from the traveling screens "...collect in the trash pit
along with the debris," and that "The "ecological death" of these stressed

'd

and disabled fish appears inevitable." In obsexvation of this process, the

fish were removed from the screens by a high velocity spray, slammed against

the housing and went directly to the discharge. A large percent of these

impinged fish were alive as they entered the discharge. We submit, that

ecological death is not inevitable, and that'minor modifications suggested

(comment Itl) above would save many of these,

The theme of the last paragraph of this section was covered in comment

810.

47. ~Pa e 3-36

It is stated that "mechanical stress does not appear to be significant

at moderate lake temperatures (50'-59'F), yet there is no statement of the

effects of mechanica1 stress at other temperatures. 'Ihe draft environmental

statement should. discuss these effects also.'
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48. Section 5.5.2 b. Entrainment Effects Pa e 5-37

The last three sentences of this section, page 5-37, aptly sum up

the subject of entrainment, particularly of fish eggs and larvae, at Nine Mile

Point 81. This should be added to Summary and Conclusions, page i at the

bottan of the page.

49. Section 5.5.2 c Thermal dischar es Effects (1) Fishes. Pa e 5-37

The staff makes several references to preferred temperatures of fish.
C.

The statements are correct. However,,it should be noted in this section,

that these preferred temperatures are determined for the most part, by very

short term laboratory experiments. And th"t they only indicate temperatures

fish„preferred over temperatures they werc acclimated to at the time.

Preferred temperatures in this context may or may not indicate biologically

desirable terrgeratures for growth, maturation, reproduction, etc.

50. Section 5.5.2 c. (1) Fishes to of a e 5-38.
f

'Ihe statement is made that occasional small fish may travel into lethal

temperatures. This may or may not'have any basis and references for this

statement would be appreciated.

51. Section 6.1 A uatic Monitorin Pro ram. a e 6-l

The 3rd sentence of the general statement infers that fish distributions

and food preferences are known to some extent. This doesn't seem to be a fact.

A better statement might be that..."Only since May 1970, has the applicant
- collected data that could lead to fish distribution, food...,"

52. Section 6.1 c. Fishes 1st ara ra h a e 6-2.,

In all biological monitoring programs, the need for standardization, where

desirable, of methods of data recording and analysis sixth past and on-going



52. (continued)

Lake Ontario studies such as the International Field Year in the Great Lakes

and the Department of Environmental Conservation, Cape Vincent studies should

be stressed. There are considerable data available and being collected which

would be valuable for evaluation of the Nine Mile Point monitoring. However,

these could only be used when the Nine Mile Point data were comparable. For

examp3.e, most studies on the Lake using gi'1 nets indicate that an ll-mesh

experimental gill net samples species and sizes the best. This is the gear

used by the DEC, Federal studies, and otImrs, however, the applicant has been

using a 5-mesh net.

Toward the end of this paragraph, the Staff suggests seining along the

shore. Trap nets (frequently tended) would be better to sample this situation.

In order to alleviate the possibility of an incomplete or distorted

monitoring and assessment program, it is recommended, that the applicant review

these programs with this Department, before starting studies, and periodically

throughout the study.

53. Section 6.1 c.'ishes a e 6-3 1st ara ra h.

Me fully agree with the Staff's statement on the value of echo sounder

data. Ne recommend that further studies, be designed to evaluate what data

is actually being recorded by the echo sounder, e.g., species, size" of*fish

recorded at various depths, size of fish that are not recorded at various

depths, and conditions that alter recording patterns.

54. Section 6.1 c. Fishes a e 6-3 3rd sara ra h.

The food-preference study will have no value ifgill netted fish are'used.

Fish in gill nets',tend to loose food in the net and their gut contents give a
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.54. (continued)

biased view of food habits. Fish for this type of analysis need to be

captured and worked up very fast to-get an accurate picture of food habits.

In this same paragraph, the 5th line from the bottom, "important species"

should not be limited to "commercial" importance.

55. Section 6.1 f. Entrainment Studies a e 6-4..

It should be emphasized that samples be taken with appropriate gear

close to and at the level of the intake in the lake as well as the intake

and discharge wells.
C

66. ~Pa e 9-9

It is stated that the Applicant has made a specific design study of

natural and forced draft cooling towers and that one of the disadvantages;of forced-

draft towers is more noise. 'Ibis disadvantage=should be quantified'in t:xms of the

increased numbers of persons exposed to various sound levels if forced dxaft

cooling towers were utilized.
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Dear Mr. Muller:

This is in response to your request of July 5, 1973, 'for comments on
the environmental statement for the Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station
Unit 1. Pursuant to its responsibilities under Section 102(2)(C) of
the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, the Advisory Council on.,

Historic Preservation has determined 'that your draft environmental
statement appears adequate regarding our area of expertise and we have
no further comments to make. ~
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTALPROTECTION AGENCY
V/ASHINGTON. D.C. 20460

V SEP i373
50-220

QIMr. L. I!arming tluntzihg
Director of Regulation
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
Hashington, D. C. 20545

Dear Mr. Huntzing:

[tI I lLi
SEP j.O !973"
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p;:;u,ill
lion $0;IIB S

OFFICE OF TII/
AOMINISTAATOI

The Environmental Protection Agency has reviewed the
draft environmental impact statement for the fline Nile
Point i'luclear Stat;ion, Unit 1. 'This statement was issued
in conj, unction with the'utility's application for con-version'f its provisional operating license to a full-term
1 i c e n's e'.

He concur pith the A E C staff o p i n i o n th a t the e x i s t i n gmonitoring program for assessing the extent of i mp i n g e me n t
a n d e n t r a i nm e n t losses i s i n a de o u a t e . , He agree w i th the
A E C s t a ff' re c o mime n d a t i o n th a t t h i s p ro 0 r am be s u b s t a n t i a 1 1 y
expanded . Because of t h i s lack of i n fo rina t i o n concerning
the effects of the plant on the b i o ta of the re ce i y i n g waters ,
a complete a s s e s s me n t of the p 1 a n t ' environmental i m p a c t i s
n o t p o s s i b 1 e . C o n s e o u e n t 1 y , it is o u r re c omme n d a t i o n that
the fi n a 1 impact s t a teme n t n o t be o ro c e s s e d a n d the fu 1 1-
term o p e r a t i n g 1 i c e n s e n o t be granted u n t i 1 a fte r c o m p 1 e t i o n =

of the mo n i to r i n q program a n d an a 1 ys i s of the re s u 1 t s . In
the i n t e r i m , 'he p 1 a n t should co nt i n u e t o o p e r a te under i t s ,

p ro v i s i o n a 1 1 i cense .

The cooling system as n ow o p e r a te d causes a v i o 1 a t i o n
of the New Y 0 r k S t a t e criteria for t h e r m a 1 d i s c h a r g e s . He
a n t i c i p a t e that this d i s c h a r g e would be in v i o 1 a t i o n of a
revision t o Federal - State standards under the Federal Hater
P o 1 1 u t i o n Control Ac t Amendments o f l 9 7 2 ( FliP C A ) a n d w o u 1 d ,
in a 1 1 p ro b a b i 1 i ty , fail t o meet e ff1 u e n t g u i d e 1 i n e s under
the F!IP C A wh e n t h ey a re promulgated . He recommend , there-
fore , t h a t the applicant e v a 1 u a t e a 1 te rn a t i v e h e a t d i s s i p a - '

i o n systems for t h i s
" fa c i 1 i ty .

The fact that a c t u a 1 operating experience h a s re s u 1 t e d
in h i g h e r' i q u i d re 1 e a s e s than those calculated leads u s to



question the applicability of the AEC standard model
for'valuatingliquid radwaste systems. .The final statement

should address specifically what equipment deficiencies
have occurred and what corr'ective actions have been taken,
or what commitments have been made to take such actions,
which will insure that the liquid radwaste equi pment will
perform as designed.

After an examination of the disparity between AEC
estimates of'uries released and the relative percentages

~ of critical isotopes reported in the 1'971 and 1972 operating
reports for the station, we question the validity of some

~ of the basic 'assumptions used by. the AEC in their dose cal-
culations for this nuclear station. Use of the. standard
AEC dose model is acceptable oddly if it adequately reflects
reported operational releases from the station .since 1972.
This discrepancy should be rectified in the final statement.

O'er detailed comments on this draft statement are
enc16sdd. ~ In, light of our review of this statement and in
accordance with 'EPA procedure, we'have classifi,ed the proj-
ect as ER (Environmental Reservations) and rated the draft
statement as Category 2 i(Insufficient Information). lie
would, be pleased to discuss our classification or comments
with you or members of your staff..

'Sin ce r el y. yo urs,

Pc/~~ jA .

-~hel don tteyers
Director
Office of- Federal Activities

Enclosure
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IHTRODUCTIC'< /'.il0 CG! iCLUS IO,"iS

The Environmental Protection Ago'ncy (EPA} has reviewed the draft

environmental i!epact statement for the iiine hile Point i"uclear Station

Unit I prepaved by the U.S. Atomic Energy Commission (AEC) and issued on

July 5, 19/3. Following. are our'ajor conclus.ions:

l. The pr6posod augmented radioactive waste managemeni: system is

expected-to 14)it radioactive veleases to a, level that can be

consi dered "as 1 ow as practi cabl e, "

2. Operating data from this plant lead us to question
the'pplicabilityof th AEC standard riodel fov evaluating the liquid

radwaste treatment systems. The 'final statement should address,

specifically, what equipment d ficiencies have occurred and what

corrective actions have been tai;en or are committed to, which will

insui = that the: 1 iquid i adwaste equipmint wi >1 per> Gvm as des iuneu.

3. After an examination of tiie'cuvies released and the relatis'e-

pevcentages of cvitical i'sotopes vepo!'ted in the 1971 aiid 1972

opevating reports fov the station, we cuestion the validity of some.

of the basic assumptions used by the AEC in their dose, calculations

for this nucleav station. Use of the standard AEC dose model is

acceptable only if it adequately reflects reported operational

releases frcm the station since 1972.
H

4. 1't:e existing monitoring program fov assessing the extent of

impingem..nt and entrainment losses is 'inadequate. 'He. concur with

the AEC staff's recommendation that this program be substantially

expanded.



5. Owing to the lack of inform'ation concerning the effects of the

plant on the biota of the receiving water, a co!r!delete assess...ent of.-

the plant's e»vironmontal impact is not possible. Consequently, it
is our recommendation that the final statem nt 'not be processed and the

full-germ operating license not .be granted until after. completion of the

monitoring progrci and analysis of the results. In the interim, the

plant should continue to operate under. its provisional license.

6. The cooling system as presently d'esigned will cause llew York

State criteria for thermal effluents to be grossly exceeded.
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RADIO!.Ol'ICAf. h.".PLOTS

Radioactive l".aste fi-nape",!ent

The radioactive waste manage . nt systems currently being utilized in

tf;e fiine Nile Point,fnuclear Station Unit 1 are'not representative of

current practice. However, th.. proposed augmented radioact.ive waste

systems includ "state-of-the-art" techno'fogy and, if properly operated

and maintained consi'stent with 10 CFR Part 50, the dischavges should be

"as low as pvacticable'."

As noted on page 3-18 of the draft statement, "Op rating experience

to date has resulted in higher liquid releases than those calculated.
1

The oper<sting maintena!!ce veport indicates that the radwa te equipment

has not perfcvmed according to design." These de iciencics ~ould be due

to a vaviety of causes, such a a lack of co'll()onent reliability causivg

excess leal:ag, ov failure to achieve expected decontamination factcrs.

On the other'hand, thi problems that have occurred may be peculi«r to

the Hine hile Point 1 station rathev than the was'te treatment equipment

itselt, due to operational factors. In view of the curvently available

operating exp"vience, we are concerned!iitl! the applicability of the Af,'C

s'tandard model for evaluating the liquid vadwaste system. Th final

statement should addres specifically what deficiencies have occurred

and the corrective actions that have been implementrd, or ave committed
'I

to, which will insure that the liquid releases will be "as. low as

practicabl e."

If corrective action has already been taken, then we would encou! ace

the util 1 zatlon of opevat'ln(J data taken subsequent to that action to
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val ida <c the AEC standard model for the analysis to be made in the final

statep;Qn

Dose Assessme!>t

He ave concern"d with the valid',ty of'sing the AEC standard

assumptions in the dose calculations associated with liquid releases

from th. s .ation in light of the available operating data. This concern

is two.-f'old: 1) th operating data indicate a much greater total

act ivi <y. rcl cQse'l ajld 2) 1avg . vari at i 0 s a e QYident in th percentages

of critical 1 ong-1 ived isotopes ( i sotopi'c mix ) obser ved in operating

data versus the AEC p edi cted vel ..ases. 1 h fol1 owing tabl e i 1 1 ustrates

the pj oblrm:

AEC est";ma'"e of
ex I s ci ng systejj

„.ral rasas

1 971 op vating
data adjusted
to 80"- load
fac<'nva

1972 opej'ating
data adjusted
to 805 1 oad .

far t'or

Isotope
1 972i total Ci

1 971
total ., Ci

1 972
/. tota 1 Ci

Cs-13 -:

Cs-1 37
i~in-54
Co-60
I-1 33

0 '
0 '
0 ~ 11

0
15 ~ 75

0. 036
, 0. 032
0.

00~i'.037

0.63

Accoj dij'gly, thc final statement should

0.70 11.1 4,85
5 5 1 47 29 1 15 51

18,4 8 45 13 6 7 01
'-20.0 9.30 26.0 13.65
- 0.9 0.37 1.95 1.01

use either extrapol ati ons from
4

the ex i sti ng opev< ting data fov the dose cal cul ati ons, ov justi fy the

use of 'th standard AEC model, in order to present a wore veal isti c
I

pictur. of the impact of thi s faci 1 ity.
I

~TI'aAS )Dl'<i tlOA

EPA<,, in i ts c,".vl i cr reviews of the "-: vivo'jm nta'l impact of

tvansporta< ion of radioactive jjatej ial, agveed with the AEC that many

aspects of thi s pvc ". Cm fould best be tvea ted on a generic basi s . The
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generic approach has 1"Qacl)ed the point ):here on Febr.!avy 5, 1973, the

AEC publish"d'for comment in .the Fed'al Rogiste)' vulemaking oroposal

concerning t! e "Environ)'Qntal Effects of Transportation of Fuel and

.!laste from Huclea) Po)ier Reactors." EPi~ co."'I'nted on tile proposed

vulcan"king by a letter to the AEC, dated !larch P2, 1973, anI! by an

appearance at the public h.ai ing on A'pail 2, 1973.

Until such time a..'a geieric rl<le is established, the EPA is

continuing to assess the adequacy of the 'quanti iative estimates of

environmental.radiati'oi1 i))'~pact lesul'ing vo . tran. portation of
I

rad'ioactiye m~terials pvovided in Qnviror)I)ental state));ents. Tl)Q

estimates prov'dcd for this station are deemed adequate based on

currently avail abl ~ ingnvm!tion.

AnaCtnv Arrir). nt~

EPA has e>:?'..)ined the IIEC analysis of accid"I)ts and t!1eir potential
~erist;s <:hich ACC has develo!:Qd.in t!1., cou)'s of its engineering

evaluation of ) eacto)'".1ety in ti 0 desi<')1 Gf ) !clear plai'(ts. Since =

these accid nts are co))mon to all nucleal po"el" plants Gf a gi Yen 'typ

,EPA concurs )lith the AEC's. app) oach to evaluate the environmental risk
g

for each accident class on a gerIeric b"sis. The AEC has in the past and

still conti)1ues to devote extensive. efforts to assuve safety through

'lant design and accid nt analy'ses i)) the licen~jng pvocess on a case-

by-case basis. EPA, .ho;;ever, favors the. additional step non b ing

undertai;en by, t!1e fiEC of a thorough a ~alysis on a more quantitative

basis of th" 1" t k Gf, po 'c) tlal accl(.":)ts in all vange . l.'Q continue to

encou)'age this effort a)'d uvne t!)e HAEC to press for)',avd to its timely
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completion arid publicatiori. EPA b lieves this will result in a better

understaniding of the possibie risks to the environment.
I

In order to provide a fuller «nderstar.ding of the divection of these

efforts, it is requested that the fin I statement (either directly or by

publicly available reference) prov'ide information on the nature,

expected sched«le, and level of effort of t!1ose g neric studies which

are expected to lead to a basis for a -subsequent Dssessmellt by the AEC

concern%'1g the risk from all potcnt1al accid nts classes i,n the Nine
1

.hile Point Stc".tion. It is recogni,". 'hat<.his'ubsequent assessment

may be either generic'or specific i:i riatu;e. d"I:end'.rig'on the outcome of

the generic studies. 'n addition, the finali statemenr. should include an

C'EC

commitri1ent that this assessm"nt wil l. b v.'.ade pu~blicly «vailable

wi'ihin a reasonable time period folio;;:ing co:;.pletion o th" g"-nel'1c
i

~ s~r'<n
~ «vly» 1'i the c bove eri orts 'iI'Mcc'.'» ~ c,nc'.c u«1 'rl a ted rlsl:s

1 /
<",ve being tal;en c.'t tiie l'lllie l'iile Point Station 1'e.are cerfident.that tne

AEC wl 1 1 assul e appvopi i a ce correct i v act i o11, .: Simi1 a.'ly, if EPA i
i

.efforts related to the accident'crea (!ncovel c.li„" envivor~i"~vitally,

unacceptable conditions rela+ d to ~he" safety of the loire iiile Point
1

Station, we will ri1ake ouv views l:nown.



iiOH-RI'.0I OLO(i', CAL tiS.";"CTS

Bi ol oui cal Cons id"r",tiors

-hiI>e ilile Poi!It Unit 1 has been in opevation for 3 1/2 years.

DIIring tiIat period the applicant has., had tlie opportunity to perform

comprehensive monitoring of the biological effects of the once-thvoIIgh

cooling system. Jn particular, complete analyses of losses by impinge-

ment and entrainment could have. been performed and the results made

available at this time. These could have been used as. a basis f'r
judging the accept bility of'h pvesent cooling system design as it
effects the aquatic ecology. Instead, over the 3 1/2 years of the

plant's operation, ti.e applicant has carried out an 'incomplete and .

insu firient mon".'toring program, the results of IIhich are iradequate

, for piirposes of detevaI!ning the environmental impact of the plant's

Opevat'ion.

The inadequacies oi. the'vesent vonitoring,program were indicated

by us in our review. of the draft iII,pact state;reI>t for Vine liile Point

Unit 2. ,To.recapituliate those objections, they ave:

(1) the impingement study characterizes 90 hours out of the

voughly 30,000 that the plant has been operative.

(2) combine« effects of operations I<ith once-through cooling lead

to estim-tes by this office ..(using data submitted) of very

large fish losses .at certain times of the year.

(3) the impIngeII'.ent studies I)eve only don over a limited time'f year.



A-52

(0) no studies at all wire done on entrainment of fish larvae and,

fry. 'his effect, coupled with im~ingement losses i'entioned

above, could conceivably be very severe.

(5) the results of past ei>trainment studies are inadQquate and noi

useful ~

(6) the effect of the plant's operation on the overall aquatic

ecosystem of the area has not been assessed through monitori'>g,,

nor could it be iii the absence of data on impingement and

entrainment losses.

The result, is that information does not exist whic!».ould allow a

determinatio.. of the impact of. the plant's cooling water system on

aquatic organisms.

Indication:- are, however, that significani 1osse's due to entrainme'nt,

a ~ i'"p "i-2'icrt 'i'ill occur "0 oi cui "i'ith t ie " C 'staiii's coiiclusiicii

t! at complete mortality will result to entrained organisms when exposed

to a 32'F temperature i"iso and a transit time of,6 minutes. Fish t;,hich
k

enter through the inta!;e structure are likely to suffer 1COK mortali .y

also, and, since the structure is located in a reoion known to have high

concentraiions of fish, this loss could be substantial. The true extent

of all these losses has not, as we indicated above, been quantif'ied.

Consequently; a judgeme'nt of the impact of the plant on =t!'.e aquatic

ecology-cannot be made.
/

In the Summary and Conclusions section the staff roco;spends that

the applicant undertake a much expanded envirorimental monitoring program

for determining th- "'ant's impact on the aquatic environment. lie concur



with this vocommendation., Certain aspects of his pro vam need further

explanation, however. The portion dealer>g with intake effects does not

describe the duration of the fish monitoring program. Also, the proposed

laboratory entrainm nt studies consider th. effect of temperature but

totally ignore the 7'echanical stvess exp vienced duving a six minute

transit time. This mechanical stress is probably move harmful tflan the

thermal stress and the two in conjunction work synergistically to pro-

duce the actual loss. Thus, in ordev to zcculately determin entrainment

losses a technique shou'ld be developed to Cimul'ate the actual stress

experiehced by entrained organisms.

Since the goal of the proposed monitoring program is to determ',n

the effect of entrainment znd 'impingement. losses. on the lake ecosystem,

the„total impact, of. all plants in the area must be determined. 'Rather
\

sg ppg ate monitoring programs for ljine i;:ile Pnin. Uni s ! avd 'P and

the FitzPatrick plant, a single monitoring effort,for <,ll three plants

should b. instituted. -Thus, impingement ai d entrainmei>t loss data'-from

the three plants could b cdrrelated with.the data fvo",.i a single lake

population study and effects, if any, d termined.
I

The staff precedes thei') recommendation of a monitoring program

with the conclus'ion that (he cuvvent provisional operating license

should be converted to' full-term license. It is stated that this is

the action called fov under the tiational Environmental Policy Act (HEPA).
I

It is our opinion, based on the lack of sufficient infovma.ion with'i,"hich

to assess th'e env'iv'onmental impact of the plant, that the requirements'of

tlEPA have not bein satisfied, and therefore that no action is called for.
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Conside} ing the lack of information, wllicf1 is discussed above, an

evaluation of the environmental i;;.pact of this action, sufficient u»d r
HFPA, is not, possible. f'e do not see the requirements of f'lEPA being

satisfied until the pvoposed monitorring program is completed and tf}«e»e
sufficient data available so that the effects of the nlant can be

assessed. Tl erefore, we vecommend that the full-term license not be

issued until- such tir} as the environmental impact of. the action can be

fully evaluated. Only when the }.equired infovmation is available, should

a final environmental i'o pact stater:. nt be issued as a basis for'the

decision o}} tf!e full-terr!}operating license.

Thermal Consideratiohs

As reported in the EIS, ff w Yorf;-State tf;er}}.ai'ischarge criteria
linit tf}e rise in surface temperature in the veceiving water.to 3'F

l th'f n a 'cll!J f ot ra !ius a ea .(r f: 'cres j f!ith tne pvesen~ di schavre
4

system, tf1'e area encompassed by ti e 3 isotf>er}}} of Unit, 1 varges from
~ /

50 to 400 acvos. Even at the low end of the rapge, tfew York Staiq
\

thevmal criteria are grossly e>;ceed d. It can then be assumed that wi>en

the disci'.argy fro.;} Unit 2 and the discharges from Unit 2 and the Fitz-

Patrick plant are superimposed on the Urrit 1 plume, the situation vill
be worse still.

This EIS barely mentions hand neglects any discussion of the appli-

cant's proposal, co}}tained in the draft statement fov lline Mile Point

Unit 2, to combine the Unit 1 and 2 disc'harges into a single submerged
'I

jet'iffusev. This type of discharge has a significant effect on plum!e

10
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size and would altev considiei ably the, size of tlie pluv.- enccrpassed liy

the 3'sotherm. The way tliat this might afreet coillpllance v'lth tlleYma
!

critevia should have been co1-;Pletely analyz d in tliis draft statei.".ent.

Also the result ol'ny lnteractioi with the plume of the FitzPatricl;

plant should !!ave been, analyzed. Both of ti ese analyses should be

included in the final stater:,ent, and will be considel.ations in (he

issuance by EPA of a Section 402 dischavge permit uiidev the Federal

l~ater Pollution 'Contvol Act (Fi.'PCA).

In accordance with tile Fl;PCA, discharg>s to. navigable watei's are

subject to effliient liinitations reflecting the "best pvacticable contr'ol

technology curielltly available" by July 1, 1977, ov to stvictev limita-

tions if they are iiecessary to r;eet applicable water quality standavds.

By.July 1, 1983, dischavgevs riu.t achieve effluent conti ols veilectiiig

itic best c'vail ab'.e LecllA01 ogy economical iy Qcillcv"b ie. 'IGi" lii t'v"
ffhl coivponent of discharges„a reevalua'tion of. the lir, i tatlons ll:!posed

by the Adiiiinistvatov of EPA is possible under Section 316,
F!'!PCA.)'efinitions

of the technology-based terriis al e sclleduled for prorul-

gation'n October 1973. Tl>e cooling system-as now operated causes a

violation of'xisting criteria, as noted above, and we anticipac tliat

the disc!>arge will be in violation of a revision to Federal-State stand-

ards now pending under the F!!PCA. Fuvthei.r;,ore, tlie discharge would, in

all probability, fail to meat the effluent limitations guidelines, once

promulgated. The applicant s!iould, therefore, evaluate alternative heat

dissipation systeris for this facility, including closed-cycle system.

alternatives, tal;ing iiito account tlie relationship of waste heat effects



trodi Unit II and Fitzpatrick as ';!ell as Unit I. Such evaluation should

be included in the final. staternnt.

