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LICENSEE EVENT REPORT
+

ILER 83-04

EVENT DESCRIPTION AND' PROBABLE CONSEQUENCES
1

Shoreline sediment samples collected on November 30, 1982_at the Nine
i" -Mile Point location yielded.a concentration of.Cs-137 that was 16.33 times

the control sample. This value is higher than Environmental. Technical.
- Specification S.6.2.b. reportable : level of ten times control sample._ A
recount of the sample displayed approximately the same results. The
whole body dose, if the' shoreline area was used.as a beach, would be

p .001 mrem a year._ This value in comparison to the natural background'
_

; whole body dose of 60 mrem per. year (as a result of naturally occurring
radionuclides in the atmosphere and the ground) shows an extremely small'
impact.
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CAUSE DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS

!. The Cs-137 concentration detected may be a result _of site liquid effluents.
Since either Niagara Mohawk or the Power Authority cf the State of Newy_

t- York control access to the shoreline in question, and there are no~ dose;
j. consequences to the public, action taken will.be continued ~ investigation

_

'
f (through additional sampling) with a follow-up impact assessment included' ~~

in the 1983 Annual. Environmental Operating Report.
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