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MEMORANDUM FOR: John G. Davis, Director, NMSS
James M, Taylor, Director, IE
Guy H. Cunningham, ELD
Harold R. Denton, Director, NRR
Clemens J. Heltemes, Director, AEOD
Robert B. Minogue, Director, RES
Thomas E. Murley, Regicnal Administrator, RI
J. Nelson Grace, Regional Administrator, RII
James G. Keppler, Regional Administrator, RIII
Robeit D. Martin, Regional Administrator, RIV
John B. Martin, Regional Administrator, RV

FROM: G. Wayne Kerr, Director
Office of State Programs

SUBJECT: NRC POLICY STATEMENT ON GUIDELINES FOR REVIEW OF
AGREEMENT STATE PROGRAMS-REQUEST FOR REVLEW

In 1980, NRC published in the Federal Register a proposed Policy
Statement, "Guide for Evaluation nf Agreement State Programs." Based on
the comments received, NRC made changes to the proposed Folicy and the
Final General Statement of Policy was approved by the Commission and
published in the Federal Register on December 4, 1981 (enclosure).

In 1983, the National Governors' Association published a report of its
study of the Agreement State program which inc’uded the iollowing
recommendation:

"The presert guidelines for evaluating Agreement State programs are
considered adequate and offer the proper degree of flexibility in
reviewing State programs for adequacy and compatibility. Any
proposed changes in the present system should be thoroughly
discussed with the States.”

We believe that in the nearly 5 years of experience with the present
guidelines that they have worked well. Nonetheless, this experience
base has suggested that clarifying and editorial amerdments could be
considered that would enhance the effectiveness of the Policy Statement.
Such a process can also afford us an opportunity to review the
guidelines in 1ight of present and projected program needs.

We are not including in this review the quidelines related tu uranium
milling and mill tailings. This aspect will be undertaken as a separate
effort following finalization of NRC regulations relating to contrcl of
groundwater aspects. The NRC regulations have the potential for
affecting a number of the existing guidelines.
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I would appreciate your review of the Policy Statement and your views on
whether any revisions need to be considered. If your staff is not
entirely familiar with the Agreement State program, including the
process for reviewing Agreement State radiation control programs for
adequacy and compatibility, I would Tike an opportunity for our staff to
meet and familiarize them with it. We will also be glad to meet with
you and your staff to informally discuss preliminary questions or
comments you may have. Please contact Donald Nussbaumer at 492-7767.

I would appreciate a reply by January 13, 1986.

G. Wayne Ke¥r, Director
Office of State Programs

Enclosure:
As statad

cc: w/encl.
RSAR's
RSLO's



Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 233 / Friday. December 4, 1981 / Notices

50341 |

hereby given that the following meeting
of the Humanities Panel will be held at
808 15th Streei NW., Washington, D.C.
20508 a0
Date: December 18, 1981, . &l
Time: 9.00 a.m. 10 5:30 p.m.
Room: 314. e
Program: This meeting will review
applications for Summer Stipends (n
gng,linh Litlc;l:lun l.hsubtm'md to the
ivision of Fellowships and Seminars,
for projects beginning after May 1,
1982

The proposed meeting is for the
purpose of Panel review, discussion,
evaluation and recommendation on
applications for financial assistance
under the National Foundation on the
Arts and the Humanities Act of 1985, as
amended. including discussion of
" information given in confidence to the
agency by grant applicants. Because the
proposed meeting will consider
information that is likely to disclos.:

(1) Trade secrets and commercial or
financial information obtained from a
person and privileged or confidential;

(2! Information on & personal naturs
the disclosure of which would gonstitute
a clearly uniwarranted invasion of
personal privacy; and

(3) Information the disclosure of
which would significantly frustrate
implementation of proposed agency
action.

Pursuant to authority granted me by the
Chairman’'s Delegation of Authority to
Close Advisory Committee Meetings,
dated January 18, 1978, [ have
determined that this meeting will be
closed to the public pursuant to
subsections (c)(4), (6) and (9)(B) of
section $52b of Title 5, United States
Code.

Further information about this
meeting can be abtained from Mr.
Stephen |. McCleary, Advisory
Commitiee Management Officer,
National Endowment for the
Humanities, Washington, D.C. 20308, or
call (202) 724-9387.

Stephen McCleary,

Adviso: y Committce Manosement Officer.

TR Duc 8154858 Flied 1234 845 am|

BILLING CODE 7336014

. —————————————————————————

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Evaluation of Agreement S'ate
Radlation Control Programs; General
Statement of Policy

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.

ACTION: Final general statement of
policy.

SUMMARY: The Nuclear Regulatory
Cemmission is adopting as a general
statement of policy the recenty revised
“Guideiines for NRC Review of

' Agreement State Radiation Control
Pro

grams.” This statement of policy Is .
being issued to inform the States and the
public of the criteria and guidelines
which the Commission intends to use in
its periodic evaluations of Agreement
Slate Programs.