Other!!vtev Oualitg Effects

The ht'.C staff has copcluded (page 5-6) irith respect to the increase

in tot<,l dissol,ed solids as a result of plant operation, that "no lat'e-

wid ef'feet ~;ill be discernible." !te vecort".vend, that the applicant

include < n evaluation of local impacts, and justi fy the non-coj",nl i ance

v!ith veqvive!," nts .ov total dissolv d solids levels of the hinirum

Feder<al Hater qua!ity Cviteria and the Intevqational A<,rectient on Great

Lakes! atev Ouality (1'.pril 15, 1972). Th draft stater~ant also recognizes

(page 5-7) th non-corplia: ce of !<'ine !lile Point, Unit I, > "ith rcquire-

llients for the addition of phosphates to 1 ecei ving .!a ters of the !'hnirum

Fedel al !<ai'Qv (~uali ty'viteria and the In"evnaticnal i<greemnt on Great

< ./</6C < I mt n<~ < I/in I N <.iI h %ho 1 / ~ 'lC ~ <'// ~ 1 1 < q al Af I 1
~ v ~ ~ V//4 ~ /<Qvl ~ / VJ / Th4 <<|/// I I i Vll i Jl/Vu < d !II<'< ll </) Ill Ml<' In<<I

r.:"n+, detailed justificatiot> fov th s'notl"co).""pl]ance.

Aiv Qua it~i'nd l.ei<.'coral oqv

sta te-

The-'irp<".ct statel" nt should provide a discussio1 of the rechanical

equipa. nt at the facility vrhich has a potential fov eriitting non-r<.dio-

logical air pollutants. Inf'ormation fov auxiliary boilers and diesel
/

engines should be provided.,relating to size of eouipixnt, fuul type,

fuel analysis, fuel use rate and frequency of use for each type of equip-

mnt,, and pollutant emission. factovs evyloyed in estir~atin'g air pollu-

tant. omissions.

Inforl~~ation should be provided in the final stater.'.ent relative to

the i;.yact of the hign'voltage transrission line ozone pr'.!iction rate

and its pot. itial environ;;.'ntal i~:@acts.

1P..
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The statement should provide a discussion of the existing ambient

air quality and the anticipated ambient air quality v<ith and vrithout the

facili-ty in op ration.

Heteorological material presented in this draft and environm ntal

a'nd .he environmental'tatement for Unit 1 is essentially identical 'to

that presented earlier for Unit 2. Our meteorological cour.".:ants remain

the same as those presented in o '" lett.r of'tray 2~, 1973, on lline )1ile

Point f(uclear Station, Unit II.



FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20426

IN RKPLV REP'ER TO)

50-220

Mr. Daniel R. Muller
Assistant Director for
Environmental Projects .

Directorate of Licensing
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D. C. 20545

Dear Mr. Muller:
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This is in response'to your letter dated July 5, 1973, requesting
comment on the AEC Praft Environmental Statement rel'ating to the
conversion of the current provi.sional operating license to a full-tenn
license to the Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation for the Nine Mile Point
Nuclear Station Unit' (Docket No. 50-220).

.The following comments are made in compliance with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, and the April 23, 1971, Guidelines of
the Council on Environmental Quality, and review the need for the capacity ~

of the 610-megawatt'ine Mile Point Nuclear Unit 1 with regard to the
adequacy and reliability of the affected electric power systems and
related matters.

In preparation of these comments, the Federal Power Commission's
Bureau of Power staff has considered the AEC Draft Environmental State-
ment; the Appli.cant's Environmental Report and Supplements thereto;
related reports made in respo'nse to the Commissi.on's Statement of Policy
on Reliability and Adequacy of Electric Service (Docket No. R-362); and
the staff's analysis of these documents together with related information
from other FPC reports. The staff generally bases its evaluation of
the need for a specific bulk power facility upon long-.term considerations
as well as upon the load-supply situation for the peak'load period
immediately following the availability of the facility. It should be
noted that the useful life of the Nine Mile Point unxt is expected to
be 30 years or more. During that period the uni't will make a significant
contribution to the adequacy of power supply in the Applican't's service

'rea.
The Nine Mile Point Nuclear Unit 1 has been in commercial operation

since December 1969. During the period from December 1969 to December 31,
1971, the unit prod'uced 4,858"billion kilowatt-hours of electric

energy,'nd

during 1972 the unit produced an additional 3>242 billion kilowatt-
hours.
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The Applicant is a member of the New York Power Pool (NYPP), which
coordinates the operation of members'ulk power systems whose combined
service areas serve the entire State o'f New York. The Applicant is also
a member of the Northeast Power Coordinating Council (NPCC), which
coordinates the planning of the members'enerating and transmission
facilities in the area which includes the State of New York, New England
and the provinces of New Brunswick and Ontario. NPCC has established a
reliabilx.ty crite'rion equivalent to a loss of load probability of one
day in ten years. Members of t'e NYPP have agreed that to maintain this

.standard, each member system will maintain installed capacity at least
equal to that requi.red to meet an 18 percent reserve during its most
recent annual peak load.

The Bureau of Power staff has analyzed the effect of the capacity of
Nine Mile Point No. 1 on the winter-peaking Applicant's system for the
1973-1974 Winter Peak Period and the summer-peaking NYPP for the 1974
Summer Peak Period. The following tabulations show the effect of the
Nine Mile Unit 1 on these systems.

NIAGARA MOHAWK SYSTEM 1/
1973-74 WINTER PEAK LOAD PERIOD

With Unit 1 Without Unit 1

Total Owned Capability, Dec. 31, 1972, MW

Share of Roseton No. 1, MW

Share of Roseton No.', MW

Share of Fitzpatrick No. 1, MW

Share=of Blenheim-Gilboa, MW

Other Purchases
Total Capability, MW

Estimated Peak Load,: MW

Reserve MW

Reserve, / of Peak Load

3,251
240
240
295

„ 550
~l'646

"'2222
~5200
1,022

19~7

2,641
240
240
295
550

~1646
5,612
~5200

412
7.9

I'

1/ Niagara Mohawk Form 12 Report For 1972.
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HER YORK POWER POOL
1974 SUMMER PEAK PERIOD 1/

Wi,th Unit 1 Without Unit 1

Total Capability - Megawatts
Net Peak Load » Megawatts
'Reserve Margin - Megawatts
Reserve. Margin - Percent of Peak Load

27,671
220006 2/
5,665

25 '

27,061
22,006 2/
5,055

23.0

1/ Data Source: NPCC Report 383-2 dated 'April 1, 1973.
2/ Coincident Peak Load of 21,930 megawatts increased

by 76 MW as a result of transactions with systems
outside NYPP.

The Niagara Mohawk reserve of 19.7%%u with Nine Mile Point is within
the range usually found satisfactory, but the bare numerical value is
deceptive. Of the 1,646 MW listed under "Other Purchases," 270 MW is
supplied by Rochester Gas & Electric Company, who in turn is relying on
a purchase of 207 MW from Power Authority of'the State of New York.
However, Rochester Gas & Electric Company, according to its 1972 Form 12
Report to the Federal Power Commission, will only have a 5.2/ reserve at
the time of its 1973-74 winter peak. Consequently, of the 1,022 megawatt
reserve that Niagara Mohawk appears to have with Nine Mile Point No. 1,
270 megawatts can be considered of doubtful reliability. Without Nine
Mile Point, Niagara Mohawk would have only a 7.9/. reserve, more than half.
of which would be dependent on a purchase of doubtful reliability. It
is,.therefore essential for Niagara Mohawk's adequacy of'ervice to have
Nine Mile Point No. 1 in opeiation at it's full rated 610 megawatts.

The Applicant's system is integrated with all New York State systems
.through the NYPP and the summer-peaking pool indicates reserves of 25.8
percent of peak load responsibility with the capacity of Unit 1 and 23.0
percent without the unit. During the "week of the summer peaks in 1971
and 1972 the NYPP experienced unavailable capacity'otalling 3,326 megawatts
and 3,581 megawatts, respectively, due to scheduled maintenance, forced
outages, delays in availability of new units and variation of hydro
conditions from median values. If the average of the capacity losses
experienced during the 1971 and 1972 summer peaks existed at the time of
the 1974 summer peak, the reserves on the NYPP system would be reduced
to'10.0 percent with Unit 1 and 7.3 percent„.without the unit.
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During the 1974 summer period, the availability of emergency power
supplies from the neighboring NEPOOL / and PJM /pools may be limited
by the needs of those systems to maintain planned reserve levels. The
limited capacity of the interconnections and the predominantly thermal
systems of NEPOOL and PJM, which axe subject to forced outages, fuel
shortages and operating restrictions due to air quality limitations,
indicate that little capacity reserve would be available from these
areas. The winter-peaking Ontario Hydro system has indicated reserves
after maintenance of 31.3 percent of peak load, totalling 3,490 mega-
watts, and is considered the only available souice of emergency power
supply.

The Nine Mile Point Unit 1 is completed and has been producing
electric power since 1969. In view of the substantial purchases of.
power necessary by the Applicant to meet its system demands, the Bureau
of Power staff recommends that the full-term operating license be
issued to'he Applicant for this unit. Power purchases are an expedient
for meeting elec'tric system demands during construction of new units';
however, purchases are not a satisfactory substitute for adequate base-
load owned generation. Regional reliability is greatly 'improved when
each electric system has adequate installed generating capacity to meet
its system demands and provide reserve capacity.

The use of geothermal power as an alt'ernative to the nuclear unit
was not considered, according to the Draft Environmental Statement
(page 9-1). gn light 'og the fact that gaofjjenaal sources are known to
exist. in New .York and neighboring states, — a discussion of this
alt'ernate would be appropriate.

Hydroelectric power as a substitute for the Nine Mile Point Nuclear
unit would be impractical and inadequate. Although the total generating
capacity that could be made available in New York by the addition of
generators at existing hydro sites and the development of new sites is
some 1,292 megawatts, 4/ this capacity would be scattered over a large
number of sites. The total average annual energy available from all
the sites 4/ would be approximately equal to the annual energy obtainable

1/ New England Power Pool.
2/ Pennsylvania-New Jersey-Maryland Interconnection.
3/ Thermal Springs of the United States and Other Countries of the

World - A Summary. Geological Survey Professional Paper 492. U. S.
Government Printing Office, 1965.

4/ Hydroelectric Power Resources of the United States, January 1, 1972.
Federal Power Commission, FPC P-42.
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from Nine Mile Point No. 1. .However, it is not considered feasible to
dev'clop 'a large number of small hydroelectric sites due to environmental
considerations and public reaction.

The Bureau of Power staff considers that the Nine Mile Point Unit 1
is needed on the Applicant's system to meet the projected loads. In view
of the "substantial power purchases required by Niagara Mohawk Power
Corporation to meet loads;and the -serious consequences of inadequate
installed generating capacity, the staff considers it prudent that a
full-term license be issued to the Applicant for the continued opexation
of the Nine Mile Nuclear Station Unit 1.

Very truly yours,

T A. hi 1 lip
Chief, „Bureau of Powex'
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Vnited States Department of the Interior

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
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ill~]i~
Dear Mr . Muller:

P'hank

you 'for your letter of July 5,. 1973, transmitting copies
of the Atomic Energy Commission's draft. environmental statement
dated July 1973, on environmental considerations for Nine Mile
Point Nuclear Station, Unit 1, Oswego County, New York.

Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station, Unit 1, is the initial compo-
nent of a 2,531 MWe power generating complex located along the
shoreline of Lake Ontario near Syracuse, New York. Unit 1, a
610 MWe plant which began operation in December 1969, will be
complemented by the James A. Pitzpatrick Nuclear Power Plant,
scheduled to begin operation in October 973, and Nine

Mile'ointUnit 2 which is expected to be completed in 1978. Each
facility is designed for once-through"'cooling.

Pish stocks of Lake Ontario have undergone substantial changes
because of modification of vegetation patterns in the wateished,
damming of tributary streams, depletion of the fish stocks by
commercial harvest, introduction of exotic fish species, and
effects of municipal and industrial waste disposal. These
kinds of changes interact to alter the competitive composition
of fish stocks, generally favoring those having lesser value
to man.

The evidence of environmental deterioation is far more marked .

inshore than offshore. By 1950 algae began to foul gill nets
of commercial fisherman, yet oxygen"depletions which are often
associated with such dense algae growth were not detected until
1970. These conditions do not favor successful reproduction
of fish species such as lake, herring and white fish.
The individual and cumulative impacts of once-through power
plant cooling in the area of Nine Mile Point will place an
unwarranted and unacceptable burden on the lake's resources.

qM HOy
t .+o

4

Let's Clean Up America For Our 200th Birthday
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Technology for closed-cycle cooling systems has advanced to a
point wherein the environmental effects; including drift and
blowdown are minimal. - Based on partial and incomplete studies
on the environmental effects of Unit 1, we believe that con-
tinued use of the lake's water for power plant cooling at
Nine;.Mile Point is not in the best public interest.
Our detailea comments are presented according to the format of
the statement or according to specific subjects.

" Summar and Conclusions

Based on the description of the thermal plume given in Section 5
and the'ocations of the intake and discharge facilities, it
is probable that recirculation of the heated effluent will
occur at Unit:,1. We suggest that the impacts associated with
recirculation should be identified in the Summary and
Conclusions Section.

Outdoor Recreation

Our concerns for outdoor recreational development for this
area have been expressed in our previous letters to the AEC
in regard to the James A. Fitzpatrick Nuclear Power Plant and
Unit 2 of Nine Mile Point. We believe that the subject state-
ment should address the possibilities of developing an open
space multiple-use plan for the lands of both power plants.

The plan could be developed by the joint efforts of the
applicant, the Power Authority of the State of New York, the
New York State Conservation Department, and the County of
Oswego. Since the area is only 36 miles from the metropolitan
area of Syracuse; an outdoor recreation plan for a major
p'ortion of the lands appears to be in the public interest. We
are pleased that the applicant has established 130 acres of
the site as a wildlife habitat by posting the northwest corner
of the site.
Additionally, we suggest that consistent with general safety
factors, consideration be given to developing secondary uses
of the transmission right-of-way in the in'terest of outdoor
recreation. This Department's Northeast Regional Office of the
Bureau of Outdoor Recreation will welcome an opportunity to
work with the applicant for such development. BOR's Northeast
Region's office is located at the Federal Building, l421
Cherry Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 19102.
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To o r'a h and Geolo

The brief section«on geology and topography .is inadequate for
an independent assessment of how these, major elements of the
environment relate to Unit 1. The distribution and thickness

- of surficial deposits and physical properties of rocks 'and soils
should be summarized, particularly as they relate to design,
construction, slope stability, and er osion. A topographic
and geologic map should be included.

The seismic-design,,parameters and the methods of their derivation
are not mentioned. Since at least 13 earthquakes have occurred
within 50 miles of the station over a period of 110 years, in-
cluding one with an intensity of VI .on the modified Mercalli
scale the final environmental statement should state specifically
what seismic -design criteria were used i%i construction of Unit 1
and what environmental effects are predicted from future earth-
quakes.

The statement is made on page 2-8 that "the relationship of
site seismology to the safety of the Station, its design, and
seismic design criteria have been considered in detail by the
Staff in the safety review." We do not feel that environ-
mental concerns related to seismol'ogy are satisfied, by this
statement or other discussions of seismology in the, report.

The draft environmental statements for both the Nine Mile Point
Nuclear Power Station Unit 2 and the James A. Fitzpatrick
Nuclear Power P3.ant concluded that the site is, located in an
inactive seismic region. Our letter of April 1973, advised
you that the Nine Mile Point Plant is shown in damage zone 2

(moderate damage) on a seismic zoning map dated 1969 (U.S.
Coast and Geodetic Survey).

Based on these considerations we believe -that. this environmental
statement should present a more comprehensive summary of the
regional and local site geology, and should specify how the
geologic and seismologic analyses have been taken into'ccount.
In this respect, we note that the AEC has published "Seismic
and Geologic Siting Criteria for Nuclear Power Plants" (Pro-
posed Appendix A, 10 CFR 100, Federal Re ister, November 25, 1971)
which prescribe the nature of requa.re: invest gations. The
impact statement should clearly. specify whether these criteria
have been applied to the Nine Mile Point site.
Lake Water H drolo

Additional information should be included in this section to
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describe the temperature stratifications and development of-
thermoclines in the area of Nine Mile Point. Descriptive
information regarding .this subject is included in. Technical
Report No. 14 from the Great Lakes Fishery Commission, enti-tled "Limnological Survey of Lake Ontario, 1964." This
publication is dated April 1969, and is available from the
Great Lakes Fishery Commission, Ann Arbor, Michigan.
A'u'atic'colo
Because this section is heavily dependent upon information
available in the literature, we believe that data and infor-
mation in Technical Repo'rt No. 23 from the Great Lakes
Fishery Commission, entitled, "A Review of Changes in the
Fish Species Composition of Lake Ontario" dated January 1973,
should be referenced also. Information contained in this
report relates to the spawning characteristics of the whitefish and lake herring as well as other fishes. Also, fish
species such as the white fish, lake herring and the yellow
perch require tern'peratures less than 4 C during winter per iods
to successfully reproduce. Exposing adults and eggs and
larvae to temperatures higher than those which naturally occur
during winter periods may cause deformities'to develop eitherin the egg or larval stages. Although data are not,available
on the requirements of closely related species such as
sauger and walleye, these and other species may have their
reproductive potential impaired by increases in seasonal
temperatures. Reference to these and other potential impacts
on fishery resources are described in a report entitled,
"Review of Recent. Technical Information Concerning the Adverse'ffects of Once-Through Cooling on Lake Michigan," prepared
by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife.Service, Bureau of Sport Fisheries
and Wildlife, Great Lakes Fishery Laboratory, Ann Arbor,
Michigan, dated November 1, 1972. Much of this information is
applicable to Lake Ontario.

Sanitar Wastes and'ther Effluents
Copper and other heavy metals will erode and corrode from the
cooling water system. The amounts of these materials and their
potential environmental impacts should be described in this
section of the environmental. statement.

Solid Waste' stem

Solid radioactive wastes that result from operations of Unit 1
are described mainly by their gross charcter, as concentrates
from radwaste evaporators, spent resins and'ilter sludge,
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paper, air filters', rags, "and control rods, fuel channels,
and contaminated replaced equipment." Thei'r total quantity
is roughly estimated as 11,000 'cubic feet annually, with an
activity of 2,700 curies. However, the draft statement does
not specify the kinds of radionuclides, their physical states,
or their concentrations in the wastes, nor has the location
planned for offsite burial been identified. This information
should be presented in the final environmental statement.

We believe that the offsite dispo'sal of the operational solid
radioactive wastes from. the Nine Mile Point Nuclear Power
Station constitutes an important long-term environmental im-
pact. The AEC must satisfactorily solve the problem of these
.proliferating operational wastes from all nuclear plants before
they present a major problem. Therefore, we believe and
strongly recommend that the environmental statements for all
reactors (including Nine Mile Point Unit 1) should specify
the kinds of radionuclides, their physical states, and their
concentrations in the wastes, and the estimated total volume
of wastes for the expected operating life of the reactor.
Additionally, if an environmental impact statement has not
been prepared for the proposed burial or disposal site, or if
such a statement does not fully consider wastes of the nature
and quantity of those generated at the Nine Mile Point Station,
then we believe it incumbent on the AEC to include an evaluation
of the disposal site in this environmental statement. ".'e
believe such an evaluation should discuss the Federal and State,
licensing provisions, criteria, and responsibilities for the
site in connection with: (1) determination of the hydrogeologic
suitability of the site to isolate the wastes of the Nine Mile
Point Station (and any other wastes accumulating or expected
to accumulate at the site) from the biosphexe for .specific
periods of time; (2) any remedial or regulatory actions that
might be necessary throughout a specific period of time in
which all the wastes will be hazardous.

We are aware that "radioactive wastes other than high-level,"
which apparently include reactor operational solid wastes,
have been discussed on pages G-2 through G-9 of the AEC'document
"Environmental Survey of the Nuclear Fuel Cycle." We do not
consider those generalized descriptions of the management and
the disposal of these wastes as being adequate to cover the
concerns expressed above because the descriptions on pages
G-2 through G-9 and G-12 through G-14 are not specific to a
particular 'site and to the particular wastes being disposed
there. Similarly, the environmental considerations given on
pages G-16 through G-21 are not specific to a particular site
or to particular wastes.
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Thermal Studies

Thermal effects of cooling water discharged 'into Lake
Ontario should be estimated for the combined effect of
operation of both adjoining power plants. Data available
from infrared'adiometer measurements. should be included.
This type of data has been published in the final environmental
statement for the Fitzpatrick Plant.. We also recommend that the
applicant utilize remote'. sensor data i'n monitoring the thermal
plume due to the extensive area and the complexities involved
when several large waste heat sources are operating in a small
area.

Field temperature surveys of, the thermal plume resulting from
the operation of Unit 1 far exceed water-quality standards.
Throughout earlier reports on this plant, we are assured
through mathematical and hydraulic model test results that
there will be no thermal problems. Previously, we questioned
the results of these studies and stated that alternatives
should be considered. The AEC in this draft responds with the
statement given on page 5-11.

"The applicability of State and Federal Water Qualitycriteria related to the thermal discharge for Unit 1
is uncertain. However, it should be noted that no
adverse effect on the aquatic biota due to the thermal
discharge i.h expected."

We believe the New York State standard of 3 degrees Fahrenheit
in 6.5 acres is too restrictive; but even if it were 5 degrees
Fahrenheit, the heated water discharge from this unit would
exceed the standard. Even though this draft statement covers
Unit 1, it should recognize that the future operation of Unit
2 in a once-through mode will almost triple the waste heat
from this plant 'compared to Unit 1 alone. This factor alone
requires serious consideration of alternative cooling methods.

It is indicated on page 9-15 that no significant disadvantage
of the existing discharge system has been identified. The AEC
staff believes that, modification of the existing system is not
justified at this time even with the planned addition of Unit
2 with a once-through cooling system. Since a comprehensive
evaluation of the expected thermal plumes from both units and
from the neighboring James A. Fitzpatrick Plant has been per-
formed, we find no basis to conclude that these three units
can safely operate with once-through cooling at this site.



Transmi'ssion Line'nvirons
The use of herbicides for transmission line maintenance is .,

briefly discussed. Since no specific herbicides are indicated,
the following language should be added to this 'section, "It
is essential that all herbicides; pesticides, and related
chemicals must be registered in accordance with P.L. 92-516,
The Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act.
Application. should be accomplished in a manner fully consis-
tent with the protection of the entire environment. Any con-
templative use of these chemicals must consider both known
and possible environment effects. The applicant should con-

'ultwith the Environmental Protection Agency, the Director'f

the State Conservation Agency, the County Agent and the
nearest office of the Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife
when chemical vegetation and pest control is contemplated.
Such contact should be made early in the planning so that
acceptable chemicals and methods of application known to be
most effective can be used with the recommendations of 'the
concerned agency.

Effects on A uatic Environment

Table 5.1.2 contains data on studies conducted during June
1972 through January 1973. A comparison of this table with
tables that were included in the envi onmental statement for
Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station Unit 2, indicate that data
collected prior to June were deleted from this table. Data
were included on winter periods which would bias the informa-
tion presented on impingement. We believe'hat all available
information should be included to describe fish impingement.

As previously indicated, consideration should be given to the
effects of increased temperature on. the reproduction capabil-
ities of various fish species, including that of yellow perch
which are referred to in this section. Although species such
as the yellow perch may be attracted to higher temperatures,
the resulting effects may include reduced reproduction success.
Also, it should be indicated that data from .the Consumer'
Power Company's report indicates that Steelhead Trout,

Lake'rout,Coho, and Chinook Salmon do occur "in the area of power
plant intakes and thermal discharges and are subject'o im-
pingement. The potential impacts upon Federal and State
sponsored ~ograms to-establish these species in Lake Ontario
should be considered.
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On page 5-38 of this section reference is made to the 6 degress
Fahrenheit isotherm extending along about 1 mile of'horeline.
On page 5-3 it is* indicated that the 5 degress Fahrenheit
isotherm extends along about 2 miles of shoreline. During
periods of warmer natural lake water temperatures, a
temperature rise much less than 5 or 6 degress .Fahrenheit mayinhibit fish movement, and discourage fish from entering
important shallow water zones. Also, potential impacts of

~ sinking plumes on fishes and fish .reproduction potential
should be mentioned in this section.

In discussing the environmental impact of plant operation on
fish, plankton, benthos, and various aquatic organisms, it-
should be recognized that Lake Ontario is in a state of
ecological change. This change is a result of the cumulative
impact of man's activities on the lake and from recent intro-
duction of exotic fish species which compete with the previ-
ously established fish populations. These considerations should
be reflected in anticipating the environmental impacts of this
development on the system in general.

The relationship of decomposing organic materials to the
dissolved oxygen concentrations in the water should be
described. Encouraging or accelerating the growth and re-
production of attached plants may compound problems which
are presently occurring with the oxygen concentrations in the
water . This section should discuss these aspects of the
plant's operational impacts.

Environmental Monitorin Pro ram

The Niagra Mohawk Power Company has conducted a monitoring
program in the Nine Mile Point area since 1963. The AEC
staff believes that studies, as they have been proposed and
are being conducted by the applicant, will not provide infor-
mation adequate to assess the operational effects of the
station on the biota. For example, the collection of the
data from July 1963 through December 1969 was infrequent.
Only since May 1970 has the applicant collected data on fish
distribution and food preferences of fish,, and benthos with
some continuity. Sampling and observation of-plankton from
the intake discharge wells of Unit 1 during June-October 1971
provide neither estimates of plankton abundance in the area
nor a base for reasonable assessment of damage due to en-
trainment. Sampling of lake water for the usual chemical
and physical parameters is entirely wanting. Based on
limited sampling information, it is apparent that Nine Mile
Point Nuclear Station Unit 1, has caused damages to fishery
resources. Continued operation of the Unit may cause unac-
ceptable losses to local fish populations. It should be



noted that with the exception of the limits on total dissolved
solids, phosphate concentrations in discharge sewage and the
thermal plume size, the plant conforms to water quality
standards. We believe'hat the applicant should be required
to conform to existing standards 'and to adopt procedures which
would require the environmental impact of the plant operation
on the resources of the lake.

As a result of the Lake Michi'gan Enforcement Conference,
specific guidelines are being developed for studies to deter-
mine the environmental impact of power plant cooling on Lake
Michigan. It is anticipated that a draft outline of guide-
lines will be available by November 1973. Since the ecology
of Lake Michigan and Lake'Ontario. are similar, techniques
and studies that are suitable for Lake Michigan may be
adaptable for Lake Ontario. We encourage the AEC staff to
make use of these guidelines in developing any future plans
for study of thermal discharges into Lake Ontario.

It is suggested that the thermal monitoring program be modified
to include techniques developed in conjunction with the Surry
Nuclear Power Station on the James River, Virginia. These
studies should be designed and conducted to. determine the
impacts of once-through cooling in the Nine Mile Point area.

Nonradiolo ical Effects on Ecolo ica3, S stems

The concern for the possible impacts on fish and other aquaticlife as a result of the maximum intake velocity of 2 fps is
indicated on page 5-34. We share this concern since the
applicant has not shown that fish losses will be low.

Environmental Im act of Postulated Accidents

This section contains an adequate evaluation of impacts
resulting from plant accidents through class 8 for, airborne
emissions. However, the environmental effects of releases
to water is lacking. Many of 'these postulated accidents
listed in tables 7.1 and 7.2 could result in releases to
Lake Ontario and should be evaluated.

We also think that class 9 accidents resulting in both air and
water eleases should be described and the impacts on humanlife and the remaining environment discussed as long as there
is any possibility of occurrence. The consequences of an
accident of this severity could have far-reaching effects on
land and in Lake Ontario which could persit for centuries
affecting millions of people.
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Alternative Ener ,'Sour'ces

The expected emissions from alternative oil-fired and coal-
fired power plants given on page 9-4 are misleading. Modern
well-operated central stations discharge much smaller amounts
of carbon monoxides and hydrocarbons than shown, since
combustion is complete except for small .amounts of unburned
carbon in fly ash and bottom ash in coal-fired plants.
Enviro'nmental Cost,

Although the total economic losses of the proposed action
are difficult to estimate there are data and materials
available which can be used to determine the replacement
costs of resources. For example, the pollution committee
of the American Fisheries Society, Southern Division, in 1970
estimated the monetary value of fish based on their replacement
cost. Various states, including New York, Maryland and
Washington have developed criteria for evaluating fish kill
damages and computing fish kill damage claims.. We believe
the staff of the AEC should be aware of these criteria and
whenever possible they should be used to determine economic
or replacement cost for fish. In addition we believe that
the impacts of this proposed action Should not be related
to entire lake alone but should also be compared to the
production of the local area.

We hope these. comments will be helpful to you in the
preparation of the final environmental statement.

Sincere your

Deputy Asslstaat Se
1

of e Interior
Mr. Daniel R.. Muller
Assistant Director for

Environmental Projects
Directorate of Licensing
Atomic Energy 'Commission
Wash'ington, D. C. 20545
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,Dear Mr. Muller:

, The draft environmental impact statement. for Nine Mile
, Point Nuclear Station, Unit 1, which accompanied your
'letter of July 5, 1973, has been received by the Depart«
ment of Commerce for review and comment.

The statement has been reviewed and the following comments
are offered for your consideration.

General Comments

Xn the ~Summer and Conclusions section, as well as in the
main text, the staff concludes that the plant's operation
will have no significant impact on the biota in Lake Ontario.
This type of lakewide approach fails to adequately

consider'll

the point sources of waste heat that should be 'included
in the evaluation if the lake as a whole is used as the unit
of measurement of significant impact. 'In addition, the
statement should include a discussion of the plume inter-
action with Nine Mile Point Unit, 2, and the nearby James A.
Fitzpatrick Nuclear Power Planto Secondly, consultation
with appropriate State and Federal agencies should be
included in the- design of the comprehensive environmental
monitoring program. These agencies should also be involved
in th'e evaluation of the information collected.
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Since this plant has been operating'nder a provisional license
since 1969, actual measurements, rather than estimates, of
environmental impact have been possible. ,This greatly increases
the confidence one can place in the conclusions.

From our point of-view, the statement is satisfactory with regard
to consideration of this single power station's impact on the
environment. It appears, for example, that the thermal effect
on the lake will be negligible. But what about the big picture?
How many plants of this type can be constructed before the
cumulative effect is no longer negligible? We should not con-
sider each case as a separate problem. The

National'ceanic'nd

Atmospheric Administration's International Field Year for
the Great Lakes Project Office recently completed an extensive
study- of Lake Ontario and they can provide input to this mpect
of the impact statement.

Section 2.7.2 A uatic Ecolo

2-18. h " 8''gh
of Lake Ontario, the fish. production is rather low." Although'ish production is presently low for a lake with the productive

. capacity of Lake Ontario, the situation may be altered in the
near future. The Great Lakes Fishery Commission treated all lamprey
spawning streams last year, and the Canadian streams and

several'ey

streams in U.S. waters again this year. Moreover, fishery
management agencies in New York and Ontario have been planting
salmonid species in Lake Ontario, and these agencies plan to
intensify this activity in years to come. Since the. forage base
in Lake Ontario is as good or better than that in Lake Michigan
when the Lake's salmon stocking program was begun in 1965, it is
expected that the fishery which would develop in Lake Ontario will
be equally as good. New York has planted salmonids in the Salmon
River .(108 miles east) and the Little Salmon River (6 miles east)..
Both rivers are close enough to the plant site that the fish
leaving and returning to them could conceivably pass the intake.
and discharge of the'ine'ile Point Nuclear Station.

With regard to the assertion that the reason the alewife has
flourished is that large predators have not been pr'esent, it is
now thought that. the population o'f alewife, an early colonist
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of the lake, stabilized "prior to the decline of th large preda-
tors. This recent theory is supported by the resurgence of
premium fish stocks in the 1920's and newspaper reports during
the same era of two major alewi,fe mortalities.l/

Concerning the controversy between Smith (1970) and Christie
(1972), Christie (pp. 920-921) provides the following analysis
of the int:eractions between the colonists and the nat:ive
species i.n Lake'ntario:

"Of the .species of fish which invaded or were introduced
into Lake Ontario in the last century, the carp and
alewife were the most obviously successful. Both must
have affected other species in important ways, but it
is difficult to make judgments because of the mrly
colonization, of these species.

"ALEWXFE

"Smith '(1970) has argued on the basis of the recent:
effects of alewife colonizat:ion of the upper Great
Lakes, that the species effectively caused all the
misfortunes of the Lake Ontario fish stocks subsequent
to its establishment there in the 1870s. The view
held by the present author however, is that whatever
the initial impact, the resurgence 'of the premium fish
stocks in the 1920s in the face of heavy alewife densities,
argues in favor of a harmless role for the alewife. The

g * g g d !.* d~ .! '

1930s was also seemingly unaffected by the alewife. Equally
important, the collapse of the ciscoes was not followed
by a surge of alewife abundance as might have been expectedif competition pressure had been a major'consideration.

There are no statistics with which to evaluate trends in
alewife abundance but it has been assumed by pritchard
(1929) and Graham (1956) that the frequency of heavy

1/: Christie, W.J. 1972. Lake Ontario: effects of exploitation,
introductions, and eutrophication on the salmonid community.
J. Fish. Res. Bd. Can. 29:913-929.
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spring beach mortalities is at least a rough
indic'ation of alewife density..'On this.basis, news-
paper reports of two major mortalities in the 1920

'decade do"not suggest that the alewife, like the
ciscoes, were scarce during the period of peak predator
abundance. Dymond (1928) found that the alewife was
an important item in the diets of both lake trout and
burbot, but noted alewife were not as often eaten by
the trout after the alewife moved inshore in the early
summer. Juveniles would have been largely protected
from these species by reason of their inshore distri-
bution, and it is possible that the post-spawning adult
alewife did not extend lakeward very far into'he range
of these predators in late saner. Wells (1969) found
that trawling in September in Lake 0>tario produced
81.2 alewife per tow at 120 ft. (37 m) and less, and
only 7.2 for tows at 180 ft. (55 m) and greater. This
would certainly reduce it, and possibly enough to
reduce the severity of the predation impact on alewife
adults. Predation on both juveniles and adults in the
inshore areas is 'on the other hand, heavy, and inflicted
by many fish species. The lack of obvious change in
the abundance of the alewife stocks after the 1940s is
especially compelling evidence'that the abundance is
limited by inshore factors, and possibly by the effects
of the mortalities themselves to some extent."

Section 2.7.2.a Fishes

d-l.d. '
d h 12.* ' - d

more information should be supplied concerning the type of
fathometer used and what its capabilities were for detecting
concentrations of fish larvae, fry, and young-of-the-year. In
addition, an example of,a fathometer recording 'should be pro-
vided, including an explanation of. its interpretation.

h " 2'
in the area and therefore no information on juveniles near the
shore is available." Newly hatched young-of-the-year alewives
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begin to show up in seine catches in the middle of August and
remain inshore until late fa11.2/ Therefore, from late, spring
.until fall larval and juvenile alewives would be susceptible
to entrainment. In addition, the spottail shiner, also abun-
dant inshore, remains inshore (in depths of less than 50ft);
this species is considered an excellent forage stock.

Section 2.7.2.d. 2 Ph to lankton
I'-e.

' "V y j ehl.
observed in the plankton samples. . .". The sampling equipment
used to collect plankton, fish eggs, and larvae should be
descxibed, and available data and literature on the comparative
efficiency and effectiveness of the various types of sampling
methods and equipment should be evaluated and discussed., In
our opinion, if information from reference 30 was used to
determine the abundance and distribution of fish larvae,
sample collection with a Nansen bottle, as used in this survey,
virtually precluded any larval entrapment.

Section 3.4.1 Intake Structure

~Pa e 3-7. An estimate for the intake velocity at the traveling
screens should be provided.

Section 5.2.2 Thermal Studies

P~a e 5-2. The combined effects
Nine Mile Point Unit 2, and the
Power Plant should be evaluated

of Nine Mile Poi.nt Unit 1,
James A. FitzPatrick

Nuclear'y

the thermal studies.

Section 5.5.2.a Effect on A uatic Environment - Intake Effects

Pa es 5-31 throu h 5-35. Given the tendency for fish to concentrate
along the 25-ft. depth contour and the location of the intake at
about the 20-ft. contour, and given the numbers of fish entrained

2/ Dr. Wilbur L. Hartman, Personal Communication. (Px'oject
Leader, Ecology of Fish Populations of Lower Great Lakes,
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, Sandusky Field
Station, 2022 Cleveland, Road, Sandusky, Ohio 44870.)
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and. subsequently impinged according to studies to date, even
though not. sufficient to permit a- valid quantitative assess-
ment of the problems of impingement, it is apparent to us that
a potentially serious impingement problem may develop. We
believe that this situation may require corrective action to
reduce the intake velocity to 1 ft/sec or less, in addition to
conducting the monitoring program. We also recommend that
evaluation of the fish-kill problem be coordinated with the
appropriate State and Federal agencies. Finally, we consider
the statement that "The Staff does not intend to imply that
fish impingement at the Station will produce significant adverse
effects on lakewide fish populations" to be misleading. This
statement should be revised to consider the effects of all
water 'intakes in the lake if the entire lake is to be the
frame of reference for evaluating the effects of this p'ower
plant on fish populations in Lake Ontario.

Section 5.5.2.c Thermal Dischar e Effects

~5-37. * ' '. '
5

:combined effects of the Nine Mile Point Unit 2 and James A.
FitzPatrick plants.

Yellow perch, a common fish in the area, require a given period
of time at 4 C or below for maturation. 3/ The possibility that
those fish remaining in or near the plume may not receive this
low-temperature exposure and that they would, therefore, not
mature should be discussed. This discussion should include
appropriate data and documentation.

Section 5.5.2.c. 1 Fishes

5-35. gg 3 ', 5
the fourth paragraph be required, rather than simply recommended,
by the Staff.

3/ Edsall, T. A. and T. G. Yocom. 1972. Review of recent
technical information concerning adverse effects on once-
through cooling on Lake Michigan. Prepared for the Lake
Michigan Enforcement Conference, September 19-21, 1972,
Chicago, Ill., U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Bureau of
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, Great Lakes Fishery Labo-
ratory, Ann Arbor, Michigan 48107. 86 pages.
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Section 5.5.2.c. 3 Benthos

5 35. *5 ' I ''
I. I 5 53.

community should be discussed in this section.

Section 6.1 A uatic Monitorin Pro ram

~Pa e 6-1. Based on the Staff's assessment that the present
environmental studies now proposed and being carried out by
the Applicant are inadequate to assess the effects of opera-
tion of the Station, we recommend denial of the full-term
operating license until an adequate environmental monitoring
program has been established and coordinated with appropriate
State and Federal agencies.

A map depicting the sampling transects and stations should be
provided in the final environmental statement.

With reference to the Staff's recommendation for improvements
-in the monitoring program (pages 6-2 and 6-5), we basically
agree with the proposed changes. However, we feel that some
sort of tabular format should be used to summarize for the
reader the improved program. In addition, this program should
be coordinated with appropriate agencies, as suggested above.

With regard to a sampling procedure that would permit reporting
the results in terms of biomass per unit area, the possible use
of a Ponar dredge for benthic work should be discussed.

Section 6.3 Radiolo ical Monitorin Pro ram

~pa e 6-6. A list of organisms typically sampled and subjected
to radioanalysis should be presented in the final environmental
statement. In our opinion, the primary function of an environ-
mental impact statement is to serve as a full 'disclosure document.
Therefore, we do not believe it is sufficient to merely refer
the reader to a document such as the Applicant's Environmental
Report, which may or may not be readily available to the reader.If the Staff disagrees with our opinion on this matter, we, would
appreciate a full explanation in the final environmental statement.
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Sect:ion 9 Alternatives to the Pro osed Pro'ect:
r

d-l.. *9' l.d '
9 '.

analysis of each alternative so t:hat informed conclusions can
be drawn and decisions made by responsible officials and'others
who review this document.

The warm water plumes tend to be close to the lake shore, due
to the exposed location and the lake currents flowing near the
shore. ~ This could have some effect in reducing nearshore ice
cover. However, this will cause no adverse effects either on
wat:er intake or shore erosion. The calculated increase in
average lake surface temperature of about 0.002 F has no
physical meaning and may mask adverse local effects. Much
more meaningful is the area affect:ed by a significant tempera-
ture increase.

To reduce the fish entrapment in t:he. intake system and'thus
fish kills,"the report recommends that alt:ernative intake
structures be examined. Tt is suggest:ed that in addition to
the above, a fish replenishment: program be considered. Samplings
indicate that 82% of the fish killed are the alewifes and

: smelts. This low quality fish could be replaced by more
desirable fish from hatcheries in the same or significantly
larger amounts.

As described on page 3-23, the major source of radioactivity
released to the open atmosphere during reactor'operation is
the off gas from the main condenser air ejectors. These off-
gases are allowed to flow through a 30-minute holdup pipe
before being discharged through the main plant stack. Conse-
quently, we would consider the release t:o be continuous
throughout the year and, assuming a rather uniform source
emission rate, average annual diffusion paramet:ers can be
appropriately used.

En our comments on the Final Safety Analysis, Report for this
facility sent to the Atomic Energy Commission Division of
Reactor Licensing on December 18, 1967, we computed that the
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highest off-site annual concentration is 5xl0" sec m at a
distance of 2 km to the northeast corner of the site assuming
the eHluent is released Troy a 350-$ t. stack T.his is some-
what higher than the 1.9x10 se'c m computed by the staff in
table 5.7.

Thank you for giving us an opportunity to provide these comments,
which we hooe will be of assistance to you. We would appreciate
receiving a copy of the final statement.

Sincerely,

,") "j )

'Sidney R. Galler
Deputy Assistant Secretary
for Environmental Affairs
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NIAGARA,MOHAWK POWER .CORPORATION

NIAGARA '; MOHAWK

30tT ERIC BOULEVARD WEST

SYRACUSE. II. Y. I3202

October 31, 1973

Hr. W. H. Regan, Jr., Chief
Environmental Projects Branch No. 4
Directorate of Licensing
Office of Regulation
U. S. Atomic Energy Comr..ission
Washington, D. C. 20545

1

Re: Nine Hile Point Unit 1

Docket No. 50-220

. Dear hir. Regan:

As requested in your letter of September 10, 1973, we, have

reviewed comments of various governmental agencies concerning the Draft,
Environmental Stateme'nt for Nine hIile Point Unit 1. The enclosure to
this letter contains responses which we deem appropriate.

As requested in your letter, we have include'd three signed
originals and forty additional copies.

Very truly yours,

~f,.g~ ~l>/pg-
Philip D. Raymond
Vice President-Engineering

CVH/sj z

Enclosures
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U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE (COMMENT NO. 1)

Xn the Summary and Conclusions section, as well
as- in the main text, the staff concludes that, the plant's
operation will have no significant impact on the biota in
Lake Ontario. This type of lakewide approach fails to
adequately consider all the point sources of waste heat:
that should be included in the evaluation if the lake as
a whole is used as the unit of measurement of significant

.impact. In addition, the statement should include a dis-
cussion of the plume interaction with Nine Mile Point Unit, 2,
and the nearby James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear Power- Plant.
Secondly, consultation will appropriate State and Federal
agencies should be included .in the design of .the comprehensive
environmental monitoring program. These agencies should also
be involved in the evaluation of the information collected.

Since this plant has been operating under a provis-
ional license since 1969, actual measurements, rather than
'estimates, of environmental impact have been possible. This
greatly increases the confidence one can place in the con-
clusions.

From our point of view, the statement is satis-
factory with regard to consideration of this single power
station's impact on the environment. It appears, for example,
t:hat the thermal effect on the lake will be negligible. But
what about the big picture? How many plants of this type can
be constructed before the cumulative effect is no longer neg-
ligible? We should not consider each case as a separate
problem. The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration's
International Field Year for the Great Lakes Project Office
recently completed an extensive study of Lake Ontario and they
can provide input to this aspect of the impact. statement.

= RESPONSE

With regard to the interaction of the thermal plume

of Nine Mile Point Units 1 and 2 with the FitzPatrick plant,
thi's matter has been discussed in the Final Environmental State-

ment for Nine Mile Point Unit 2, pages 3-6 to 3-23, 5-29 to 5-,39

and 11-4 to 11-10. An analysis of the thermal inputs to Lake



B-6

RESPONSE TO U- S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE (COMllENT NO-. l)
.CONTINUED

Ontario is provided in Appendix H of the Applicant's Environ-
mental Report.

The Applicant has coordinated plans with the United
I

States Atomic Energy Commission and .other appropriate agencies
to develop and conduct environmental program's for'data collection
which are mutually satisfactory for facility construction and

operation. The information resultinq from these programs will
P

be available for agency review as requested.



U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE (COKiKNT NO. 2)

high nutrient content of Lake Ontario, the fish pro-
duction is rather low." Although fish production is
presently low for a lake with the'productive capacity
of Lake Ontario, the situation may be altered in the
near future. The great Lakes Fishery Commission
treated all. lamprey spawning streams last year, and
the Canadian streams and several-key streams in U. S.
waters again this year. Moreover, fishery management
agencies'n New York and Ontario have been planting
salmonid species in Lake Ontario, and these agencies
plan to intensify this activity in years to come.
Since the forage base in Lake Ontario is as good or
better than that in Lake Michigan when the Lake's
salmon stocking program was begun in .1965, it is ex-
pected that the fishery which would develop in Lake
Ontario will be equally as good. New York has planted
salmonids in .the Sa'lmon River (10 miles east) and theLittle Salmon River (6 miles east). Both rivers are
close enough to the plant site that the fish leaving
and returning to them could conceivably pass the intake
and discharge of the Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station.

With regard to the assertion that the reason
the alewife has flourished is that large predators
have been present, it is now thought-that. the population
of alewife, an early colonist of the lake, stabilized-
prior to the decline of the large predators. This recent
theory is supported by .the resurgence of premium- fish
stocks in the 1920's and newspaper reports during the
same era of two major alewife mortalities.l (Footnote
omitted b A licant.)

Concerning the controversy between Smith (1970)
and Christie (1972), Christie (pp. 920-921) provides the
following,analysis of the ineractions between the colonists
and the native species in Lake Ontario:

"Of the species of fish which invaded or were
introduced into Lake Ontario in the last century,
the carp and alewife were the most obviously
successful. Both must have affected other species
in important ways, but it is difficult to make
judgements because of the early. colonization of
these species.
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COl"LIHNT TO U. S ~ DEPARTMENT OF COllNERCE COllMEHT NO. 2)
CONTINUED

"ALEWIFE

"Smith (1970) has argued on the basis of the
recent effects of alewife colonization of the
,upper Great Lakes, that the species effectively
caused all the misfortunes of the Lake Ontario
fish stocks subsequent to its establishment there
in the 1870s.

The view held by the present author however,
is what whatever the initial impact, the resurg-
ence of the premium fish stocks j.n the 1920s in
the face of heavy alewife densities, argues in
favor of a harmless role for the alewife densi-
ties. The resurgence of the deepwater ciscoes
(Coreqonus sp.) in the 1930s was also seemingly
unaffected'by the alewife. Equally important,
the collapse of the ciscoes was not followed by
a surge of alewife abundance as might have been
expected if competition pressure had been a major
consideration.

There are no statistics with which to evaluate
trends in alewife abundance but it has been assumed
by Pritchard (1929) and Graham (1956) that the fre-
quency of -heavy spring beach mortalities is at least
a rough vindication of alewife density. 'n this basis,
newspaper reports of two major mortalities in the
1920 decade do not suggest that the alewife, like
the ciscoes, were scarce during the period of peak
predator abundance. Dymond (1928) found that the
alewife was an important item in the diets of both
lake trout and burbot, but noted alewife were not
as often eaten by the trout after the alewife moved
inshore in the early summer. Juveniles would have
be'en largely protected from these species 'by reason
of their inshore distribution, and it is possible
that the post-spawning adult alewife did not extend
lakeward very far into the range of these predators
in lake summer. Wells (1969) found that trawling
in Septem'ber in Lake Ontario produced 8.12 alewife
per tow" at 120 feet (37 m) and less, and only 7. 2
for tows at 180 feet (55 m) and greater. This
would certainly reduce it, and possibly enough to
reduce the severity of the predation impact on alewife
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COi~SKNT TO U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMi41ERCE (COMMENT NO. 2)
CONTXNUED

adults. Predation on both juveniles, and adults
in the" inshore areas is on the other hand, heavy,
and inflicted by many fish species. The lack of
obvi'ous change in the abundance of the alewife
stocks after the 1940s is especially compelling
evidence that the abundance is limited by inshore
factors, and possibly by the effects of the
mortalities themselves to some extent."

RESPONSE

The following factors should be considered

regarding the-possibility of salmonids passing the

intake and discharge of the Nine Mile Point Station:

a. Fifteen months of experience has now been

obtained in monitoring .the fish impingement rate at the

traveling screens of Nine Mile Unit 1. This intake, has

a higher design approach velocity than the proposed in-
take for Unit, 2. Data collected to date indicate that

fish over approximately 7" long and in good condition

are not entrained. Xn addition,. since the inception of

the screen monitoring program, no salmonids have been

captured on the traveling screens.

b. Field data collected to date do not indicate

that large numbers of salmonids pass the Nine Mile Point

promontory in the vicinity of the intake and discha'rgb ~
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CONTXNUED

'tructures as they leave or return to the Salmon and

Little Sal mon Rzvers.

c. The Applicant will be continuing impinge-

ment, and fish investigations during 1973 and 1974 which

will provide additional data.

For a discussion of the alewife population
of'ake

Ontario in the historical context; refer to a report,
entitled "The Effect of Xmpingement at Nine Mile Point on

the Fish Populations, of Lake Ontario", October 1, 1973,

submitted by the Applicant as Exhibit 3b, (AEC Docket No.

50-410) Nine Mile Point Unit 2 Public Hearings. This

report states that the impact of the plant (as measured by

studies at Unit 1) upon fish populations of Lake Ontario

problem.

is not significant and does not constitute an environmental



U. S ~ DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE (COL"IMENT NO. 3)

sounder survey, more information should be supplied-con-
:cerning the typ'e of fathometer used and what its capabil-
ities were for detecting concentrations of fish larvae,
fry, and young-of-the-year. In addition, an example of
a fa'thometer recording should be provided, including an
explanation of its interpretation.

RESPONSE
I

The instrument used is a Ross Fathometer (fine
0 Pline 200-A) with a 7-1/2 con'ical transducer. The

Appli-'ant

is not able to detect larval fish with this instru-
ment:. It is possible to detect young-of-the-year fish
that are greater than 6" length; however, specific size

V

analysis cannot, be done with any degree of confidence.
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U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE (CONbKNT NO ~ 4)

has not. seined in the area and therefore no information
on juveniles near the shore is available." Newly hatched
young-of-the-year alewives begin to show up in seine
catches in the middle of August and remain inshore until
late fall.2/ (Footnote omitted.b A licant) Therefore,
from late" spring until fall larval and juvenile alewives
would be susceptible to entrainment. In addition; the
spottail shiner,, also abundant inshore, remains inshore
(in depths of less than 50 ft,.); this species is considered
an excellent forage stock.

RESPONSE

Seining is recognized as a significant part of

any fish population study, and has been included on a sub-

stantial scale in the aquatic biology program at Nine Mile

Point as .of June 1973.

It is performed twice each month at four shore

locations corresponding to the four transects, i.e., West>

Nine Mile Point Plant, FitzPatrick Plant, and East. This

pattern will be continued at. least through December l973, to

the extent weather permits.



U. G. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE (COhilKNT NO. 5)

larvae were ob'served in the plankton samples.
The sampling equipment used to collect plankton, fish
eggs, and larvae should be described, and available
data and liter'ature on the comparative efficiency and
effectiveness of the various types of sampling methods
and equipment should be evaluated .and discussed. In

,our opinion, if information from reference 30'as used
to determine the abundance and distributio'n, of fish
larvae, sample collection with a Nansen bottle, as used ~

in this survey, virtually precluded any larval entrapment.

RESPONSE

During 1973, sampling for fish eggs and larvae

was begun on a limited scale".in March and April, continued

more extensively in May, and established on an intensive

basis from June and subsequently. The program will be*run

at this final level through 1974.

The sampling location pattern finally arrived
\

at is as follows. Samples are collected at the surface,

mid-depth and bottom, at five stations in each of the three

areas defined by radii of., 1/2 mile, 1 mile and 3 miles from

the Nine Mile Point plant. The stations are:

1/2 Mile Radius

Station 1 — In 20 ft of
Station 2 — In 40 ft of
Station,3 — In 60 ft of
Station 4 — In 40-ft of
Station 5 — In 20 ft, of

water
water
water
water
water

on the west,
on the west
off'the plant
on the east
on =the east
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CONTINUED

1 Nile Radius

'Station
Station
Station
Station
Station

1 — In 20
2 — In 40
3 — In 80
4 — In 40
5 — In 20

ft of waterft of waterft of waterft of waterft of water

on the west
on the west
off the plant
on the east
on the east

3 Mile Radius

Station 1—
Station 2—
Station 3
Station 4
Station 5—

In 20 ft of. water on the west.
In 40 ft 'of water on the west
In 100 ft of water off the plant
In 40 ft of water on the east
In 20 ft of water on the east

Collections are made on' weekly basis, dura.ng

the day, from May through December and during both day and

night from mid-June through mid-September. Samples are

collected by towing a 1.0 meter diameter Hensen type plankton
riet of g0 mesh (570u aperture) with an attached TSK flow
meter. Duration of the tow is 5 minutes, timed with a stop
watch, covering approximately a distance of 0.2 miles at 2.0mph.

The net is towed with a 200'ine and is kept in position
(at depth) by a system of float lines and depressors. It is
hauled onto the boat, the bucket is washed'nd emptied into a

collection container, and the sample is preserved and labelled-.
An attempt is made to estimate viability of captured

organisms, i.e., fish larvae by direct observation on the boat
until such time that a vital stain can be employed.
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pacCe 3-7. An estimate for the intake
velocity at the traveling screens should be provided.

RESPONSE

The maximum approach velocity to the traveling

screens is calculate'd 'to be 0.85 fps.



U. — S. DEPARTMENT .OF COMMERCE (COMMENT NO.,7)

P~ae 5-2. The combined effects of Nine Mile
Point Unit l, 'Nine Mile Point Unit 2, and the James
A. FitzPatrkck Nuclear Power Plant should be evaluated
by the thermal studies.

RESPONSE

Refer to Applicant's response to Department of Commerce

Comment No. l.



U. S. DEPARThfENT OF COMMERCE (COMMENT NO. 8)

for, fish to concentrate along the 25-ft. depth contour
and the location of the intake at about the 20-ft. con- .

tour, and given the numbers of fish entrained and sub-
sequently impinged according to studies to date, even
though not sufficient to permit a valid quantitative
assessment of the problems of impingement, it is apparant
to us that a. potentially serious impingement problem may
develop. We believe that this situation may require
corrective action to reduce, the intake velocity to 1 ft/sec
or less, in addition to conducting the monitoring program.

~ We also recommend that evaluation of the fish-kill problem
be. coordinated with the appropriate State and Federal
agencies. Finally, we consider the statement that "The
Staff'oes not intend to imply that fish impingement at the
Station will produce significant adverse effects on lake-
wide fish populations" to be misleading. This statement
should be revised to consider the effects of all water
intakes in the lake 'if the entire lake is to be the frame
of reference for evaluating the effects of this power plant
on fish populations in Lake Ontario.

RESPONSE

Refer to Applicant's response to New York State Department

of Environmental Conservation Comment No.l. and U. S. Department

of Commerce Comment'o. 1.
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on the comb'ined effects of the Nine lIile Point Unit,
2 and James 'A. FitzPatrick plants.

b. Xellow perch, a common fish in the area, require,a
given period of time at 4'C or below for maturation.
3 (Footnote omitted by Applicant) The possibility
that those fish remaining in or near the plume may
not receive this low-temperature exposure and that
they would, .therefore, not mature should be discussed.
This discussion should include appropriate data.and
documentation.

II

RESPONSE

a. Refer to Applicant's response to Department of Commerce

Comment No. l.
b. Fish distribution studies, including fish netting for

determination of species, physical condition of collected

species and food preference of yellow perch in particular
have shown that mature yellow perch frequent the area of
the discharge plume of Unit. 1. The fish move freely through-

out the plume area and no effect upon their ability to mature

has been observed.
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U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE (COMMENT NO. 10)

I

referred to in the fourth paragraph be required, rather
than simply recommended, by the S taff .

RESPONSE

A fish tagging study to collect data regarding
'I

.local fish movement and migration patterns has been con-

ducted during the 1972 and 1973 lake study seasons (April—
October'. =The Applicant will continue these fish tagging

efforts.
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U. S ~ DEPARTMENT OF.'Ol94ERCE (COMMENT. NO. 11)

Page 5-39. The impact of sinking plumes on the
benthic community should be 'discussed in this section.

RESPONSE

The winter plume configuration resulting from the

Unit. 1 discharge depends on its velocity and buoyancy. When

the Lake ambient temperature is coldest (near 32'F), the
h

effluent will be discharged at a temperatur'e near 73'F and

at an exit velocity of about 4 fps. Thus, the effluent is
buoyant under all Lake t.'emperature conditions.

In the immediate vicinity of the Unit 1 discharge

location the. plume will respond similarly in summer and winter.

As the effluent cools and spreads on the Lake surface the

buoyancy is reduced. At a temperature between 39'F'nd 47'F

(depending on the ambient. temperature) the effluent is neutrally
buoyant and mixes ver tically.

Near locations where this occurs, some ri'se in bottom

A'emperatures would be expected. A report of bottom temperature

elevations was published by Hoglund and Spigarelli (1972 Great

Lakes Research Conference). Areas outside the plume where

temperatures are less than those associated with neutral

buoyancy (less than 47'F) will experience minimal heating. The



RESPONSE TO U. S. DEPARTMENT OP COMMERCE (COYiHENT NO. 11)
CONTINUED

heating is small due to the vertical mixing induced in the

neutrally buoyant portion of the plume. In this peripheral
.area, however, the effluent will be negatively buoyant. Thus,

(

slightly warmer bottom than surface temperatures would be

expected in this region.

Therefore, the phenomenon referred to as a "sinking
plume" probably would not result in the Unit 1 plume being

confined on the Lake bottom. The bottom temperature elevations
near Nine Mile Point, seldom exceed 10'F and are generally much

less due to mixing in- the plume.,

In studies such as those by Hoglund and Spigarelli
the effects of such temperature elevations on the aquatic ecology

were discussed. The temperatures are believed to have minimal

effects on the aquatic ecology in general and on the benthos in
particular. The area exposed to heating bye a sinking plume would

be minimal and,the temperatures would not. be outside the range

of temperatures normally experienced by, the benthos.
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U- S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE (COMMENT NO. 12)

a ~ Page 6-1. Based on the -Staff's assessment that the
present environmental studies now proposed and being
carried out by the Applicant are inadequate to assess
the effects of operation of the Station,'we recommend
denial of the full-term operating license until an
adequate'environmental monitoring program has been
established and coordinated with appropriate State
and Federal agencies.

b. A map depicting the sampling transects and stations
should be provided in the final environmental state-.
ment.

c. With reference to the Staff's recommendation, for im-
provements in the. monitoring program (pages 6-2 and
6-5), we basically agree with the proposed changes.
However, we feel that some sort of tabular format
should be used'o summarize for the reader the im-
proved program. Xn addition, this program should be
coordinated with appropriate agencies, as suggested
above.

d. With regard to a sampling procedure that would permit
reporting the results in terms of biomass per unit

'rea,the possible use of a Ponar dredge for. benthic
work should be discussed.

RESPONSE

a. 'The comprehensive ecological program previously

c'onducted for the Nine Mile Point promontory was

expanded after intensive review and comment by the

AEC. Various sampling operations had begun in March,

1973, but the expanded program', in substantially all
its detail, was initiated in June, 1973.
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RESPONSE TO'. S. DEPARTMENT'F COMMERCE COKKNT NO. 12)
CONTINUED

b. The sampling stations are 'indicated in the attached map.

c. The ecological program is summarized in the attached table.

d. Three different benthic dr'edges were evaluated for this
program, namely, Peterson, Ponar and "Eckman. The bottom

of Lake Ontario, in this area, is composed of slhbs of,
sedimentary rock, largely exposed. Benthos. thickness,

where it. occurs, is no more than an inch or two. Dredges,

of whatever design, have limited use here, and benthos

sampling for this program is performed by means of a pump

device. This is used to "vacuum clean" an area of the

Take bottom 1S inches in di'ameter, the material so removed

being discharged into a net carried in the boat on the surface.
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Trawling

Frequency
~nf O .olin

Twice/renth

Dura»ion
of Sampling

.April-Dcc

Lab.. Anal sis Performed

Speciating, Weighing, NeasuxingI Condition.
factors, maturity coefficients, fecundity.
Scale s stomach analysis, 3 important specicso

CLll Netting II II ~I

Seining

Pcxiphyton
Substrates on
Lake Dotton

Once/renth
Once/mont/

'wice/aenth

April
Scp't Nov
May-Aug

Spcciating
Chlorophyll a
Biomass

Pcriphyton
Substrates Sus-
pended fxon Buoys

Once/renth
Once/month
TwLcc/aenth

April
Sept-Nov
Hay-Aug

Speciatirg
Chlorophyll a
Biomass

Water Chemistry Once/month April-Dec 48 parameters and radioactivity (plus D.O. and
pH in thc field).

Water samples
hssocLated with
Biological Sarpling Twice/aenth April-Dcc 11 parameters (plus D.Oo» CO2I pH and spec.

conductivity in tho fiold.

Lake Teapexaturc

Benthos

Dotton Deposit Chen.

Once/wcck

Once/2renths

Once/year

Harch-Dcc

April-Nov

Includes D.O., pH and spec. conductivity.

Spcciating,. biomass.

Oxginics, nutricnts, rcrcury, lead, copper 0
chxor.t.uno

Plant Sanitazy and
Storm Drains Once/aenth All year 24 paraaetexe

Plant.intake S Dis-
charge Dissolved
Oxygen l(see Lake Temp)

FLsh Irpingcaent

Phyto, 0 Zooplankton

Plankton in Windzows

Once eachI
spring,surmerI
winter

Once/week for
24 hours

Once/renth
Once/month
Twice/aenth

oOnce/aenth
Once/roonth
Twice/renth

All year

Apr'il
Sept-D'c

Y&y Aug

April
Sept-Dcc
Kly-Aug

DoOo

speciating, length s weight. Sex, sexual raturity,
scale 'analysis for 2 irpoztant specLcs.

Density and species.
Fox phytoplanktonI primary productivity.

Density and species.
For phytoplaWtonI primary productivity.
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0 t."ation
Frequency

of Sarnlinc
Du"ation

of Sa~~lincr Lab. Anal sis Performed

Fish Eggs S Larvae Once/wce'k, days
Once/week, nights

April-Dec
~U.d-June to
Hid-Sept

Density and species.

In-plant Entrain-
xent Sar pling

Twice/renth for
2C hours "Allyear As for lake sartples.

«For sampling stations, see nap.
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U. S. DEPARTMENT OP COMMERCE (COMMENT NO. l3)

C.

Page 6-6. A list of organisms typically sampled
and subjected to radioanalysis should be presented in thefinal environmental statement. In our opinion, the primary
function of an. environmental impact statement is to serve as
a -full disclosure document. Therefore; we do not believe it
i's sufficient to merely refer the reader to a document such
as the Applicant's Environmental Report, which may or may not
be readily available to the reader. If the Staf f disagrees
with our opinion on this matter, we would appreciate a full
explanation in the final environmental statement.

RESPONSE

, No comment.
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U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COIRKRCE (COMMENT NO. 14)

a ~

b.

c ~

P~aa 9-1. This section shonld include e complete
environmental analysis of each alternative so that
informal conclusions can be drawn and decisions made:
by responsible officials and others who review this
document.'he

warm water plumes tend to be close to the lake
shore, due to the exposed- location and the lake
currents flowing near the shore. This could have
some effect in reducing nearshore ice cover. Itowever,
this will cause no adverse effects either on

water,'ntakeor shore erosion. ,The calculated .increase*in
average la) e surface temperature of about 0.002'F
has no physical meaning and.may mask adverse local.
effects. Much more meaningful is the area affected
b a si nificant tern erature increase.y g p

To reduce the fish entrapment in the intake system
and thus fish kills, the report recommends that
alternative intake structures be examined. It is
suggested that in addition to the above, a fish re-.
plenishment program be considered. Samplings indicate
that 82% of the fish killed are the alewifes and smelts.
This low quality fish could be replaced by more desir-
able fish from hatcheries in the same or significantly
larger amounts.

'd. As described on page 3-23, the major'source. of radio-
activity released to the open atmosphere during reactor
operation is the off gas from the'main condenser air
ejectors. These offgases are allowed to 'flow through
a 30-minute holdup pipe before being discharged, through
the main plant stack. Consequently, we would consider
the release to be continuous throughout the'year and,,
assuming a rather uniform source emission rate, average
annual diffusion parameters can be appropriately used.

e. In our comments on the Final Safety Analysis Report. for
this facility 'sent to the Atomic Energy Commission
Division of Reactor Licensing on December 18, 1967, "

we computed that the highest off-site annual concentration
is 5 x 10 sec m 3 at..a distance of 2 km to the northeast
corner of the site assuming the effluent is released from
a 350-ft. stack. This is somewhat higher than the 1.9xl0
sec m 3 computed by the staff in table 5. 7.

RESPONSE

a — e no comment.
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH EDUCATION, AND NELFARE (GENERAL
COI<~lENT NO. 1)

Our primary observation concerns the fact that
the Nine Yile Point Nuclear Station Unit 1 is just one of

'hreeplants which are to operate essentially side by side
on the southern shore of Lake Ontario. As stated in the
introduction to the draft EIS, the applicant plans to
construct a Unit 2 station adjacent. to the Unit 1 site
which will produce almost twice the amount of Unit 1's
electrical power. Xn addition, the Power Authority of
the State of New York is building the James A. FitzPatrick
Nuclear Plant 3300 feet east of. the Unit 1 Station. All
three plants are to'tilize once-through cooling systems
with lake water. Xt is therefore necessary that cumulative
thermal effects be addressed. Likewise other cumulative
effects of the three plants must be considered.

RESPONSE

Refer to Applicant's response to U. S. Department of
Commerce Comment No. 1.
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTHY EDUCATION AND WELFARE (GENERAL
COMMENT NO.. 2)

While the draft indicates that separate environmental
statements have been prepared for these additional facilities,
we have not received copies 'of them for review and have no way

~of knowing their content.. We are unable therefore, to assess
the environmental effects the proposed action will bring about
in its actual, operational context,.

RESPONSE

No comment.



DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH EDUCATION, AND WELFARE (GENERAL
CONl&NT NO ~ 3)

It would appear that a thorough analysis of the
'nvironmental impact of the Unit, l Station requires con-
sideration of the cumulative effects of all three nuclear,
plants inc'luding the effects of thermal discharges, gaseous
effluents, liquid effluents, releases of radioactive mater-
ials, fish'mpingement, transmission lines, as well as the
effects of increased populations on human services. This
may, for reasons unknown to us, be unnecessary.

RESPONSE

No comment.



DEPARTMENT OF HEALTHg EDUCATION g AND WELFARE (COMMENT NO 1 )

It is suggested that the upgraded liquid waste
systems referenced in Sections 3.5.1.2., 3.5.1.4., and
3.5.1.6., and the gaseous waste treatment system referenced
in Section 3.5.2.2,, should be operational before a full-
term license is granted the Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation
for the Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station Unit l.

RESPONSE

No comment.
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH EDUCATIONS AND WELFARE (COMMENT NO. 2

Xn Section 2.7.1., describing the Terrestrial
Ecology of the site, it is stated that the southern shore
of Lake Ontario is a major migration route used by many
birds including the American osprey and the bald eagle.
Subsequently it is said that a terrestrial survey of
the site found that no rare or endangered species of
plants or animals were present. There seems to be an
inconsistency here as the American osprey and the
bald eagle are both listed as endangered species and
as the site of the Unit 1 Station makes up part of the
southern shore.

RESPONSE

The terrestrial survey referred to did not,

locate or indicate the presence of nesting sites of these

birds nor is their any other evidence that they frequent

the area. This is not to say that they do not pass over

the site during their annual migration flights.
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTHg EDUCATION AND WELFARE (COMMENT NO 3 )

The information provided 'on the operational effects
of the Unit l Station on aquatic biota is lacking. It does
not allow for a'horough 'assessment of the environmental
impact of the proposed action and therefore, offsets the
environmental effects to be weighed in the decision-making
process.

RESPONSE

Refer to. Applicant,'s response to U. S. Department

of Commerce Comment No. 12.
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH EDUCATION, AND WELFARE (COKKNT NO. 4)

We note that the once-through cooling system utilized
by the Unit 1 Station fails to meet the current New York State
thermal criteria. These criteria "limit the rise in surface
temperature to 3'F over the ambient temperature within 300-feet
radius or equivalent area from the point of discharge". (5.2.2.)
Studies of the thermal effects of the Unit .1 Station have shown
.that at times "even at a depth of 5 feet, approximately one and
a quarter of shoreline had temperatures greater than 5'F above
ambient". (5.2.2.) Further information should be provided as
to the effects, including health effects, of this rise in
temperature above the standard. It would also be useful to
address legal ramifications of failing to meet the criteria.

RESPONSE

The New York State standards for thermal discharges

specify that, "None alone or in combination with other
substances or wastes in sufficient. amounts
or at such temperatures as to be injurious
to fish life...or impair the waters for any
other best .usage..." (6NYCRR701.3 et seg.)

On July 25, 1969 New York State adopted thermal criteria
that specify that the standard for State'waters is as described

above and that the standards shall be applied in accordance with
.these criteria (6NYCRR704). In Part 704.4 of these criteria there

is a discussion of the extent, of applicability of the criteria
to existing dischar'ges, i.e., discharges existing prior to July 25,

1969. This section of the criteria specifies that,
"In determining whether a discharge existing
prior to the adoption of the above criteria
complies with the applicable standard ('one
alone or in combination with the substance or
wastes in sufficient amounts or at such temper-.
atures as to be injurious to fish life ... or



RESPONSE TO DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH EDUCATION AND WELFARE
(COMMENT NO. 4 ) CONTINUED-

impair the waters for any other best usage')
(6NYCRR701.3 et seg.), these criteria are
intended only to be a frame of reference."

Since the discharge for Nine Mile Point Unit 1

was constructed prior to July 25, 1969, Part 704.4 applies
to this unit. In other words, the Nine Mile Point Unit 1

discharge does not have to meet the criter'ia for lakes
("The water temperature at, the surface of a
lake shall not be raised more than 3'F over
the temperature that existed before the add-
ition of heat of artificial origin, except
that within a radius of 300 ft or equivalent
area from the point of discharge, this temp-
erature may be exceeded. In lakes subject
to stratification, the thermal discharges
shall be confined to the 'epilimnetic area") .

The Nine Mile Point Unit 1 discharge, however, must comply

with the standard.

Data -to date indicate that the discharge complies

with the standard even though it does not meet'he specific
numerical criteria.
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION AND WELFARE (COMMENT NO. 5)

Given the information provided in the draft, we
find that the Unit 1 Station fails to consistently meet
the minimum Federal Water Quality'Criteria for phosphorus
concentrations. More precise information on phosphorus
effects and the legal considerations of failing to meet
the criteria should be included in the draft.

RESPONSE

Phosphorus limitations in Lake Ontario are cited
in the Minimum Federal Water Quality Criteria. Phosphorus

limits are not set by existing View York State discharge criteria.
However, the proposed revisions of the New York State criteria
do include limitations for phosphorus. The April 1972 Treaty,

Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement, also prescribes limits for
phosphorus in Lake Ontario. The provisions of these various

criteria and regulations are outlined below.

l. New York State standards classify Lake Ontario

as Class A Special. No specific limits are set on phosphorus

concentrations although a general limit on chemical discharges

states, "all wastes including sanitary sewage, storm
water and industrial effluents shall be in such
condition when discharged into any stream that
they will not create conditions in the boundary
waters which will adversely affect the use of
those waters for the following purposes: source
and domestic water supply, or industrial water
supply, navigation, fish and wildlife, bathing,
recreation, agriculture and other riparianactivities." (6NYCRR 702.1)



RESPONSE TO DEPARTMENT OF EIEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
(COMblHNT NO. 5) CONTINUED

2. New York State "Proposed Classifications and

Standards for 6NYCRR 702.1" were" discussed in public hearings

in September 1973. The proposed limitations for,phosphorus

are "concentrations should be limited to the extent. necessary

to prevent nuisance growths of algae, weeds and slimes that
ax'e or may become injurious to any beneficial water use."

3. Minimum Federal Water Quality Criteria have

set concentrations as goals of the waterbody purity. For

Lake Ontario, the criterion is 0.05 mg per liter P for total
phosphorus.

4. The Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement (April
1972) is 'an international treaty by which the United States

and Canada agreed to certain limitations on phosphorus in Lake

Erie and Lake Ontario. The limits set for these two lakes and

discharges thereto are. 1 mg per liter. The deadline for complianc~

with this criterion is January 1, 1975.

Phosphate measurements, have been made in the Lake in
the 'vicinity of Oswego and near Nine Mile Point. Phosphate

concentrations near Oswego averaged 0.2 mg per liter as,P.
I

By comparison, the observations near Nine Mile Point averaged

0.06 mg per liter as P. These levels are attributable to the

relatively high phosphate concentrations found in the Oswego
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RESPONSE TO DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
CON iENT NO. 5 CONTINUED

River. Levels in the Lake as a whole typically range from

0.01 to 0.03 'mg/1 P in the central portion of the Lake,

with much higher values frequently being recorded near the

shoreline due to runoff from the adjacent land areas.

The effluent, from the Nine Mile Point sanitary

sewage secondary treatment plant is less than 8 ops. per

second (3.75 gpm) . The concentration of phosphate as the

liquid leaves the treatment complex is approximately 4 mg per

liter P. The effluent dribbles down to a natural drainage

ditch in a wet, wooded area, which is separated from the Lake

by an. expanse of gravel and boulders forming the s'horeline

of Lake Ontario. Following heavy rains, 'the drainage ditch

is flushed into 'Lake Ontario along with a high volume of

runoff water.

Adjacent to the treatment plant effluent is a storm-

yard drain line which normally flows at a much 'higher rate

(estimated at 100 gpm). The total phosphorus content, of this
flow has been measured at 0.04 mg per liter P.
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION — FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION
COl'1NENT NO. 1)

The Federal Railroad Administration commented
at some length (6 Feb., 1973) regarding the applicants
request for licensing of Nine Mile Nuclear Station Unit
No. 2. Our continual concern over the inductive coordin-
ation problem with railroad signal and communication lines
is also applicable to this more recent statement for Unit
No. l.

RESPONSE

When designing transmission lines which parallel
railway facilities, it is the standard practice of the Ap-

plicant to contact the owners of such facilities advising

them of their plans. The impact. of the Applicant's pro-

posal is determined by the owners of the railway facilities.
If the possibility of excessive voltages is indicated, cor-

rective action is taken to preclude the possibility of

hazard.



DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION U. S. COAST GUARD (COMMENT NO ~ 1)

It is noted that there may be a necessity to
mark the intake and discharge points. It is recommended
that the applicant contact Commander, Ninth Coast Guard
District (oan) at 1240 E. Ninth Street, Cleveland, Ohio,
44199, for further amplification.

RESPONSE

When the United States Corps of Engineer's

Permit to construct. the Unit 1 intake and discharge

facilities was received (October 19, 1964), the accom-

panying U. S. Coast Guard Notification Form was trans-
mitted to the Cleveland Coast Guard district. Their

review (November 3, 1964) indicated that it was not

necessary to mark the intake and discharge facilities.
Copies of this correspondence are included in Applicant's
Environmental Report — Appendix G, items 3 and 4.
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U. S. DEPARTHENT OF AGRICULTURE SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE
(COHHENT NO. 1 )

I

The 'major proposed action concerns conversion of
a current operating'license to a full-term license which, in
itself, will not have any significant effect on areas of
interest to.SCS.

RESPONSE

No comment.
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U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE SOIL CONSERVATION,SERVICE
(COMMENT NO. 2)

Para ra h 4. 1. 1 Station Site
Construction of a new radwaste building is dis-

cussed. In the third paragraph a discussion should include
a statement that topsoil will be salvaged, protected and
respread during the grading operation. Prompt vegetatingwill be undertaken to prevent erosion of soil during con-
struction of the building.

RESPONSE

The material being removed as a result of the

new radwaste building consists of back fillsoil gravel mix

with a covering of crushed stone. No topsoil is involved.
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U. = S ~ DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE
(COMMENT NO. 3)

Para ra h 5.1.2 Transmission-line Environs (a)

"Only selective application of herbicides should
be permitted ..."=- This is not only to encourage wildlife-
habitat growth but to maintain a good vegetative cover to
prevent soil erosion.

RESPONSE

No comment.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
COblb1HNT NO ~ 1)

After reviewing the Applicant's Environmental
Report and the AEC's draft statement, and observing the
fish impingement study at, the plant, three things are
apparent:

l. A large number of fish have been impinged on
the traveling screens;

2. A varying, but considerable portion of these
come off the screens alive;

3. The process of returning impinged fish to the
lake probably kills the remaining fish.

Three changes in plant and its operation would appear
to reduce the kill of impinged fish. First, the normal schedule
calls for the traveling screens to be stationary 57 minutes of
each hour. Therefore, impinged fish are held against the
screens for a considerable time. 'If the screens were traveling
continuously, the impingement time would be greatly reduced
with fewer fish dying on the screens. Second, the screens are
cleaned with a very high velocity spray, which removes fish
from the screens and slams them against the housing. It is felt,
that the spray velocity could be reduced substantially and still
insure cleaning of the screens. If the fish were removed gently,
fewer would die in this process. Third, the fish and debris from
the screens flow directly into the discharge, with a temperature
as much as 31.2'F above the water they just, left. The fish are
in the discharge tunnel at this temperature for about two minutes,
and at reduced temperatures of the plume for an additional varying
period. This same discharge is periodically used for disposal of
chemical wastes from the laundry, regeneration wastes,(page 3-33),
floor drains (page 3-16), and waste collector system (page 3-13).

It is felt, that the combined effect of being held
for up to 57 minutes on the screens, being slammed against the
housing, and then placed in the heated and chemical discharge
for two plus minutes, kills most of the impinged fish. Further,it is felt, that. this kill could be reduced substantially, by
cleaning the screens continuously with a reduced spray velocity
and returning the fish through a separate sluiceway to the lake
away from the intake and discharge areas.
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,U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE FOREST SERVICE (COMMENT NO. 2)

We are interested in the Staff's recommendations on
the use of herbicides for transmission-line maintenance, and
are particularly intrigued by the last one: "No stands of
potentially poisonous plants should be sprayed with herbicides."
We are curious about the basis for this recommendation.

RESPONSE

No comment.
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U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE FOREST SERVICE (COMMENT NO. l)

We have no information to indicate that the continued
operation of Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station Unit l will have
any further adverse effect on forest land beyond that which has
already occurred as a result of construction.

RESPONSE

No comment.
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U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE
(COMMENT NO.')

Para ra h 10.3.1 Land Use

This paragraph is summarized by a statement, which
says the recreational potential of the area is meager. In
terms of public development, this statement may be true, but
in terms of private recreation, there is more than meager
potential. The paragraph might be modified to reflect this.

RESPONSE

No comment.
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STATE-OF NEW YORK:DEPARTMENT OF ENVXRONMENTAL CONSERVATXON
COlIl1ENT NO ~ 1) CONTINUED

Xt should be noted, that such measures will not
insure that all fish will survive. Some impinged fish
will die, and studies'ill have -to be carried out after
these modifications go in effect to determine the magnitude
and sign'ificance of fish killed by impingement.

Any decision on alternate intake designs should,
however, be made following the submittal by the applicant
of information on alternate intake systems as suggested- on
Page 9-17. The above recommendations, however, should be
implemented to reduce the fish kills until such decisions
are made.

H

RESPONSE

The Applicant has performed, and is continuing to

.perform, detailed studies regarding fish impingement at Nine

'Mile Point Unit 1. These studies are addressed in some

length in a report entitled "The Effect of Impingement at

Nine Mile Point on the Fish Populations of Lake Ontario",

October 1, 1973. This report was submitted by the Applicant

as Exhibit. 3b (AEC Docket No. 50-410) at. the Nine Mile Point

Unit 2 Public Hearings. The report states that the impact of

the plant (as measured at Unit 1) upon fish populations of

Lake Ontario is not significant and does not constitute an

environmental problem.

Xn the course of fish impingement studies performed

to this date, judgment as to the chances of survival of impinged

fish backwashed off the screens has been based on visual inspec-

tion only. The fact that a fish appears to be in good condition
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RESPONSE TO STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL,
CONSERVATION (COMMENT NO. l) CONTINUED

after being subjected to this treatment is no guarantee that
it will survive when returned to the Lake, however. The

Applicant has authorized studies to carry out analyses of
I

such fish, in order to better determine their viability.
The Applicant has also authorized studies of operational
changes in the screenwell area to reduce impinged fish
mortality along the lines recommended in this comment.

Furthermore modifications to the existing intake structure,
to reduce fish entrainment, are being considered in regard

to the recommendations of the Draft Environmental Statement.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 45)

Section 5. 5. 2 a. Intake Effects, a e 5-31.

The fourth sentence, 2nd. paragraph implies that
alewives and smelt amounted to 82% of the fish sp'ecies
which are impinged. Actually, these 2 species are only
6.7% of the 30 species collected. Of the 12,987 fish
collected during the impingement studies, 82% were smelt
or alewives. „

RESPONSE

No comment.
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STATE OF .NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 44)

Pa e 5-31

The environmental technical specif'ications for
Nine Mile Point Unit 1 should include the following:
OBJECTIVES

To determine the sound levels created during
normal plant operations at and beyond the plant boundaries.

SPECIFICATIONS

A sound survey shall be made around the plant in
accordance with Part 75 of Subchapter E of the Interim-
Rules for Certificates of Environmental Compatibility and
Public Need for Steam Electric Generation Facilities of'he Public Service Commission. These measurements shall
be taken following initial full power operation. The
results shall be evaluated by the applicant and a report
with the appropriate recommendations as to the future of
the program shall be submitted to the Directorate of
Licensing and the New York State Environmental Conservation
Department for consideration.
BASES

The sound survey shall show the extent to which
the plant affects the ambient noise in surrounding land
uses. ~This information is needed to insure that the plant
conforms to noise rules and regulations of the- New York
State Environmental Conservation Department. The informa-
tion will also be useful to the surrounding communities for
land use planning decisions. In addition, if a second plantis proposed the data will be needed for preparation of the
Environmental Impact Statement for that plant.

The above sound survey and subsequent evaluation
should be completed prior to issuance of a Full Term License.

RESPONSE

No comment.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 43)

Pa e 5 31

It is stated that, "The Applicant's measurements
of sound intensity indicated that the maximum sound pro-
duced at the site boundaries was from the transformer atall locations; sound intensity from the transformer was
equal to or less than the background noise." The acoustical
environmental impact evaluation should be presented in
accordance with Part 75 of Subchapter E of the NYS Public
Service Commission Interim Rules for Certificates of Environ-
mental Compatibility and Public Need for Steam Electric
Generation Facilities. It is noted that transformers gen-
erally radiate pure tones which are more annoying than broad
band noise of the same energy content.

RESPONSE

No comment.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 42)

Section 5. 5.1, x a e 5-31

- The-discussion of 'environmental noise is inadequate.
A survey should be made of sound levels in and around the
'plant to determine sound levels created during various modes
of pl'ant operation. The survey should include sound levels
associated with high voltage transmission facilities. Results
of the survey would permit an evaluation of the sound

bilevel

im-
pact from this plant, and would be useful in evaluating the
potential impact of 'proposed Unit, 2. It is suggested 'that a '

sound level study be required of the applicant, and that a
statement to that, effect (as recommended in comment No. 44)
could be added to the Technical Specification Requirements
on page iv of the Draft Environmental Statement.

RESPONSE

No comment.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 41)

Section 5.2.4, Pa e 5-12

In paragraphs two, the maximum allowable gross
beta activity should be corrected to 1000 picocuries perliter rather than the stated 100 picocuries..

RESPONSE

No comment.



B-95

SXA'J:K Ui '."i0"W YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL
CONSERVATION'COMMENT

NO. 4 0)

Section 5.1.-2, Pa e 5-2

It is stated that "No stands of potentially
poisonous plants should be sprayed with herbicides."
We are curious about the basis for this recommendation.

Recommendation (j) should be expanded .to include
a list of potentially poisonous plants.

RESPONSE

No comment.



STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
COMMENT NO. 39)

Section 5.1.2

The following are recommended modifications to
Section 5.1.2 of the Draft Environmental Statement for
Nine Mile Point Unit -l. A Technical Specification for
the Nine Mile Point Unit 1. should be developed using
this section as modified:

a. Section 5.1.2 (b) — change "should" to
"shall"'.

C ~

Section 5.1.2 (c) — change to "Treatment shall not be
More than once every 4 years."

Section "5.1.2 (d) — change "should" to "shall"

d. Section 5. l. 2 (e)

e. Section 5.1.2 (f)
and add at end "and their written approval secured."

Section 5.1.2 (g) — Add sentence at end — "All pesticide
applicators shall be certified applicators under State
provisions and shall comply with applicable State standards."

g. Section 5.1.2 (h) — No "safe" dioxin level has been established.

h. Section 5.1.2 (i) — Add phrase at end — "and action taken to
ensure that drift or volatilization be held to a minimum
for future applications."

RESPONSE

No comment.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
COMMENT NO. CONTINUED

f.) The prevention and control of environmental noisepollution resulting from maintenance operations and
the operation of the high voltage transmission line
should conform with New York State's proposed regu-
lations.

I

g.) 'aintenance or land management of the right-of-wayin many instances can be best accomplished by
encouraging the owner or former owner to continue
his land use insofar as it is compatible with the
Applicant's objectives. Such land use might be theraising of various crops, grazing, and recreational
uses.

RESPONSE

'o comment.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 38)

Section 5.1.2 Transmission Lines

We concur with the fact that the Applicant did not
have the benefit of the State of New York Department of
Environmental Conservation guidelines and recommendations
for transmission line location and construction (as stated
in Section 4.1.2) when the original 500 ft. corridor was
selected and cleared (the Nine Mile Point Unit-Clay Circuit).
However, this does not preclude the use of said guidelines
in the maintenance of the transmission lines which are a
part of the referenced documents.

Accordingly, kindly .consider the following in the
preparation of an environmental maintenance management plan
for this installation:

I

a.) "It is recognized that it will be necessary for the
applicant to periodically inspect the transmission
line and the roadway and to maintain said line and
roadway to insure the safe transmission of power."

b.) Danger trees, as determined by the designated repre-
sentatives of the applicant and the regulatory agency,
may be cut as long as conditions and limitations for
such cutting are established prior to the start of-
operation.

c.) Native vegetation, particularly that of value to fish
and wildlife, which was saved during construction or
has since reproduced to natural growing conditions and
does not pose a hazard to the facility should be allowed
to grow, and in critical areas should be planted in the
right-of-way.

d.) Access roads and service roads should be maintained
with native grass cover, water bars and proper slope
in a manner which the designated representatives of
the applicant and the regulatory agency deem sufficient
to prevent soil erosion.

e.) Burning will not be permitted during maintenance operation.



STATE OF NEW YORK'EPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 37)

Section 4.1.2, Pa e 4-2

It should be noted that the existing 500-foot
corr'idor accommodates two 345-kV transmission lines to
the Clay Substation. In'addition, it should also be noted
that with construction of proposed Nine Mile Point Unit 2,
at. least a portion of the eastern edge of the existing
corridor would have -to be extended to accommodate a new
765-kV transmission line.

RESPONSE

No comment.
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TABLE I

CATEGORY CLASSIFICATION AND SUGGESTED NOISE -CRITERION RANGE
FOR'NTRUDING NOISE AS HEARD IN VARIOUS INDOOR FUNCTIONAL
ACTIVITY.AREAS

Category Area (and Acoustic Requirements) Noise Criteria

Bedrooms, sleeping quarters, hospitals, residences,
apartments, hotels, motels, etc. (for sleeping, rest-
ing, relaxing).

Auditoriums, theaters, large meeting rooms, large
conference rooms, churches, chapels, etc. (for
very good listening conditions).

NC-20
to

NC-30

NC-20
to

NC«30

Private offices, small conference rooms, class-
rooms, libraries, etc. (forgood listening conditions).

NC-30
to

NC-35

Large offices, reception areas, retail shops,and
stores, cafeterias. restaurants, etc. (for fairlisten-
ing conditions).

Lobbies, laboratory work spaces, drafting and en-
gineering rooms, maintenance shops such as for
electrical equipment, etc. (for moderately fair lis-
tening conditions).

NC-35
to

NC-40

NC-40
to

NC-50

Kitchens, laundries, shops, garages, machinery
spaces, power plant control rooms, etc. (for min-
imum acceptable speech communication, no risk of
hearing damage).

NC-45
to

NC-65
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RESPONSE TO STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL
CONSERVATION COMMENT NO. 36 CONTINUED

area the NC-20 Noise Criterion is normally applied for
night-time indoor conditions; but in city areas, or in
apartments, dormitories, or motels for sleeping areas,

an NC-30 Noise Criterion is normally used.

Figure l demonstrates how the noise fits the

Noise Criterion curves at several distances from the outer

phase. This shows tha't only houses at about 200 feet fiom

the outer phase would be subjected to the low noise level
(NC-25 to NC-30). This low noise level would be heard

only in damp weather, with windows, nearest. the line open,

and with a low ambient noise level (including the masking

of rain noise) .

When the system is energized to 765-kV the Applicant
will te'st for audible noise and evaluate feasible methods of
noise reduction if required.

At this date the Applicant does not intend to in-
stall any higher voltage lines greater than 765-kV.
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RESPONSE- TO STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL
CONSERVATION COMMENT NO. 36 CONTINUED

The measurements made by Bolt, Beranek and Newman

(BB a N) were conducted during two occasions near Quebec City,
'anada, where Hydro Quebec operates a 735-kV transmission line
which has a four (4) conductor bundle configuration with 1.38

inch diameter conductor and a fifty foot phase spacing. This

arrangement is similar to our 765-kV conductor size and bundle

arrangement, and thus was ideal for audible noise measurements.

Measurements were taken directly beneath the mid-span of the

.conductors and at various distances from the outer phase. During

fair weather the audible noise from the transmission line was

lower than the background noise from insects and other sources

so that readings were difficult to obtain.

Bolt, Beranek and Newman have made up category

classification and Noise Criterion curves (Fig. 1 and Table
I).'hi's

family of Noise Criterion (NC) curves has been used in
noise control work for over fifteen years for design and evalua-

tion of existing noise conditions. These curves accurately

correlate the subjective response of the average human ear to

acoustic levels at various fequencies and intensities as

measured by instrumentation. .Thus, the lower curves can

describe noise levels that are considered quiet enough for
resting or sleeping or for excellent listening conditions in
concert, halls or auditoriums, while the upper curves can

describe noisy work areas. For a quiet or rural community
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 36)

Section 4. 1. 2, Pa e 4-1

We note that the station is connected to the
Applicant's system by two 345-kV transmission lines and the
right-of-way is planned for an additional 765-kV line. The
Final Environmental Statement should present data on the
sound levels produced by these lines. The intention of the
Applicant with regard to the possible installation of higher
voltage lines and the resulting 'potential for increased sound
levels should also be stated in the Final Environmental State-
ment.

RESPONSE

Applicant 'has a 765-kV transmission line (presently

operated at 345-kV) in'ervice.
To gain a better understanding of the audible noise

which the bundle arrangement and conductor selection for this
circuit would give, Applicant retained, the professional:services of

Acres American, Inc., Bolt, Beranek and Newman of Cambridge,

Massachusetts, consultants in the field of audible noise phenomena,

and Westinghouse Electric Corporation to study audible noise on

high voltage transmission lines.
Westinghouse Electric Corporation conducted audible

noise measurements indoors at the Trafford High Voltage Laboratory

and field measurements at the 750-kV project at Apple Grove,

West Virginia. However, there was little valid agreement

between laboratory and field data because acoustical measurements

in an indoor laboratory are affected by the enclosure.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 35)

Section 4.1.1, Pa e 4-1

It is stated that no impacts on neighboring lands
will result from construction of the radwaste building and
that. the effects will be temporary. Yet, the radwaste
building will take approximately two years to complete, the
James A. FitzPatrick plant will be under construction nearby
and additional plants may be constructed in, the vicinity.=
The synergisticeffect might be a continuing environmental
impact from construction noise.

RESPONSE

Since construction is presently underway on the

James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear Power Plant to the east, the

, modifications to the Nine Mile Point Unit 1 radwaste
system'east

side of the building) will result in only modest incre-
mental disturbance to the area.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
COMMENT NO. 34)

Section 4.1.1, Pa e 4-1

The first paragraph states, "The applicant
established 130 acres of the site as a wildlife habitatin 1969 by posting the northwest corner of the site."
Supplement 1, of the applicant's environmental reportrefers to this area as a "natural wildlife refuge"
(page S1.5-1). The problem here is use of terms andintent. It would seem that the reason for posting was
safety concerns for the visitor center and there is no
argument against that. However, if that is the case,
state it. They certainly did not "...establishwildlife habitat ... by posting ..." and it, is question-
able that they established a natural wildlife refugewith an active visitor center involved. It- would be
very desirable at some time to have an active wildlife
management program on the 855 acres available, but until.this is the case, no such inference should be made.

RESPONSE

No comment.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO- 33)

Section 3.8, Pa e 3-35

It is stated that to allow for probable need for
a future 345-kV transmission line, a 500-foot right-of-way
was purchased; The future 345-kV, transmission line is
questioned, since applicant's testimony (Garcy, NYS Public
Service Commission„Case 26251, Tr Page Sm 4657 of January 26,
1973), and the Final Environmental Statement. for Unit 2 note
that the proposed future transmission line is 765-kV.

RESPONSE

The future 345-kV transmission line mentioned in
Section 3.8, page 3-35 of the Draft Environmental Statement

could extend from a new Volney Station south to the Syracuse

area. Volney Station will be located approximately nine

miles- south from Nine Mile Point, on one of the existing
345-kV Nine Mile Point — Clay transmission circuits. The

765-kV transmission line mentioned by Garcy (NYS Public

Service Commission Case 26251, Tr Page Sm 4657 of January

26, .1973) could extend from Nine Mile Point to Volney.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 32)

Section 3.5.3 Pa e 3-30

The staff estimate of solid waste based upon
experience'at other operating BWR plants is given as
11,000 cubic feet with an activity of 2700 curies. The
actual experience at Nine Mile Point Unit No. 1 indicates
about, the same order of magnitude of total cubic feet with
an activity of approximately 10% of the staff estimate.
The reason or significance of this difference should be
discussed.

RESPONSE

No comment.



STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 31)

Section 3. 5. 3 Pa e 3-28 .

The section on solid waste should consider the
disposal problem as this was not covered in the "Survey
of the Nuclear Fuel Cycle". To better evaluate the dis-
posal problem, the isotopic breakdown, particularly the
alpha content, should be presented in- order to demonstrate
these wastes will meet burial criteria.

RESPONSE

No comment.
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STATE OF NEN YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO- 30)

Table 3.6, Pa e 3-27

The isg)ope Xr is listed twice. The second
83m

entxy should be mKr.

RESPONSE

No commen't.
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STATE OF NEW XORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
COMMENT HO. 29)

The upgraded gaseous waste treatment system, shows
a single catalytic recombiner system. Apparently the Table
3;7 does not consider down time for the recombiner system.
For the draf t environmental statement of the FitzPatrick
plant, a down time of ten days per year was considered and
considerable noble gases were estimated to be released.

RESPONSE

Table 3.7 does not show the redundancy of the

upgraded off-gas system. All components are redundant

in the system except for the charcoal tanks, mixing nozzle,

and preheater.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 28)

Table 3.3, Pa e 3-20

In column five, the 0.0014 should be replaced
by TC-99m.

RESPONSE

No comment.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF, ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
:(COMMENT NO. 27)

Section 3.5.1.6, Pa e 3-18

The applicant's calculations .regarding the present
liquid waste treatment system underestimated the actual
reported radioactivity, excluding tritium, in,liquid releases
by a factor of about fifteen thousand. The Environmental
Statement should therefore provide more than calculational
evidence to support the contention that radioactivity released
from the upgraded liquid waste treatment system will meet the
"as low as practicable" guidelines.

RESPONSE

The number identified in table 3.5, (0.002 ci/yr,
for the existing system is not correct. The numbers were

reported for indivi'dual isotopes. Based on that, the

average yearly release would be about 45 ci/yr. exclusive

of tritium. Therefore, the comment appears to be valid.
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STATE OF NEW'ORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
COMMENT NO. 26)

Table 3.3, Pa e 3-20 and Table 3.7'a e 3-29

A license condition notes that the applicant will
complete construction of a new radwaste building onsite
(expected to be fully operational in late 1975 with theliquid effluent portion being operational in September 1974)to assure compliance with the "as low as practicable" criteria
contained in 10 CFR 50. Tables 3.3 and 3.7 tabulate estimated
annual release of radioactivity in liquid and gaseous effluentsfor the upgraded radwaste system. It is questioned if these
releases meet the conditions of WASH-1258 — (numerical Guidesfor Design Objectives And Limiting Conditions .for Operation
To Meet The Criteria "As Low as Practicable" For Radioactive
Material In Light-Water Cooled Nuclear Reactor Effluents) for
the proposed treatment provided in the upgraded radwaste system
waste streams. If WASH-1258 criteria and conditions are met,it is recommended that this be noted on the concerned tables
and, in addition, briefly discussed in Section 3.

RESPONSE

The upgraded radwaste system will meet the stated
guidelines.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
COMMENT NO. 25)

Table 3.2, Pa e 3-19

The isotope Ru-103 is incorrectly identified,
as Ra-103.

RESPONSE

No comment.
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STATE OF-NEW XORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
'COMMENT'O. 24 )

Table 3.2, Pa e 3-19

Lists the estimated annual release of radioactivity
in liquid effluents. 'he table does not include dissolved
noble gases.

Appendix I 10CFR50 states:
"The design objectives guides for liquid effluents
include limitations on both quantities and

concen-'rationsof radioactive material in effluents. The
estimated annual quantity of radioactive material,
except tritium, released to unrestricted areas would
be limited to not, more than five curies per power
reactor at a site. "

=

The quantities and environmental effects of dissolved noble
gases should be evaluated.

RESPONSE

No 'comment.
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STATE"'OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 23)

Fi ure 3.6, Pa e 3-9

The service water and fire pumps should be
labeled on Figure 3.6, since paragraphs 3.4.1 refers
to them as being shown on Figure 3.6.

RESPONSE

No comment.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 22)

Section 3. 4. 2, Pa e 3-7

The following clarifications and corrections
should be made:

a. It should be noted that the discharge tunnel is 10
feet in diameter.

b. It is stated that the effluent has an initial
velocity of approximately 4 fps. It is not clear
where in the discharge flow path'his effluent
velocity exists.

RESPONSE

a. No comment.

'b. The stated 4 fps velocity occurs at the faces of the ports
of the six sided discharge structure.



STATE -OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT . NO. 2l)

Section 3. 4. 1, Pa e 3-7

The following clarifications and corrections
should be made:

a. For clarity and for consistency with Section 3.4.2,it should be noted that the intake structure is
located about. 850 feet offshore.

b. It is stated that. the intake tunnel has a 74 square-
.-foot cross section. About 78 square-feet more accur-
ately describes the cross section of the l0 foot
diameter intake tunnel.

c. "Diagrammatic Sketch" better describes the screenwall
shown in Figure 3.6 than "Schematic Diagram." Schematic
Diagram intonates single line (wiring, piping, etc.)
depictions. The title of Figure 3.6 should also be
changed.

d. ~ It. should be clarif'ied that the noted 8 fps velocity
through the intake tunnel is a design velocity based
on the cooling water flow requirements for maximum
power output.

e. A description of the traveling screen's backwashing
sequence and sluicing operation should be included.

RESP.ONSE

No comment items a — d.

e. Refer to Applicant's Environmental Report — Construction

Permit Stage — Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station Unit 2,

Supplement 3, which discusses the sequencing and operation
of the Unit 1 traveling screens.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 20)

Fi ure 3.4, Pa e 3-6

Figure 3.4 is entitled "Circulating, Water System:Plan." It is recommended that this title be modified to "In-
take and discharge structure locations: Plan. " This title
more correctly describes that portion of the cooling water
system depicted, and is consistent=.with the description con-,
tained in Section 3.4. In addition,, for clarity.,(Reference
Figure 3.4 of FitzPatrick's Final Environmental Statement
dated March, l973) the intake and, discharge tunnels should
be labeled, and after "intake" and "discharge" the word"structure" added.

RESPONSE

No comment.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTlKNT OF- ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COI1MENT NO. 19)

Fi ure 3.3, Pa e 3-5

The figure appears to depict"the existing, and not
the upgraded, liquid radwaste system because floor drain
sample tank drains are shown going directly to the circulating
water 'system discharge. Thus it should be noted, at 'least for
the radwaste portion of the water-usage flow figure, that the
existing system is depicted. In addition, the discharge canal,
screen house and discharge tunnel should be labeled to clarify
where effluent discharges interface with the circulating water
discharge system. li

RESPONSE

The diagrams (Fig. 3.8 and 3.9) are correct in that

about 10 percent of the Waste collector low conductivity, low

activity waste is discharged as an excess. The diagrams are

incorrect in that, Figure 3.9 does not show a discharge from the

floor drain sample tanks to discharge. This discharge is 2,700

gal. per day as delineated in the Environmental Report.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. l8)

Section 3.3, Pa e 3-4

. It is stated that. the applicant proposes to use
a high pressure water flush, or other mechanical means to
prevent fouling of the condensers. This is not clear,
since high pressure water flushing is not considered mech-
anical cleaning.

RESPONSE"

In Supplement No. l of its Environmental Report,
P. Sl.3-l, the Applicant notes "There, will be no chemical

cleaning".'igh
pressure water flushes or mechanical cleanin'g

methods will be used.



STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 17)

Section 3.2, Pa e 3

It is stated that the reactor has a Stretch
rating of 1850 MWt, corresponding to a net electrical
output of 610 MWe. This is questioned, since preceding
sections (Page l-l and i) note that these are rated values.

RESPONSE

The Nine Mile Point Unit 1 output is rated at

610 MWe net for 1850 MWt.
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STATE OF NHW YORK DHPART&IHNT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COi~L~JHNT NO. 16)

Sec tion 2. 5. 2, Pa es 2-10 and 2-11

Paragraph 3 and Figure 2.6 note that Lake
Ontario has a maximum surface temperature of 72'F
during summer. Paragraph 2 of Section 3.4 (Page 3-7)
states that the intake water temperature varies with
the season from 33 to 77'F. Initial impact implies
a discrepancy (this impact is further substantiated by
statements that vertical thermal stratification exists
during the summer, and that the intake structure is a
minimum of 15 feet below the surface) unless it isclarified (as in the FitzPatrick Environmental Technical
Specifications) that: (1) the 77'F temperatu're is the
maximum recorded Lake temperature, and (2) that 77'F
is the conservative design basis for establishing the
maximum allowable discharge temperature.

RESPONSE

The temperature plotted in Figure 2.6 of the

Draft Statement are the values for a given day of the year,
averaged over the years of record through 1971. The resultant
curve has a maximum point early in August,,with a value of
72 F. However, this value is itself the average of a recorded

range not an actual maximum.
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OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 15)

Section 2. 4, Pa e 2-8

The. phenomena of bedrock "pop-up" should be briefly
discussed in this section. The discussion should include
statements that the applicant (PSAR for Unit 2) observed no
"pop-up" features of consequence during Unit 1 excavation, .

and that the closest reported features of consequence are near
Lowville, approximately 50 miles northeast of the site.

RESPONSE

A description of the bedrock "pop up",phenomenon

is contained on page C4 of Appendix I of the Nine Mile Point

Unit 2 PSAR, Docket Number 50-410.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. l4)

Section 2.2, Pa e 2-7

It is stated that the entire shoreline north ofUnit 1 will be accessible to the publi'c. This is not clear,
since the Environmental Report notes that most of the site
area has only recreational possibilities, except for thatrestricted area in the immediate vicinity of the generatingstation which included the Station's immediate shoreline.

RESPONSE

The entire shoreline north of Unit 1 is accessible
to the public. However the shoreline area consists of large
rocks which make up a shoreline protection dike. The exten-
sive rockiness of. this dike limits its recreational potential
although it is used by shoreline fishermen.



STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO.'3)

Table l-l, Pa e 1-4

Permits from the N.Y.S. Department. of Environ-
mental Conservation are needed for the standby diesel .

generators and fire pump.

RESPONSE

Application forms (NYSDEC-AIR 100C) for the

appropriate permits were filed with the Department on

October 17, 1973.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTl1ENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 12)

Summar and Conclusions, Pa e iii - License Conditions

The 500-foot wide cleared transmission line corridor
has a significant, and disturbing visual impact. The applicant
should be required, as a condition of full-term licensing, to
alleviate this situation by means of planting. Trees of limited
height potential, and shrubs, planted in groups at selected
spots where long, straight sections of the corridor occur, will
reduce the tunnel-like aspect. Species of trees and shrubs
having wildlife benefits should be used.

Similar plantings should be made at points where the
corridor is intersected by a road or stream.

RESPONSE

No comment.



STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. ll)

Summar and Conclusions, Pa e iv
The fifth Technical Specification Requirement

should be expanded to read, "The Applicant will conduct
a terrestrial monitoring program to determine the environ-
mental effects of the use of herbicides for line mainten-
ance. Particular attention should be given to vegetation
which figures significantly in the life-cycle of valuedwildlife species which may occupy this right-of-way. The
program

RESPONSE

No comment.



B-60

STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATXON
(COMMENT NO. 10)

Summar and Conclusions, B, Pa e iv, suggests
that studies be conducted to "...evaluate the magnitude
of the fish-kill problem." We submit that the fish kill
is large (Table 5.12, page 5.-33) and that some steps, as
outlined above, be taken to reduce the kill immediately.
Then. conduc't a monitoring program to determine the extent
to which Nine Nile Point, is still'illingfish, and the
effect of this kill on the local populations and on Lake
Ontario.

RESPONSE

Refer to Applicant's response to DEC Comment No. 1
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OF. NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
COMMENT. NO.')-- "

Summar and Conclusions, Pa e i and Introduction, Pa e 1-1
not page numbered),

-'hese

sections note that 1850 MWt is required to
produce 610 MWe net. The 610 MWe net. is questioned, 'since
other Nine Mile Point. Unit No. 1 documents (i.e., U.,S.
AEC RO Inquiry Report. No. 50-220/72'-110 of 11/21/72) note
a higher than 610 MWe output.

RESPONSE

MWe net.,

The Nine Mile Point Unit 1 rated'output is 610



STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 8)

Ther'e are numerous editorial oversights throughout
the document. For example:

'a ~ Pa e Numberin — The page beginning each section should
be numbered, i.e. 1-1, 2-1, etc. This is consistent
with other environmental statements such as Ginna's
Draft of April 1973, and FitzPatrick's Final of March
1973.

b.

c ~

Cover — the word "Energy" is missing in the title "United
States Atomic Energy Commission."

Section 3.5.1.2, Pa e 3-16 — The first word of the para-
graph should be "In" instead of "An."

d. Fi ure 2.5, Pa e 2-9; Fi ure 3.2, Pa e 3-3, and Fi ure
3.14 Pa e 3-38 — The poor quality of the photographs
in Figures 2.5, 3.2 and 3.14 does little to promote the
aesthetic features of the facility.

e. Nuclide S mbols — A consistent set of symbols should be
used to identify radionuclides in Tables 3.2, 3.3, 3.6,
3.7, and 5.3

Section 3.7.2, a e 2-18. Second from last paragraph,third line introduces a new fish to the Lake Ontario
fishery, the "allleye."

RESPONSE

No comment.
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M

STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONML'NTAL'CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 7)

A discussion of the effects that the construction
and operation of the station has had on the local community
should be included in the Environmental Statement. The
impact on schools, housing, local roads, etc., with a state-
ment on the net societal impact, should be addressed in this
discuss1on

RESPONSE

No comment.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 6)

Most of the comments the State previously forwarded
to the U. S. Atomic Energy Commission on'he Nine Mile Point
Unit 2 and James A. FitzPatrick Plant draft environmental
statements regarding thermal/hydraulic water quality consider-
ations are applicable to this draft environmental statement.

RESPONSE

No comment.
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RESPONSE TO NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL
CONSERVATION .(COMMENT NO. 5) CONTINUED,

maintenance personnel emphasizing the prudent
use of electricity and natural gas. -Further,
we are working closely with architects and
engineers to insure that energy systems in
new buildings and factories are designed to min-
imize consumption without reducing performance.
At the same time, assistance is provided com-
mercial, industrial and agricultural customers
in solving pollution- control and waste-
management problems by recommending appropriate
energy applications."
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 5)

A discussion of the applicant's present and proposed
energy conservation efforts should be included in the Environ-
mental Statement.

RESPONSE

The applicant' policy regarding electric energy

utilization and conservation is represented in the following

quote from the Niagara Mohawk Annual Report for 1972:

"Realizing the critical importance of using
energy wisely, Niagara Mohawk today as never
before is stressing efficient, use of electricity
and gas and urging customers in all categories
to conserve energy.

This is a dominant theme in our public rela-
tions and customer communications. Speakers Bu-
reau presentations, brochures, bill enclosures
and newspaper advertisements listing energy-saving
suggestions are all part, of a campaign to encour-
age conservation. During the year, our Marketing
Department expanded a program in which Company
representatives visit customer facilities, examine
their energy systems and equipment and make recom-
mendations for improvement. This helpful service
includes analyzing and testing to determine the
efficiency of. industrial equipment and making
necessary field adjustments wherever possible.

We are also advising customers on an increas-
ing basis to employ waste heat reclamation as a
method of conserva'tion and economy. Throughout
the year, our marketing representatives made
numerous presentations to industrial and trade
organizations, commercial building owners and



STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO.

4)'ith

the construction of proposed Nine Mile Point
Unit No. 2, the circulating water system for Unit, No. 1 will
be modified to a combined discharge system for both units.
A discussion should be presented of the projected combined.
discharge velocity and thermal dilution improvements of the
combined discharge system. The State's review of this report
is obviously influenced by the fact that the applicant has
this commitment.

RESPONSE

Refer to Applicant' response to U. S. Department of

Commerce Comment, No. 1.



STATE OF NEN YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATXON
(COMMENT NO. 3)

Xt is stated that the staff is of the opinion that „

the applicant's monitoring program to date has not shown
that the intake system .will avoid substantial fish kills,
with subsequent. lack of confidence on the impact of fish
populations in the Nine Mile Point area. Xt is further
stated. that, the applicant will be required to perform
intensive monitoring at some unstated future time to deter-
mine the seriousness of this fish-kill problem. Xn addition,it is stated that the applicant has presented no alternatives
to the design of the present intake system. Based on these
statements, and the conservation assumption that the

inten-'ive

monitoring program will reflect that the present intake
system will not. prevent "substantial" fish kills, it is
considered prudent that the U. S. AEC require that the applic-
ant implement the intensive monitoring program as soon as
possible, so that redesign of the intake system, if required,
can be accomplished with appropriate dispatch.

RESPONSE

Refer to Applicant's response to DEC Comment No. 1.

The fish impingement study evaluated in the draft, environmental

statement of Nine Mile Point Unit 1 has been upgraded as of
March 14, 1973. From that, date, fish impingement monitoring
has been performed once a week, for 24 hours continuously. The

Applicant's report (Applicant's Exhibit 3b — Nine Mile Point
Unit 2 Public Hearings, AEC Docket. SO-410) has evaluated the

significance of the measured impinged fish kill upon the lake,

population and concludes the totals to be insignificant as

evaluated in the context of'available lake populations.



STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 2)

Summar- and Conclusions,, Page iii — License Conditions

Any Commission full term operating license for.
this facility should be appropriately conditioned to

'ssurethat the upgraded radwaste systems are installed
in the most timely manner and further proven to operate
within their design parameters.

RESPONSE

No comment.



B-101

STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 46)

Section 5. 5. 2 a. Intake Effects a e 5-34, 3rd ara ra h.

The description given here of removal of fish from
the traveling screens differs from the process observed at
the plant. This statement infers that impinged fish removed
from the traveling screens "...collect in the trash pit
along with the debris," and that "The 'ecological death'f
these stressed and disabled fish appears inevitable." In
observation of this process, the fish were removed from the
screens by a high velocity spray, slammed against the hous-
ing and went directly to the discharge. A large percent of
these impinged fish were 'alive as they entered the discharge.
We submit, that ecological death is not inevitable, and that
minor modifications suggested (comment gl) above would save
many of these:

The theme of the last paragraph of this section was
covered in comment 510.

RESPONSE

Refer to Applicant's response to SX5te of New York

Department of Environmental Conservation Comment No. 1 regarding

intake-traveling screen studies.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 47)

Pa e 536
It is stated that "mechanical stress. does not appearto be significant at moderate lake temperatures, (50'-59'F),

yet there is no statement. of the effects of mechanical stressat-other temperatures. The draft environmental statement
should discuss these effects also.

RESPONSE

Studies by the Applicant indicate mechanical stress
produces a plankton kill rate on the order of 10 to 20'ercent,
regardless of water temperature. These studies were performed

while the circulating water system was operating but no heat

was being discharged since the reactor was shutdown at the time.
,.Refer also to Applicant's response to EPA Comment No. F.2.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 48)

Section 5.5.2 b. Entrainment Effects Pa e 5-37

The last three sentences of this section, page 5-
37, aptly sum up the subject of entrainment, particu'larly
of fish eggs and larvae, at Nine Mile Point gl. This
should be added to Summary and Conclusions, page i at the
bottom of the page.

RESPONSE

No comment.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 49)

I

Section 5.5.2 c Thermal dischar es Effects l Fishes.
Pa e 5'37

, The staff makes, several references to preferred
temperatures of fish. The statements are correct. However,it should be'noted in this section,'that these preferred
temperatures are determined for the most part, by'ery
short. term laboratory experiments. And that they only
indicate temperatures fish preferred over temperatures they
were acclimated to at the time. Preferred temperatures in
this context may or may not indicate biologically desirable
temperatures for growth, maturation, reproduction, etc.

RESPONSE

No comment.
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STATE OF NEW -YORK DEPARTMENT'F ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. -50)

Section 5.5;.2 c. l) Fishes to of a e 5-38.

The statement is made that occa'sional small fish
may travel into lethal temperatures. This may or may not
have any basis and references for this statement would be
appreciated.

RESPONSE

No comment.



V

STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL'CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO; 51)

Section 6.1 A uatic Monitorin Pro ram. a e 6-1

The 3rd sentences of the general statementinfers that fish distributions and food preferences
are known to some extent. This doesn'0 seem to be afact.' better statement might be that ... "Only
since May 1970„ has the applicant collected data that
could lead to fish distribution, food..."

RESPONSE

No comment.



STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
COMMENT NO. 52) a fI

1

Section 6.1 c. Fishes 1st ara ra h a e 6-2.

. In all .biological monitoring programs, the need for
standardization, where desirable, of methods of data recording
and analysis with past and on-going Lake Ontario studies such
as the International Field Year in the Great Lakes and the
Department of Environmental Conservation,~ Cape Vincent studies
should be -stressed. There are considerable data available
and being collected which would be valuable for evaluation 'of
the Nine Mile Point monitoring. However, these could only be
used when the Nine Mile Point data were comparable. For
example, most studies on the Lake using gill nets indicate
that an ll-mesh experimental gill net samples species and
sizes the best. This is the gear used by the DEC, Federal
studies, and others, however, the applicant has been using a
5-mesh net.

Toward the end of this paragraph, the Staff suggests
seining along the shore. Trap nets (frequently tended) would
be better to sample this situation.

In order to * alleviate the possibility of an imcomplete
or distorted monitoring and assessment program, it is recommended,
that the applicant review these programs with this Department,
before starting studies, and periodically throughout the study.

RESPONSE

The experimental gill-net being used in the 1973 .

ecological program at Nine Mile Point. consists of panels of six
different mesh sizes, namely, 1/2", 3/4", 1", 1 1/2", 2" and

Gill nets are passive collection devices, and their
'I

performance cannot be evaluated quantitatively. That is to say,

it is not possible to compare numbers of fish caught by identical
nets, let alone nets of different sizes.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO- 53)

Section 6. 1 c. Fishes, a e 6-3, 1st ara ra h.

We fully agree with the Staff 's statement on the
value of echo sounder data. We recommend that further
studies be designed to evaluate what data is actually
being recorded by the echo sounder, e. g., species, size
of fish recorded at various depths, size of fish that are
not recorded at various depths, and conditions that alter
recording patterns.

RESPONSE

No comment.
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STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
COMMENT NO ~ 54)

Section .6.1 c. Fishes, a e 6-3, 3rd axa ra h.

The food-preference study will have no'value if
gill netted fish are used. Fish in'gill nets tend to lose
food in the net and their gut contents give a biased view
of food habits. Fish for this type of analysis need to be
captured and worked up very fast to get an accurate picture
of food habits.

In this same paragraph, the 5th line from the bottom,
"important species" should not be limited to "commercial"
importance.

RESPONSE

Normal gill-netting procedure usually involves

leaving nets in the Lake for 12 hours at a time. Under those

conditions, netted fish will indeed often regurgitate food.

However, for food preference studies, gill nets, when used,

are installed for no more than one hour before being hauled.

The fish collected are immediately cooled with ice and rock

salt, and removed to the laboratory at once. Fish used in these

studies are also captured by seining.



STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERUATION
(COMMENT NO. 55)

Section 6. l f . Entrainment Studies a e 6-4.

It should be emphasized that samples be taken with
appropriate gear close to and at the level of the intake in
the lake as well as the intake and discharge wells.

RESPONSE

For procedures and locations involved in the sampling

of entrainable organisms in the Lake, refer to Applicant's
response to Department of Commerce Comment No. 5.

Sampling in the plant screenwell utilizes a 0.5

meter net, and the flowing water in the forebays make towing

unnecessary. Other screenwell plankton sampling activities
are performed similarly to those in the lake.



STATE OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
(COMMENT NO. 56)

Pacae 9-9

It is stated that the Applicant has made a specific
design study of natural and forced draft cooling towers and
that one of the disadvantages of forced-draft towers is
more noise. This disadvantage should be quantified in
terms of the increased numbers of persons exposed to various
sound levels if forced draft cooling towers were utiliz'ed.

RESPONSE

The Applicant evaluated noise levels for both types

of cooling towers and it was determined that no residences,

schools, or hospitals would receive a sound level greater than

65 dbA. Ten residences would be within the 45 to 65 dbA range

with a natural draft cooling tower and forty residences would

be within this range with'a mechanical draft cooling tower.

It should be noted that the estimates used to deter-
II

mine the sound level contours are conservative and do not
include attenuation from trees, terrain, or meteorological
conditions which would reduce the offsite noise.



ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION (COMMENT NO. 1)

Pursuant to its responsibilities under Section
102(2) (C) of the National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation has
determined that your draft environmental statement appears
adequate regardirig our area'f expertise and we have no
further comments to make.

RESPONSE

No comments.



FEDERAL POWER COMMZSSlON (COKIENT NO. 1)

The use of geothermal power as an alternative
to the nuclear unit was not considered, according to the
Draft Environmental Statement (Page 9-1'). Xn light of
the fact that geothermal 'sources're known to exist in
New York and neighboring states, Q3 a dis'cussion of this
alternate would be appropriate. (Footnote omitted b
MP

RESPONSE

The only warm water spring listed for the State
of New York in the above reference, "Thermal Springs of
the United States and Other Countries of the World — A

Summary", is a spring at Lebanan, New York. This has a

temperature of only 76'F which is unsuitable for steam

production.



U. S.'NVIRONMENTAL,PROTECTION, AGENCY.COMMENTS, u

A. INTRODUCTION AND 'CONCLUSIONS (COMMENT 'NO'-')'

The proposed augmented radioactive management system
is expected to limit radioactive releases to a level that can
be considered "as low as practicable." .

RESPONSE

F

q W

No comment.



U. S. ENVIRONMENTAL'.PROTECTION AGENCY COMMENTS
A. INTRODUCTION AND"CONCLUSIONS (COMMENT No. 2)'.

Operatin'g data from this plant.'lead us to question
the applicability of the AEC standard model 'for'valuating
the liquid radwaste treatment systems; The final statement
should address, specif ically, what, equipment deficiencies

'aveoccurred 'and what corrective actions have been taken
or are, committed'o, which will insure that the liquid rad-
waste equipment will'perform as designed.

RESPONSE,

No comment.



U. S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COMMENTS
A INTRODUCTION AND CONCLUSIONS COMMENT NO- 3)

After an examination of the curies released and
the relative percentages of critical isotopes - reported
in. the -l971 and l972 operating reports for the station,
we question the validity of some of the basic assumptions
used by the AEC in their-.dose calculations for this nuclear
station. Use of, the standard AEC dose model, is,. acceptable
only if it adequately reflects reported operational releases
from the station since 1972.

RESPONSE

No comment.



U. S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COMMENTS
A. INTRODUCTION AND CONCLUSIONS (COMMENT NO ~ "4)

The existing monitoring program for assessing
the extent of impingement and entrainment. losses is
inadequate..- We concur with the AEC staff'„s recommend-
ation that. this program be substantially'xpanded.

E

RESPONSE
I

Refer to Applicant's response to'tate of New

York Department of Environmental Conservation Comment

No. 3 and Department of Commerce Comment. No. 12:



1

U. S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COMMENTS.
A INTRODUCTION AND CONCLUSIONS (COMMENT. NO. 5) *

Owing to the lack .of information concerning the
effects of the plant. on the biota of the receiving water,.
a complete assessment of the plant's environmental impact
is not possible. Consequently, it is,our recommendation
that the final statement not be processed and,,the full-
term operating license not be granted until after comple-
tion of the monitoring program and analysis of the results.,
In the interim, the plant should continue to operate under
its. provisional license.

RESPONSE

No comment.



U. S ~ ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COMMENTS "'.

INTRODUCTION AND CONCLUSIONS (COMMENT No. 6)

, The cooling system as presently designed with
.cause New York State criteria for thermal effluents to
be grossly exceeded.

RESPONSE

Refer to Applicant's response to U. S. Department

of Health, Education, and Welfare Comment No.
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U. S ~ ~ ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COMMENTS
B. RADIOACTIVE WASTE MANAGEMENT (COMMENT NO- 1)

The radioactive waste management systems currently
being utilized in the Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station Unit 1
are not.'representative of current practice. However, the
proposed augmented radioactive waste systems include "state-of-the-art" technology and, if properly operated and main-
tained consistent with 10 CFR Part 50, the discharges should
be -"as low as practicable."

As noted on page 3-18 of the draft statement,
"Operating experience to date has:resulted in higher liquid
releases than those calculated. The operating maintenance
report indicates that the radwaste,equipment has not performed.
according to design." These. deficiencies could be due to avariety of causes, such as a lack of component reliability
causing excess leakage, or failure to achieve expected decon-
tamination factors. On the other hand, the problems that have
occurred may be peculiar to the Nine Mile Point 1 stationrather than the waste treatment equipment itself, due to opera-'tional factors. In view of the currently available operating
experience, we are concerned with the applicability of the AECstandard model for evaluating the liquid radwaste system. Thefinal statement should address specifically what deficiencies
have occurred and the corrective actions that have been im-
plemented, or are committed to, which will insure that theliquid releases will be "as low as practicable."

If corrective action has already been taken, then we
would encourage the utilization of operating data taken sub-
sequent to that action to validate the AEC standard model for
the analysis to be made in the final statement.

RESPONSE

V

Based on operating experience changes are being made

to the liquid and gaseous radioactive waste systems. These

modifications will result in discharges being well within,
"as low as practicable" numerical guidelines.



U. S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COMMENTS
C. DOSE ASSESSMENT (COMMENT NO. 1)

We are concerned with the validity of using the
AEC standard assumptions in the dose calculations associated
with liquid releases from the station in„light of -the avail-
able operating data. This concern is two-fold: 1) the
operating data indicate a much greater total activity released
and 2) large variations are evident. in the percentages of
critical long-lived isotopes (isotopic mix) observed in operat-
ing data versus the AEC predicted releases. The following table
illustrates the problerii:

AEC estimate of
existing system
releases

1971 operating " 1972 operating
data adjusted data adjusted
to 80% load to 80% load
factor factor

Isotope
1972
total Ci

1971 1972
total Ci 0 total Ci

Cs-134
Cs-137
Mn-54
Co-60
I-133

0.9
0.8
0. 11
0.9

15.75

0. 036
0. 032
0.0044
0. 037
0. 63

1.5
4.5

18. 4
20. 0

0.9

0. 70
1. 47
8. 45
9. 30
0. 37

ll.1
29. 1
13.6
26. 0

1. 95

5.85
1S.51
7. 01

13. 65
1. 01

Accordingly, the final statement should use either extrapolations
from the existing operating data for the dose calculations, or
justify the use of the standard AEC model in order to present
a more realistic picture of the impact of this facility.

RESPONSE

No comment.



U- ST ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 'AGENCY COMMENTS
D. TRANSPORTATION (COMlKNT NO. 1)

EPA, in its earlier reviews of the environmental
impact of transportation of radioactive material, agreed
with the AEC that many aspects. of this problem could best
be treated on a generic basis. The generic approach has
reached the point where on February 5, 1973, the AEC
published for comment in the Federal Register a rule-
making proposal concerning the "Environmental Effects of
Transportation of Fuel and Waste from Nuclear Power Re-
actors." EPA commented on the proposed rulemaking by aletter to the AEC, dated March 22, 1973, and by an appear-
ance at the public hearing on April 2, 1973.

Until such, time as a generic rule is established,
the EPA is continuing to assess the adequacy of the quant-
itative estimates of environmental radiation impact result-
ing from transportation of radioactive materials provided
in environmental statements. The estimates provided

for'hisstation are deemed adequate based on currently avail-
able information.

RESPONSE

No comment.
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U S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COMMENTS
E. REACTOR ACCIDENTS (COMMENT. NO.')

EPA has examined the AEC analysis of accidents
and their potential risks which AEC- has developed in the
course of its engineering evaluation of reactor safety
in, the design of nuclear -plants. Since these accidents
are common to all nuclear power plants of a given type,

, EPA concurs with the AEC's approach to evaluate the
environmental risk for each accident class on a generic
basis. The AEC has in the past and still continues to
devote extensive efforts to assure safety through plant
design and accident'analyses in the licensing process on
a case-by-case basis. EPA, however, favors the additional
step now being undertaken by the AEC of a thorough analysis
on a more quantitative basis of the risk of potential
accidents in all ranges. We continue to encourage this
effort and urge the AEC to press forward to its timely
completion and publication. EPA believes this will result
in a better understanding of the possible risks to the
environment.

In order to provide a fuller understanding of
the direction of these efforts, it is requested that the
final statement (either directly or by publicly available
reference) provide information on the nature, expected
schedule, and level of effort of thos'e generic studies
which are expected to lead to a basis for a subsequent
assessment by the AEC concerning the risk from all potential
accidents classes in the Nine Mile Point Station. It is
recognized that this subsequent assessment may be either
generic or specific in nature depending on the outcome of
the generic studies. In addition, the final statement
should include an AEC commitment that this assessment will
be made publicly available within a reasonable time period
following completion of the generic studies. Clearly, if
the above efforts indicate that unwarranted risks are being
taken. at the Nine Mile Point Station we are confident that
the AEC will assure appropriate corrective action. Similarly,if'PA efforts related to the accident area uncover any environ-
mentally unacceptable conditions related to the safety of the
Nine Mile Point Station, we will make our views known.

RESPONSE

No comment.



U.
F.

S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COMMENTS
BIOLOGICAL CONSIDERATIONS (COMMENT NO. 1)

a ~ Nine Mile Point Unit 1 has been in operation for 3 1/2
years. During that period the, applicant has had the
opportunity to perform comprehensive monitoring of
the biological effects of the once-through cooling system.
In particular, complete analyses of losses by impingement
and entrainment could have been performed and the results
made available at this time. These could have been used
as a basis for judging'he acceptability of the present
cooling system design as it affects the aquatic ecology.
Instead, over the 3 1/2 years of the plant's operation,
the applicant has carried out an incomplete and insufficient
monitoring program, the results of which are inadequate
for purposes of determining the environmental impact of
the plant's operation.

b. Indications are, however, the significant losses due to
entrainment and impingement. will occur. We concur with
the AEC staff's conclusion that complete mortality will
result to entrained organisms when exposed to a 32'F
temperature rise and a transit time of 6 minutes. Fish
which enter through the intake structure are likely to
suffer 100% mortality also, and, since the structure is
located in a region known to have high concentrations
of fish, this loss could be substantial. The true extent
of all these losses has not, as we indicated above, been
quantified. Consequently, a judgment of the impact of
the plant on the aquatic ecology cannot be made.

In the Summary and Conclusions section the staff recommends
that the applicant undertake a much expanded environmental
monitoring program for determining the plant's impact
on the aquatic environment. We concur with this recommend-
ation. Certain aspects of this program need further explan-
ation, however. The portion dealing with intake effects
does:.not describe the duration of the fish monitoring
program.

RESPONSE

Since 1968 the Applicant has been conducting aquatic

biota studies in the area which would be affected by the thermal
discharge and has continued to expand data collection with new

technology.



RESPONSE TO U. S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COMMENTS
F. BIOLOGICAL CONSIDERATIONS COl1HENT NO- 1) CONTINUED

The Applicant has taken advantage of the opportunity

to conduct fish impingement studies and ev'aluate fish entrapment

at Nine Mile Point Unit 1. The fish impingement. study began in

May 1972 and efforts through November 7, 1972 were reported in
Supplement 3 of the Applicant's Environmental Report. This

study will 'continue throughout 1974. Since March 1973, sampling

has been performed at weekly intervals, which is double the

sampling frequency in 1972, but. each sample run is for a.24 hour

period rather than for a few hours per day.

The Applicant has conducted studies at Nine Mile Point

Unit 1 regarding the effect of condenser passage upon mortality of

phytoplankton and zooplankton. Results of these studies were re-
ported in Supplement 2 of the Applicant's Environmental Report.

Additional entrainment. studies are included in the

1973 surveillance program to continue to evaluate the behavior

of organisms passing through Nine Mile Point Unit 1. For details
of lake ichthyoplankton sampling, refer to Applicant's response

to Department of Commerce Comment. No. 5.

Phyto and zooplankton will be sampled monthly in four
different depths of water on four transects, two located at
Nine Mile Point. Unit 1 and the James A. FitzPatrick plant, and

the other two at the west and east ends of the Nine Mile Point

promontory.
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RESPONSE TO U. S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COIQKNTS
F. BIOLOGICAL CONSIDERATIONS (COMIKNT NO. 1) CONTINUED

The general objectives of the entrainment studies, are:

1. To expand the existing data base with respect to
the limnological aspects of Lake and resident

plankton populations in the vicinity of the Nine

Mile Point area. These studies will include the

diurnal and seasonal distributions of ichthyoplankton
and phytoplankton.

2. To determine the rate of entrainment of such organisms

in this, area.

3. To measure mortality, rates of the organisms entrained

at the Nine Mile Point Unit 1 at various times during

the year.

4. To estimate the effect that entrainment and the mortality
rate have on the ichthyoplankton populations.

With regard to the effect on lake fish populations of fish
impingement, refer to Applicant's response to DEC Comment No. l.



U. S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCX COMMENTS
F. BIOLOGICAL CONSIDERATION (COMMENT NO. 2)

Also, the proposed laboratory entrainment
studies consider the effect of temperature but totally
ignore the mechanical stress experienced during a six
minute transit, time. This mechanical stress is probably
more harmful than the termal stress and,the two in con-
junction work synergistically to produce the actual loss.
.Thus, in order to accurately determine entrainment losses
a technique should be developed to simulate the actual
stress experienced by entrained orgariisms.

RESPONSE

Entrainment sampling is being performed in both

the intake and discharge forebays of Nine Mile Point Unit l.
The procedure involves sampling first in the intake, and then,

three, minutes later, in the discharge. Three minutes is
approximately the transit time between the two sampling locations.
The differences between the two sets of samples disclosed by

laboratory analysis can therefore be attributed to passage

through the screens, pumps and condenser.
t

Samples. collected and analyzed during periods of pump

operation without the addition of heat (reactor shutdown) indicate
mechanical stress (plankton kill rate) to be in the range of
10-20 percent. Thermal stress (plankton kill rate) of course

varies with temperature and plant studies indicate this rate
F-

varies from approximately 30 percent at discharge water temperature

of 95'F to approximately 100 percent at discharge water temperature

of 105'F while condenser delta T equals 32'F.
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U. S ~ ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COM&KNTS
F. BIOLOGICAL CONSIDERATIONS (COMMENT NO. 3)

I

Since the goal of the proposed monitoring program
is to determine the effect of entrainment and impingement
losses on the lake ecosystem, the total impact of all plants
in the area must be determined. Rather than separate mon-
itoring programs for Nine Mile Point Units 1 and 2. and. the
FitzPatrick plant, a single monitoring effort for all three
plants should be instituted. Thus, impingement and entrain-
ment loss data from the three plants could be correlated
with the data from a single lake population study and effects,if any, determined.

RESPONSE
J'heApplicant concurs that the entire Nine Mile

Point promontory (the site of the three plants) be included

in the ecological program, and this has indeed been done.

Refer to Applicant's response to Department of Commerce

No. l2. It is also planned to conduct impingement studies

at. the three plants. Since the delta T for each plant is
approximately the same, entrainment study data on Nine Mile

Unit l can be extrapolated to the other plants.
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U S ~ ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COMMENTS
F. BIOLOGICAL CONSIDERATIONS (COMMENT NO. 4)

The sta ff precedes their recommendation of a
monitoring program with the conclusion that the current
provisional operating license should be converted to a
full-term license. It is stated that this is the action
called for under the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA). It is our opinion, based on the lack of suffic-
ient information with which to assess the environmental
impact of the plant, that the requirements of NEPA have
not. been satisfied, and therefore that no action is called
for. Considering the lack of information, which is dis-
cussed above, an evaluation of the environmental impact
of this action, sufficient under NEPA, is not possible.
We do not see the requirements of NEPA being satisfied
until the proposed monitoring program is completed and
there are sufficient data available so that the effects
of the plant can be assessed. Therefore, we recommend
that the full-term license not be issued until such time
as the environmental impact of the action can be fully
evaluated. Only when the required information -is available,
should a final environmental impact statement be issued as
a basis for the decision on the full-term operating license.

RESPONSE

No comment.
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U- S ~ ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTXON'GENCY COMMENTS
G. THERMAL CONSIDERATION (COMMENT NO- 1)

As reported in the EXS, New York State thermal
discharge criteria limit the rise in surface temper'ature
in the receiving water to 3'F within a 300 'foot radius
area .(6.5 acres). With the present discharge system, the
area encompassed by the 3'sotherm of Unit 1 ranges from
50 to 400 acres. Even at the low end of the range, New
York State thermal criteria are grossly exceeded. Xt can
then be assumed that when the discharge from Unit 2 and
the discharges from Unit, 2 and the FitzPatrick plant are
superimposed on the Unit 1 plume, the situation will be
worse still.

. This EXS barely mentions and neglects any dis-
cussion of the applicant's proposal, contained in the draft
statement for Nine Mile Point Unit 2, to combine the Unit 1
and 2 discharges into a single submerged jet diffuser. This
type of discharge has a significant effect on plume size
and would alter considerably the size of the plume encompassed
by the 3'sotherm. The way that this might affect compliance
with thermal criteria should have been completely analyzed in
this draft statement. Also, the result of any interaction
with the plume of the FitzPatrick plant should have been
analyzed. Both of these analyzes should be included in the
final statement, and will be considerations in the issuance
by EPA of a Section 402 discharge permit under the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act (FWPCA).

RESPONSE

Refer to Applicant's response to U. S. Department

« Commerce Comment No. 1 and U. S. Department of Health,

Education, and Welfare Comment No. 4.



U. S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COMMENTS
G. THERhQL CONSIDERATIONS (COMMENT NO. 2)

A. In accordance with the FWPCA, discharges to
navigable waters are subject to effluent limitations re-
flecting the "best practicable control technology currently
available" by July 1, 1977, or to stricter 1'mitations if

'they are necessary to meet applicable'water quality standards.
By July 1, 1983, discharges must achieve effluent control
reflecting the "best available technology economically
achievable." (For thethermal component of discharges, a
reevaluation of the limitations imposed by the Administrator
of EPA is possible under Section 316'WPCA )

Definitions of the technology-based terms are
scheduled for promulgation in October 1973. The cool'ing system
as now operated causes a violation of existing criteria, as
noted above, and we anticipate that the discharge will bein violation of a revision to Federal-State standards now
pending under the FWPCA.

B. Furthermore, the discharge would, in all prob-ability, fail to meet the effluent limitations g'uidelines,
once promulgated. The applicant should, therefore, evaluate.alternative heat dissipation systems for this facility, in-
cluding closed-cycle system alternatives, taking into account
the relationship of waste heat effects from Unit II andFitzPatrick as well as Unit I. Such evaluation should be
included in the final statement.

RESPONSE

A. The cooling system as now operated does not
cause a violation of existing criteria, as discussed in
Applicant's response to U. S. Department of Health, Education
and Welfare Comment No. 4.

B. Cooling system alternatives were considered in
accordance with the published guidelines for cost-benefit

4

analysis (section 9.5) of the Applicant's Environmental Report
and have been described in section 9.2-1 of the Draft Environ-

mental Statement.



U. S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COMMENTS
H. OTHER WATER QUALITY EFFECTS (COMMENT NO. 1)

The AEC staf f has concluded (Page 5-6) with
respect to the increase in total dissolved solids as a
result of plant operation, that "no lake-vide effect
will be discernible." We recommend that the applicant
include an evaluation of - local impacts, and justify the
non-compliance with requirements for total dissolved
solids levels of the Minimum Federal Water Quality
Criteria and the International Agreement on Great Lakes
Water Quality (April 15, 1972).

RESPONSE

The international Agreement, on Great, Lakes Water Quality

set a limit on the discharge of total dissolved solids. These

standards specify that the dissolved solids in a discharge

should not exceed 200mg/1. The total dissolved solids level

in Lake Ontario is approximately 233mg/1 near the Nine Mile

site under natural conditions. Total dissolved solids levels

in the Lake along the Oswego to Nine Mile Point shoreline area

have been measured as generally higher than those in Lake

Ontario as a whole evidently due to runoff from the large
II V ~

solids load carried by the Oswego River. The IJC Report of
~„ M(

1969 (Pollution of Lake Erie Lake Ontario and the International
Section of the St. Lawrence River) cites lakewide values of

V II4total dissolved solids approaching 200mg/1 in 1960, rising at.
1I yl lp ) ~",I, "''

rate of approximately 10mg/decade.
I ~ 4
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'RESPONSE TO U. S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COMMENTS
.H. OTHER WATER QUALITY EFFECTS (COMMENT NO. 1) CONTINUED

In a document issued in July 1973 entitled
*

"Proposed Classifications and Standards Governing the

Quality and Purity of Waters of New York State", the

recommended value for dissolved solids content in Class
"A" (Lake Ontario) waters was stated: "Shall not exceed

'500 mg/1 or one-third above natural characteristic levels,
whichever is less" .

Measurements of total dissolved solids have

been made in both the oxidation pond and the storm drain
effluents at Nine Mile Point.

The oxidation pond effluent had total dissolved
solids of 400 and 500mg/1 in 24 hour composite samples

taken on September 5-6 and September 26-27, 1973, respect-
ively. The low volume of effluent from this source and the

exceptional possibilities of dilution or dispersion prior
to entering Lake Ontario indicate that it is unlikely this
source would have an effect upon Lake Ontario water quality.

Composite samples of the storm drain effluent were

also icollected. The 24-hour mean value on September 5-6 was

195mg/1, while the average for this 24-hour period on September

26-27 was 240mg/l. Neither of these values is inconsistent
with the natural variations of dissolved solid content
measured in the Lake.



U. S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COMMENTS
H. OTHER WATER QUALITY EFFECTS (COMMENT NO. 2)

The draft statement also recognizes (Page 5-7)
the non-compliance of Nine Mile Point, Unit l, with require-
ments for the addition of phosphates to receiving waters of
the Minimum Federal Water Quality Criteria and the Intern-
ational Agreement. on Great Lakes Water Quality. The applic-
ant should present, in the final statement, detailed justif-
ication for this non-compliance.

RESPONSE

Refer to Applicant's response to U. S. Department

of Health, Education, and Welfare Comment No. 5.
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U. S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COMMENTS
I. AIR QUALITY AND METEOROLOGY (COMMENT NO ~ 1)

The impact statement should provide a discussion
of the mechanical equipment at the facility which has a
potential for emitting non-radiological air pollutants.
information for auxiliary boilers and diesel engines should
be provided relating to size of equipment, fuel type, fuel
analysis, fuel use rate and frequency of use for each type
of equipment, and pollutant emission factors employed in
estimating a'ir pollutant emissions.

RESPONSE

The diesel-driven fire pump and two standby diesel

generators are operated when required- on an emergency basis

and are tested periodically to determine availability. The

auxiliary boilers are electric and powered from the Applicant's

generation'system. They are normally secured while the station

is in operation.

The fire pump diesel was in operation for a period

of 18 hours during 1972 and consumed an average of 21.8 gallons

of fuel per hour of operation. Each standby generator was

operated for a period of approximately 15 hours during 1972

with an average fuel consumption rate of 190 gallons per hour.

These figures are representative of normal plant operation.

The diesel-driven fire pump is powered by a 300 HP

diesel engine fueled by No. 2 diesel fuel. This pump and diesel

set is a standby unit and will be tested once a week for a

period of approximately 30 minutes. The fuel consumption at„

rated rpm operation is 23 gal/hr.



RESPONSE TO U- S- ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COMMENTSI. AIR QUALITY AND METEOROLOGY (COMMENT NO. 1) CONTINUED

Standby power is supplied by two diesel generator
sets —both rated at approximately 2500 KW. Conservatively

assuming that:

a) Both diesel engines use commercial grade No. 2

diesel fuel at a consumption rate of approximately 220 gal/hr.
each.

b) Each of these units are tested once per month

with a test duration of approximately 4 hours, and

c) The fuel analysis for No. 2 diesel fuel is as

follows:

sulfur 0.05-1.0 percent by weight

hydrogen 11.8-13.9 percent by weight

carbon 86.1-88.2 percent by weight

nitrogen negligible — 0.1 percent by weight
The concentrations of pollutants expected to be emitted by

the diesel engines during their operating periods are tab-
ulated below:

Hydrocarbon

Particulate

S02

CO

NO

Fixe,Pump Diesel
0.58 lb/hr
2.4 lb/hr
3.4 lb/hr
1.5

12. 2

Energency Diesels
5.2 lb/hr

23 lb/hr
32 lb/hr
13.8 lb/hr
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U. ST ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COMMENTSI'IR QUALITY AND METEOROLOGY (COMMENT NO. 2)

Information should be provided in the final state-
ment relative to the impact of the high voltage transmission
line ozone prediction rate and its,potential environmental
impacts.

RESPONSE

The Applicant has investigated and evaluated studies*

directed at Ozone production and subsequent environmental effects

associated with high voltage transmission lines. These studies

concluded that, although Ozone as well as Nitrogen Oxides are pro-

duced during high voltage transmission line operation, their di-
lution and decay is such that it is essentially impossible to

detect and measure differences in concentration at ground level

for "line energized" and "line deenergized" conditions. It was

also concluded that the operation of 765 kV systems does not create

any adverse effects on vegetation or animals in respect to oxidants

even 'during foul weather conditons under which the heaviest corona

loss and maximum oxidant production occur@.

* Juette, G. W., "Corona — Caused Air Pollution" Project UHV.,
Tech. Report No. TIS-71-EU-13, 3/18/71.

Juette, G. W., Zaffanella, L. E., ",Test Results of the Ener-
gization of Project UHV Test, Lines" 36 in. Diam. bundle (Report
No. TIS-71-EU-15, 5/28/71) 56 in. Diam. bundle (Report No.
TIS-71-EU-39, 8/19/71)
Scherer Jr., H. N., Ware, B. J.; Shih, C. H., "Gaseous Efflu-
ents „.due to EHV Transmission'Line Corona"'EEE Transactions
Paper No. T 72 "550-2 presented at Summer Meeting-July 9-14, 1972.

Frydman, M., Levy, A.; Miller; S. E. '"Oxidant Measurements in
the Vicinity of Energized: 765 kV Lines" — IEEE Transactions
Paper 'No. T 72 '441-0 presented at Summer Meeting '- July 9-.14>1972
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U S ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COMMENTSI. AIR QUALITY AND METEOROLOGY (COMMENT NO. 3)

The statement should provide a di'scussion of the"
existing ambient air quality and the anticipated ambientair quality with and without the facility in operation.

RESPONSE

The operation of the nuclear facilities will not
affect the existing ambient air quality of the Nine Mile.
Point area. New York State Department of Environmental

Conservation had classified this area .as level I 'under

Section 256. 1 NYCRR. Level I is defined as "predominantly
used for timber, agricultural crops, dairy farming, or

recreation. Habitation and Industry Sparse." Under this
classification the following air quality standards are re-

quiredd

A. SO2 Concentrations, — Durin An 12 Consecutive Months

1) 99'4 of one hour average
concentrations shall not exceed — 650 ug/ m (0.25 ppm)

2) No one hour average
concentration shall exceed. — 1300 ug/ m (0.50 ppm)

3) 99% of the 24 hour average
concentration shall not exceed — 260 ug/ m (0.10 ppm)

4) No 24 hour average concentration
shall exceed 365 ug/ m (0.14 ppm)

5) The annual average of the 24 hour,
average concentration shall not
exceed 80 ug/ m (0.03 ppm)
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RESPONSE TO U. S- ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COMMENTS
. I. AIR QUALITY AND METEOROLOGY (COMMENT NO. 3) CONTINUED

B. Particulates (Sus ended)

1) Short Term value:

For any 24 hour period
the average concentration
shall not exceed— 250 ug/ m

3

2) Long term value:

a) During any 12 consecutive
months, 50% of the values
of the 24 hour average
concentrations shall not,
exceed— 45 ug/ m

3

b) During any 12 consecutive
months,- 84% of the values
of the 24 hour average
concentrations shall not
exceed. 70 ug/ m

3

C. Nitro en Dioxide

During any 12 consecutive months,
the annual average of. the 24 hour
concentrations shall not exceed 100 ug/ m (0.05 ppm)

3

D. Carbon Monoxide

1) For an 8 hour period, the
average concentration shall
not exceed 10 mg/ m (9 ppm)

3

2) For a 1 hour period, the
average concentration shall
not exceed 40 mg/ m (35 ppm)

As noted in Applicant's response.to EPA Comment No. I-1
emissions from mechanical equipment at the site are extremely

limited. Permits to operate stationary sources such as



RESPONSE TO U.-S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COMMENTS
I. AIR QUALITY AND METEOROLOGY (COMMENT NO. 3) CONTINUED

auxiliary boilers and diesel engines are requested from

the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

and their operation is subject to appropriate emission regu-

lations. Mobile sources, ie, truck traffic and construction

equipment do not constitute major sources of emissions. Site
construction activity will contribute to periods of increased

suspended particulate concentrations, however this contribution
is considered short, term and precautions such as wetting of
roads and construction areas are followed to reduce fugitive
dust concentrations.



U. S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COMMENTS
X. AIR QUALITY AND METEOROLOGY (COMMENT NO. 4)

Meteorological material presented in this draft
and environmental and the environmental statement for
Unit 1 is essentially identical to that presented earlier
for Unit 2. [sic) Our meteorological comments remain the
same as those. presented in our letter of May 25, 1973, on
Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station, Unit IX.

RESPONSE

Annual averages of site meteorological conditions

were presented to the AEC as part of Docket No. 50-220 (Nine

Mile Point Unit 1 Final Safety Analysis Report, Vol. XI).
These data 'were also employed for Unit 2 and James A. FitzPatrick
Nuclear Power Plant and are readily availabl.e.

The Applicant's responses to other mateorological

comments are set out at pages J-191 through J-197 of the Final
Environmental Statement related to construction of Nine Mile

Point Nuclear Station Unit 2.
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NIAGARA MOHAWKPOWER CORPORATION
~/II

NIAGARA: MOHAWK

300 ERIE BOULEVARD WEST

SYRACUSE. N. Y. I3202

/
November 9, 1973

Mr. N. H. Regan, Jr., Chief
Environmental Projects Branch No. 4
Directorate of I.icensing
Office of Regulation
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
I)'ashington, D. C. 20545

Re: Nine Mile Point Unit 1

Docket No. 50-220

Dear Mr. Regan:

Your letter of October 30, 1973 included comments from
various governmental agencies concerning the Draft Environmental
Statement for Nine hlile Point Unit 1.

Our responses to the Department of the Interior. comments
are attached. As requested in your letter, the reply consists of
three signed originals and forty additional copies.

Responses to all other agency comments Mere transmitted
to you by my letter of October 31, 1973.

Very truly yours,

L

Philip D. Raymond
Vice President-Engineering

CVM/sj z

Attachment
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NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION

NINE MILE POINT UNIT 1

APPLICANT'S RESPONSES

TO

U- .S ~ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

ON

AEC DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT

SUBMITTED TO

UNITED STATES ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

DOCKET NO- 50-220

November 9, 1973
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Ue S ~ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR (COMMENT NO ~ 1)

General

Nine Mile Point, Nuclear Station, Unit 1, is theinitial component of a 2,531 MWe-power generating complex
located along the shoreline, of Lake Ontario near Syracuse,
New York. Unit 1, a 610, MWe plant which began operating
in December 1969, will be complemented by the James 'A. Fitz-
Patrick Nuclear Power plant, scheduled to begin operation
in October 1973, and Nine Mile Point Unit 2 wh'ich is expected
to be completed in 1978. Each facility is designed for once-

,through cooling.

Fish stocks of Lake Ontario have undergone sub-
stantial changes because 'of modification of vegetation
patterns in the watershed, damming of tributary streams,
depletion of the fish stocks by commercial harvest, intro-
duction of exotic fish species, and effects of municipal
and industrial waste disposal. These kinds of changes
interact to alter the competitive composition of fish stocks,
generally favoring those having lesser value to man.

'I

The evidence of environmental deter iora tion is far
more marked inshore than offshore. By 1950 algae began to
foul gill nets of commercial fisherman, yet oxygen depletions
which are often associated with such dense algae growth were
not, detected until 1970. These conditions do not favor

, successful reproduction of fish species such as lake herring
and white fish.

The individual and cumulative impacts of once-through
power, plant cooling in the area of Nine Mile Point will place
an unwarranted and unacceptable burden on the lake's resources.

Technology for closed-cycle cooling systems has
advanced to a point wherein the environmental-effects, includ-
ing drift and blowdown are minimal. Based on partial and in-
complete studies on the environmental effects of Unit,l; we
believe that continued use of the lake's water for power plant
cooling at Nine Mile Point is not in the best public,interest.

RESPONSE

No comment.
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U. S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR (COMMENT NO. 2)

Summar and Conclusions

Based on the description of the thermal plume given
in Section 5 and the locations of the =intake and discharge
facilities, it is probable that recirculation of the heated
effluent will occur at Unit l'. We suggest, that the impacts
associated with recirculation should be identified in the
Summary and Conclusions Section.

RESPONSE

Three dimensional thermal surveys which have been

conducted in the area of Nine Mile Point Unit l cooling water

discharge have included measurements of the plants intake temper-

ature as well as temperature in the thermal plume. Recirculation

has not been measurable. The major difficulty in discerning

small amounts of recirculation is natural variability in the

ambient, temperature. Temperature variations of l'F have commonly

been observed over horizontal distances of a fraction of a mile.

In addition to the horizontal differences in temperature near

the site, the ambient temperature frequently varies by a few

degrees in the vertical water depths shallower than 50 feet.
II

Since slightly cooler water is usually found below the surface,

the intake experiences no measurable recirculation.
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U. S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR (COMMENT NO. 3)

Outdoor Recreation

Our concerns for outdoor recreational development
for this area have been expressed in our previous letters to
the AEC in regard to the James A; FitzPatrick Nuclear Power
Plant and Unit 2 of Nine Mile Point. We believe that the
subject statement should address the possibilities of develop-
ing an open space multiple-use plan for the lands of both
power plants.

The plan could be developed by the joint efforts
of the applicant, the Power Authority of the State of New
York, the New York State Conservation Department, and the
County of Oswego. Since the area is only 36 miles from the
metropolitan area of Syracuse; an outdoor recreation plan
for a major portion of the lands appears to be in the public
interest. We are pleased that the applicant has established
130 acres of the site as a wildlife habitat by posting the
northwest, corner of the site.

Additionally, we suggest that consistent with
general safety factors, consideration be given to develop-
ing secondary uses of the transmission right-of-way in the
interest of outdoor recreation. This Department's Northeast
Regional Office of the Bureau of Outdoor Recreation will
welcome an opportunity to work with the applicant for such
development. BOR's Northe'ast Region's office is located at
the Federal Building, 1421 Cherry Street, Philadelphia,
Pennsulvania 19102.

RESPONSE

The Applicant is presently devoting portions of the

site land to multiple use. A Progress Center within the

mentioned 130 acre area provides an array of educational exhibits
concerned with electricity generation, nuclear power and environ-

mental awareness. The facility site offers picnic areas and nature

trails for public use. The Progress Center is visited by approx-

imately fifty thousand visitors per year.
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RESPONSE TO U. S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR (COMMENT NO. 3)
CONTINUED

The Applicant continues to recognize the potential

for further multiple land use here and throughout his sytem
'nd

continues to consider the subject where public use justifies

such, plans.



C-8

U S ~ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR (COMMENT NO. 4)

To o ra h and Geolo

The brief section on geology and topography is in-
adequate for an independent assessment of how these major
elements of the environment relate to Unit 1. The distrib-
ution. and thickness of surficial deposits and physical
properties of rocks and soils should be summarized, partic-
ularly as they relate to design, construction, slope stability,
and erosion. A topographic and geologic map should be included.

The seismic-design parameters and the methods of their
derivation are not. mentioned. Since at least 13 earthquakes
have occurred within 50 miles of the station over a period of
110 years, including one with an intensity of VI on the modified
Mercalli scale the final environmental statement should state
specifically what seismic design criteria were used in construc-
tion of Unit 1 and what envir'onmental effects are predicted from
ear thquakes.

The statement is made on page 2-8 that "the relationship
of site sesimology to the safety of the Station, its design, and
seismic design criteria have been considered in detail by the .

Staff in the safety review.." Ne so not feel that environmental
concerns related to seismology are satisfied by this statement
or other discussions of seismology in the report.

The draft environmental statements for both the Nine
Mile Point Nuclear Power Station Unit.2 and the James A. Fitz-
Patrick Nuclear Power Plant concluded that the site is located
in an inactive seismic region. Our letter of April 1973, advised
you that the Nine Mile Point Plant is shown in damage zone 2
(moderate damage) on a seismic zoning map dated 1969 (U. S. Coast
and Geodetic Survey).

Based on these considerations we believe that this
environmental statement should present a more comprehensive
summary of the regional and local site geology, and should
specify how the geologic and seismologic analyses have been
taken into account. In this respect, we note that the AEC
has published "Seismic and Geologic Siting Criteria for
Nuclear Power Plants" (Proposed Appendix A, 10 CFR 100, Federal
Receister, November 25,9 1971) which prescribe the nature of
required investigations. The impact statement should clearly
specify whether these criteria have been applied to the Nine
Mile Point site.
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U. S. DEPARTMENT OF THE 'XNTERIOR (COMMENT NO. 4)

RESPONSE

The subjects of this comment are discussed in
considerable detail in "Final Safety Analysis Report—
Nine Mile Point Unit l, AEC Docket No. 50-220" and

"Preliminary Safety Analysis Report — Nine Mile Point
Unit 2, AEC Docket 50-410".



U. S ~ DEPARTMENT OF THE XNTERXOR (COMMENT NO ~ 5 )

Lake Water H drolo

Additional information should be included in this
section'o describe the- temperature stratifications and
development of thermoclines in the area of Nine Mile Point.
Descriptive information regarding this subject is included
in Technical Report No. 14 from the Great Lakes Fishery
Commission, entitled "Limnological Survey of Lake Ontario,
1964." This publication is dated April 1969, and is avail-
able from the Great Lakes Fishery Commission, Ann Arbor,.
Michigan.

RESPONSE

No comment.



U. S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR (COMMENT NO ~ 6)

A atic Ecolo

Because this section is heavily dependent upon inform-
ation available in the literature, we believe that data and
information in Technical Report No. 23 from the Great Lakes
Fishery Commission, entitled, "A Review of Changes in the Fish
Species Composition of Lake Ontario" dated January 1973, should
be referenced. also. Information contained in this report relates
to the spawning characteristics of the white fish and lake herr-
ing as well as other fishes. Also, fish species such as the
white fish, lake herring and the yellow perch require temperatures
less than 4'C during winter periods to successfully reproduce.
Exposing adults and eggs and larvae to temperatures higher than
those which naturally occur during winter periods may cause de-,
formities to develop either in the egg or larval stages. Although
data are not available on the requirements of closely related
species such as sauger and walleye, these and other species may
have their reproductive potential impaired by increases in seasonal
temperatures. Reference to these and other potential impacts
on fishery resources are described. in a report entitled, "Review
of Recent Technical Information Concerning the Adverse Effects
of Once-Through Cooling on Lake Michigan," prepared by the U. S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife,
Great Lakes Fishery Laboratory, Ann Arbor, Michigan, dated
November 1, 1972, Much of this information is applicable to Lake
Ontario.

RESPONSE

The Applicant has observed yellow perch in the discharge
plume area of Unit 1 (refer to Applicant's re'sponse to Department

of Commerce Comment No. 9, submitted to the AEC October 31, 1973.)

Regarding the other species mentioned in this comment, none is as

delicate as the alewife, and the alewife's reproduction and growth
have evidently not been affected since the plant went into opera-
tion late in 1969.



RESPONSE TO U. ST DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR COMMENT NO. 6)
CONTINUED

Irt

The alewife exists in fresh water un'der such

asmotic stress that the hormonal control mechanisms (e.g.,
Thyroid) are exhausted (l) . No other species in Lake

Ontario exists. in a like state, yet sampling cruises in
l972 (2) show no evidence of alewife depletion in numbers

or quality.
The thermal plume is largely restricted to the

nearshore waters by the influence of prevailing winds and

currents. However, in winter, adult fish retreat offshore
1

to the deeper warmer waters, and eggs and larvae are'ot
normally found inshore at this time of year.

With reference to the information review of the

Great Lakes Fishery Laboratory (3), this is first addressed

to a documentation of fish kills at sites on Lake Michigan,

none of which is strictly comparable, either biologically
or physically, to Nine Mile Point area. It is a review of

laboratory experimentation, detailing responses to temperature

changes of species not. impacted .by Nine Mile Point Unit l,
either because of impingement or di:scharge.



RESPONSE TO U. ST DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR (COMMENT NO. 6)
CONTINUED

(1) Hoar, W.S., "Thyroid Function in Some 'Andronomous and
Landlocked Teleosts. " Trans. Ro . Soc. Canada, Vol.
46(3), Sec. 5, pp. 39-53, 1952.

(2) Great Lakes Fishery Laboratory, B.S.F.W., Ann Arbor,
Michigan, R/V Kaho Cruise Re orts 1972.

(3) Edell, T.A., and Yokum, T.G., "R'eview of Recent Technical
Information Concerning the Adverse Effects of Once-through
Cooling on Lake Michigan." Re ort for Lake Michi an Enforce-
ment Conf., Ann Arbor. U. S. Fish 6 Wildlife Service, B.S.F.W.,
Great Lakes Fishery Lab., 1972.



U. S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR (COMMENT NO. 7)

Sanitar Wastes and Other Effluents

Copper and other heavy metals will erode and
corrode from the cooling water system. The amounts of
these materials and their potential environmental impacts
should be described in this section of the environmental
statement.

RESPONSE
6'

number of Lake Ontario water quality parameters
*

"were analyzed in the vicinity of Nine Mile Point and in

the Unit 1 cooling water discharge during 1972. These data

were presented in a report submitted to the New York State

Department of Environmental Conservation in February 1973.

(Effect of Circulating Water Systems on Lake Ontario Water

Temperature and Aquatic Biology — Nine Mile Point Unit 2,

QLM Project No. 191-9).

The minimum and maximum values of six samples collected

~ monthly during the period April to November 1972 (May and

October excluded) and analyzed for heavy metals, are. presented

in the attached table. Evaluation of these values indicates a

negligible contribution of the plant to lake water concentrations

of heavy metals.



NINE MILE POINT
HEAVY METALS ANALYSIS

LAKE ONTARIO VICINITY OF NINE MILE POINT

30-foot Water De th 40-foot Water De th tlnit 1
ur ace Bottom urtace Bot'ton nta .e Dxsc ar e on osxte"*
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U. S ~ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR (COMMENT NO ~ 8)

'olid Waste S stem

Solid radioactive wastes that 'esult from operations
of Unit 1 are described mainly by their gross character, as
concentrates, from radwaste evaporators, spent. resins and filter
sludge, paper, air filters, rags, "and control rods, fuel channels,
and contaminated replaced equipment. " Their total quantity is
roughl'y estimated as 11,000 cubic feet annually, with an activity
of 2,700 curies. However, the draft statement does not. specify
the kinds of radionuclides, their physical states, or their con-
centrations in the wastes, nor has the location planned for off-
site burial been identified. This information should be presented
in the final environmental statement.

We believe that the offsite disposal of the operational
solid radioactive wastes from the Nine Mile Point Nuclear Power
Station constitutes an important, long-term environmental impact.
The AEC must satisfactorily solve the problem of these prolifer-
ating operational wastes from all nuclear plants" before they present
a major problem. Therefore, we believe and strongly recommend that
the environmental statements for all reactors (including Nine Mile
Point Unit 1) should specify the kinds of radionuclides, their,
physical states, and their concentrations in the wastes, and the
estimated total volume of wastes for the expected operating life
of the reactor. Additionally, if an-environmental impact statement
has not been prepared for the proposed burial or disposal site, orif such a statement does not fully consider wastes of the nature
and quantity of those generated at the Nine Mile Point Station,
then we believe it incumbent on the AEC to include an evaluation
of the disposal site in this environmental statement. We believe
such an evaluation should discuss the Federal and State licensing
provisions, criteria, and responsibilities for the site in connection
with: (1) determination of the hydrogeologic suitability of the
site to isolate the wastes of the Nine Mile Point Station (and any
other wastes accumulating or expected to accumulate at the site)
from the biosphere for specific periods of time; (2) any remedial
or regulatory actions that might be necessary throughout a specific
period of time in which all the wastes will be hazardous. ~

We are aware that "radioactive wastes other than high-
level," which apparently'n'elude reactor operational solid wastes,
have been discussed on pages G-2 through G-9 of the AEC document
"Environmental Survey of the Nuclear Fuel Cycle." We do not
consider those generalized descriptions of the manag'ement and the
disposal of these wastes as being adequate to cover the concerns
expressed above because the descriptions on pages G-2 through G-9
and G-12 through G-14 are nonspecific to a particular site and
to the particular wastes being disposed'here. Similarly, the
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CONTINUED

environmental consideration given on pages G-18 through
G-21 are not specific to a particular site or to particular
wastes.

RESPONSE

No comment.



U- ST DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR (COMMENT NO ~ 9)

Thermal Studies

Thermal effects of cooling water discharged into
Lake Ontario should be estimated for the combined effect of
operation of both adjoining power plants. Data available
from infrared radiometer measurements should be included.
This type of data has been published in the final environ-
mental statement for the FitzPatrick Plant. We also recommend
that the applicant utilize remote sensor data .in monitoring
the thermal plume dur to the extensive area and the complex-ities involved when several large waste heat sources are
operating in a small area.

Field temperature surveys of the thermal plume
resulting from the operation of Unit 1 far exceed water-
quality standards. Throughout earlier reports on this plant,
we are assured through mathematical and hydraulic model test
results that there will be no thermal problems, Previously,
we questioned the results of these studies and stated that
alternatives should be considered. The AEC in this draft
responds with the statement given on page 5-11.

"The applicability of State and Federal Water
Quality criteria related to the thermal discharge
for Unit 1 'is uncertain. However, it should be
noted that no adverse effect, on the aquatic biota
due to the thermal discharge is expected."

We believe the New York State standard of 3 degrees
Fahrenheit in 6.5 acres is too restrictive; but even if it were
5 degrees Fahrenheit, the heated water discharge from this unit
would exceed the standard. Even though this draft. statement
covers Unit 1, it should recognize that the future operation
of Unit 2 in a once-through mode will almost triple the waste
heat from this plant compared to Unit 1 alone. This factor
alone requires serious consideration of alternative cooling
methods.

It is indicated on page'9-15 that no significant dis-
advantage of the existing discharge system has been identified.
The AEC staff believes that modification of the existing system
is not justified at this time even with the planned addition of
Unit 2 with a once-through cooling system. Since a comprehen-
sive evaluation of the expected thermal plumes from both'units
and from the neighboring James A. FitzPatrick Plant has been
performed, we find no basis to conclude that these three units
can safely operate with once-through cooling at. this site.
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Data are recorded for the Unit 1 discharge on pages

5-4 and 5-.5 of the Draft Environmental Statement which supple-

ment the data presented in the FitzPatrick Final Environmental

Statement. The environmental monitoring program for Nine Mile

Point Unit 1 and FitzPatrick as outlined in the Environmental

Technical Specifications will provide additional data 'on the

Nine Mile Point Unit 1 plume.

Interpretation of the Nine Mile Point Unit 1 plume

relative to New York State criteria and standards requires an
J

understanding of the legal history. of'he New 'York State criter'ia.
When Nine Mile Point Unit 1 was constructed, regulations restricted
discharge of heated liquids by the following specifications: "None

alone or in combination with other substances 'or, wastes in suffic.—
ient amounts or at such temperatures as to be injurious to fish
life, make the waters unsafe or unsuitable as a source of water

supply for drinking, culinary or food processing purposes or impair

the waters for any other best usage as determined for the specific
waters which are assigned to this class." The Unit '1 discharge

system has been constructed to meet the standard and continues

to meet that, standard as documented by the studies which have been

completed near the site.
The criteria promulgated by New York State in 1969 added

additional thermal criteria to apply a numerical basis for 'the
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Data are recorded for the Unit 1 discharge on pages
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ient amounts or at such temperatures as to be injurious to fish
life, make the waters unsafe or unsuitable as a source of water

supply for drinking, culinary or food processing purposes or impair

the waters for any other best usage as determined for the specific
waters which are assigned to this class." The Unit 1 discharge

system has been constructed to meet the standard and continues

to meet that standard as documented by the studies which have been

completed near the site.
The criteria promulgated by New York State in 1969 added

additional thermal criteria to apply a numerical basis for the
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standard cited above. Section 704. 4 of the New York Codes

Rules and Regulations describes "Extent of Applicability
of Criteria to Existing Discharges: In determining whether

any discharge existing prior to the adoption of the above
Vcriteria complies with the applicable standard for thermal

discharges, ... these criteria are intended to by only a frame

of reference." Thus, it is concluded that the Unit 1 thermal

discharge does not "far exceed water quality standards" but

rather complies with the applicable regulations.

The Applicant has investigated and evaluated altern-
ative cooling systems for Nine Mile Point Unit 1 in the Nine

Mile 1 Environmental Report Section 9.5. Similarly alternatives
to a combined once through cooling system were evaluated in the

Nine Mile Point Unit 2 Applicant's Environemntal Report, Section

8. 5.

It should also be noted that the Nine Mile Point Unit

1 discharge will be combined with the planned Unit 2 discharge and

that all the evaluations for the Unit 2 at its Construction Stage

hearing included combined effects with Nine Mile Point Unit 1 in
operation. The continued operation of the Unit 1 discharge system

is contingent upon completion of the Unit 2 discharge system and

hence does not represent a permanent, continuing operation config-
uration.
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U. S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERXOR (COMMENT NO. 10)

I'ransmissionLine Environs

The use of herbicides for transmission. line main-
tenance is briefly discussed. Since no specific herbicides
are indicated, the following language should be added to
'th'is section, '"Xt is essential that a'll herbicides, pesticides,
and related chemicals" must be registered in accordance with

'P.L. 92-516, The Federal Xnsecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide
Act. Application should be accomplished in a manner fully
consistent with the protection of the entire environment. Any
contemplative use of these chemicals must consider both known
and possible environment effects. The applicant should consult
with the Environmental Protection Agency, the Director of the
State Conservation Agency, the County Agent and the nearest
office of the Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife when
chemical vegetation and pest control is contemplated. Such
contact should be made early in the planning so that accept-
able chemicals and methods of application known to be most
effective can be used with the recommendations of the concerned
agency."

RESPONSE

No comment.



U. S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR (COMMENT NO. 11)

Effects On A uatic Environment

. a. 'able 5. 1. 2 contains data on studies conducted
during June 1972 through January 1973. A comparison of
this table with tables that were included in the environ-
mental statement for Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station Unit 2,
indicate that data collected prior to June were deleted
from this table. Data were included on winter periods
which would bias the information presented on impingement.
We believe that, all available information should be included
to describe fish impingement.

b. As previously indicated, consideration should be
given to the effects of increased temperature on the reprod-
uction capabilities of various fish species, including that
of yellow perch which are referred to in this section.
Although species such as the yellow perch may be attracted
to higher temperatures, the resulting effects may include
reduced reproduction success. Also,. it should be indicated
that data from the Consumer's Power Company's report indicates
that Steelhead Trout, Lake Trout, Coho, and Chinook Salmon
do occur in the area of power plant intakes and thermal dis-
charges and are subject to impingement. The potential impacts
upon Federal and State sponsored programs to establish these
species in Lake Ontario should be considered.

c. On page 5-38 of this section reference is made to
6 degrees Fahrenheit isotherm extending along about 1 mile
of shoreline. On page 5-3 it is indicated that the 5 degrees
Fahrenheit isotherm extends along about 2 miles of shoreline.
During periods of warmer natural lake water temperatures, a
temperature rise much less than 5 or 6 degrees Fahrenheit mayinihit fish movement, and discourage fish from entering import-
ant shallow water zones. Also, potential impacts of sinking
plumes on fishes and fish reproduction potential should be
mentioned in this section.

d. In discussing the environmental impact of plant
operation on fish, plankton, benthos, and various aquatic
organisms, it should, be recognized that Lake Ontario is in a "-

~

state of ecological change. This .change is a result of the
cumulative impact of man "s activities on the lake and from
recent'introduction of exotic fish species which compete

'iththe .previously established fish populations. These
considerations should be reflected in anticipating the envir-
onmental impacts of this development on the system in general.
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e. The relationship of decomposing organic materials
to the dissolved. oxygen concentrations in the water should
be described. Encouraging or accelerating the growth and
reproduction of attached plants may compound problems which
are presently occurring with the oxygen concentrations in the
water. This section should discuss these aspects of the
plan't's operational impacts.

RESPONSE

a. For a complete record of fish impingement data

collected at Nine Mile Point. Unit 1 through August 31, 1973,

.refer to Exhibit 3b, (AEC Docket No. 50-410) Nine Mile Point
Unit 2 Public Hearings., This document is a report written
for Nine Mile Point Unit 2 on the subject of the effect of
fish impingement at this site on the fish populations of
Lake Ontario.

b. Refer to Applicant's response to Comment No. 2

of the U. S. Department of Commerce, submitted to the AEC on

October 31, 1973.

c. Refer to Applicant's response to Comment No. 11

of the U. S. Department of Commerce, submitted to the AEC on

October 31, 1973.

d. Assuming alewives are considered as "exotic species"

in Lake Ontario, they were probably able to establish themselves

(since 1860, approximately) because endemic piscivores, such

as Lake Trout, and Atlantic Salmon, etc., were already in decline.
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RESPONSE TO U. S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR (COMMENT NO. 11)
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It is also probable that the alewife competes with endemic

planktivores for most zooplanktonic crustacea.

Documentation of fceding habits of smelt

(established in the Great Lakes 191S, approximately) shows

competition with, and predation upon Cyprinids (e.g.,
Emerald Shiner) and itself.

Coho Salmon (established 1968, approximately)

are partially filling the gap left by depleted Lake Trout

and Atlantic Salmon populations.

e. Continuing measurements of dissolved oxygen

in the Lake off Nine Mile Point show consistently high values,

often above saturation.
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U. S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR (CONYiENT NO. 12)

Environmental Monitorin Pro ram

The Niagara Mohawk Power Company has conducted a
monitoring program in the Nine Mile Point area since 1963.
The AEC staff believes that studies, as they have been pro-
posed and are being conducted by the applicant, will not
provide information adequate to assess the operational
effects of the. station on the biota. For -example,'he
collection of the data from July 1963'hrough December 1969.
was infrequent. Only since May 1970 has the applicant.
collected data on fish distribution and food preferences of
fish and benthos with some continuity. Sampling and observ-
ation of plankton from the intake discharge wells of Unit 1
during June-October 1971 provide neither estimates of plankton
abundance in the area nor a base for reasonable assessment of
damage due to entrainment. Sampling of lake water for the
usual chemical and physical parameters is entirely wanting.
Based on limited sampling information, it is apparent that
Nine Mile Point, Nuclear Station Unit 1, has caused damages
to fishery resources. Continued operation of the. Unit may
cause unacceptable losses to local fish populations. It
should be noted that with the exception of the limits on
total dissolved solids, phosphate concentrations in discharge
sewage and the thermal plume size, the plant conforms to water
quality standards. We believe that the applicant should be
required to conform to existing standards and to adopt pro-
cedures which would require the environmental impact of the
plant operation on the resources of the lake.

As a result of the Lake Michigan Enforcement, Con-
ference, specific guidelines are being developed for studies
to determine the environmental impact of power plant cooling
on Lake Michigan. It is anticipated that a draft outline of
guidelines will be available by November 1973. Since the
ecology. of Lake Michigan and Lake Ontario are similar, tech-
niques and studies that, are suitable for Lake Michigan may
be adaptable for Lake Ontario. We encourage the AEC staff to
make use. of these guidelines in developing any future plans
for study of thermal discharges into. Lake Ontario.

It is suggested that the thermal monitoring program
be modified'to include techniques developed in conjunction
with the Surry Nuclear Power Station on the James River,.'irginia. These studies should be designed and conducted to
determine the impacts of once-through cooling in the Nine
Mile Point area.
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RESPONSE

The Applicant's Aquatic Monitoring Program is
described in the response to Department of Commerce Comment

No. 12 submitted to the AEC October 31, 1973. Similar

responses to questions on dissolved solids, phosphate

concentrations and thermal plume size were also submitted

to the AEC on that date in responses to Environmental

Protection Agency Comment No. H-l, Depax tment of Health,

Education and Welfare Comment, No. 5 and Department of Health,

Education and Welfare Comment No. 4; respectively.

The Applicant's present thermal plume mapping

program consists of ten to fifteen surveys a yeap under vary-

ing weather conditions. Three dimensional (surface and depth)

surveys are performed from a boat traversing the plume area

using shore mounted grid markers for boat location during survey

performance. Temperature data is reduced and plotted to define

isotherms with depth to the nearest 0.5'F.

Any monitoring devices that require permanent install-
ations in this part. of Lake Ontario are liable to heavy damage.

On the one hand., the Lake is subject to very sudden increas'es .in
wave motion, which place. considerable strains on any anchored

'device. On the other hand, the Nine Mile

Plaint

promontory is
an area of heavy ice action, which can dislodge the most massive

of anchors located in the water depth of interest, i.e., down to
about 30 feet.
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U. S. DEPARTMENT OF THE XNTERXOR (COMMENT NO. 13)

Nonradiolo ical Effects on Ecolo ical S stems

The concern for the possible impacts on fish and
other aquatic life as a result of the maximum intake velocity
of 2 fps is indicated on page 5-34. Ne share this concern
since the applicant has not shown that fish losses will be
lowe

RESPONSE

Refer to Applicant's response to U. S. Department of

Commerce Comment No. 2 and New York State Department of

Environmental Conservation Comment No. l.
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U ST DEPARTMENT OF THE XNTERZOR (COllMENT NO. 14)

Environmental Xm act of Postulated Accidents

This section contains an adequate evaluation of
impacts resulting from plant accidents through class 8 for
airborne emissions. However, the environmental effects of
releases to water is lacking. Many of these postulated
accidents listed in tables 7.1 and 7.2 could result in

'eleasesto Lake Ontario and should be evaluated.

We also think that, class 9 accidents resulting in
both air and water releases should be described and the
impacts on human life and the remaining environment dis-
cussed as long as there is any possibility of occurrence.
The consequences of an accident of this severity could have
farreaching effects on land and in Lake Ontario which could
persist for centuries affecting millions of people.

RESPONSE

Postulated accidents which could result in liquid

releases to Lake Ontario have been discussed and evaluated

in Section 6, pages 6.3-1 and 6.8-5 of the Applicant's Environ-

mental Report.
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U. S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR (COMMENT NO. 15)

Alternative Ener Sources

The expected emissions from alternative oil-fired
and coal-fired power plants given on page 9-4 are misleading.
Modern well-operated central stations discharge much smaller
amounts .of carbon monoxides and hydrocarbons than shown,since combustion is complete except for small amounts of
unburned carbon in fly ash and bottom ash in coal-fired plants.

I

RESPONSE

No comment.



U- .S. DEPARTMENT OF TFIE INTERIOR (COY84ENT NO. 16)

Environmental Cost

Although the total economic losses. of the proposed
action are difficult to estimate there are data and materials
available which can be used to determine, the replacement costs
of resources. For example, the pollution committee of the
American Fisheries Society, Southern Division, in 1970 estim-
ated the monetary value of fish based on their replacement cost.
Various states, including New York, Maryland and Washington have
developed criteria for evaluating fish kill damages and comput-
ing fish kill damage claims. We believe the staff of the AEC

should be aware of these criteria and whenever possible they
should be used to determine economic or replacement cost for
fish. In addition, we believe that the impacts of this proposed
action should not be related to entire lake alone but should
also be compared to the production of the local area..

RESPONSE

No comment.
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