EFFECTIVE DATE: This general statement
of policy is effective on December 4,
1981 .

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: :
Donald A. Nussbaumer, Assistant
Director for State Agreements Program,
Office of State Programs, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
DC 20555. Telephone: 301-492-7767.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
October 3, 1980, the NRC published in
the Federal Register as a proposed
Ceneral Statement of Policy its "Guide
for Evaluation of Agreement State
Radiation Control Programs.” (45 FR
85726-65734). Interested persons were
invited to submit written comments and
suggestions on the proposed policy
statement during the comment period
which expired on December 22, 1980 (48
FR 80937, Deccmber 8, 1980). Based on
the comments reccived.and the
Commission's own evaluation. a number
of changes have been made to the policy
statement.

This document is ur&mzed in much
the same manner as tha former "Cuide.”
It contains six major sections, each of
which deals with a separate grogram
element. These sections are: Legisiation
and Regulations, Organization,
Management and Administration,
Personnel, Licensing, and Compliance.
As in the former “Cuide” each program
element contains “Indicators” which
address specific functions within the
program element. A number of
recommended "“Cuidelines™ are listed
under each "Indicator.” The
"Guidelines” replace the former 'Cuides
for Acceptable Practice.”

The indicator “Legal Authurity™ has
been taken out of the Organization
section and combined with Regulations
to form a new section. Legislation and
Regulations. The underlying authority
granted the radiation control program in
State leg .lation together with
implementing regulatiors form the
foundation of any regulatoiy program
and are essential to Le effectiveness of
that program. A new indicator “Status of
Regulations™ has replaced
“"Compatibility.” The guidelines under
the indicator “Status of Regulations”
indicate that certam State regulations
must be essentially identical to NRC

regulations and that other regulations
must have a high degree of uniformity
with NRC regulations. This is basically
what is meant by compatibility as it is
applied !0 regulations.

With regard to the Organization
section, the only significant change was
the moving of the indicator Legal
Authority, to a new section.

The section on Management and
Administration has been revised in a
number of areas. The guidelines under
Budget have been revised to list the
specific program areas we feel require
budgetary support. A specific dollar
range, however, has been deleted. With
the growing complexity of radiation
control ptograms, (e.g.. the additional
requrement on States Jicensing yranium
mills), inflation, and other
considerations, it is becoming
increcsingly difTicult to establish
specific funding levels which could be
useful in comparing State programs. A
number of points should be stressed: (1)
There have been a number of occasions
in the past where States have not met
the NRC's recommended guidelines and
yet the overall program has functioned
satisfactorily; (2) The States utilize a
variety of accounting techniques and it
has been difficuit to develop & guideline
that would be generally applicable to all
States: (3) Past experience has shown
that there is not a strong correlation
between budget problems and problems
in other program areas. For example, in
most States, salaries constifute a major
part of the radiation control program
budget. There have been a number of
cases where a State's overall budget
was within the recommended guideline
but yet the salaries were too low to
recruit and retain adequate staff.
Conversely, Slates with more than
adequate salaries have had an overall
budget below the recommended
guideline. Our conciusion is that the
diversity of State programs and the
variety of accounting techniques
employed by the State makes the use of
specific budget level guidelines of little
value. Cther editonal changrs have
been made o the Management and
Administration section.

The indicator “Duties” has been
changed to “Staff Supervision™ which
we feel more accurately expresses the
subjegt of the guidelines. \We have
eliminated “salaries” as a separate
indicator. and have placed it under s
new indicator “Staff Continuity.” Salary
levels are :mportant only from the
standpoint of being able to recruit and
ret2in stafl. The indicator ‘Recruiting”
has been eliminated. The guideline
relating 'o job descriptions kas been
moved to "Qualifications.” The

e ——— =
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guideline regarding vacancy no'ification
hase been eliminat= vince,

as pointed out by one commenter, State
recruitment practices vary according to
State personnel office procedures. Based
on our experience, there does not
appear to be any reason for

one recruitment practice
over another.

Only minor changes have been made
to the Licensing section. Under
“Licensing Procedures” the guideline
pertaining to the preliminary review of
applications within 30 days of receipt
has been eliminated. The time needed to
review an initial license application is a
purely administrative matter. An
artificial time limit serves no useful
purpose. It is the quality of the licensing
action that has a bearing on public
health and safety. The timely review of
" licensee renewal applications may,
however, be important. The
recommended guideline pertaining to
the issuance of license expiration’
notices to licensees 30-60 days prior to
expiration has also been eliminated.
Liconse renewal is the responsibility of
the licensee. The issuance of expiration
notices by the St ‘e is a purely
administrative matter.

No significant changes have been
mr.de to the Compliance section.

A number of changes have been made
‘0 the Categories assigned to various
indicators. Category [ll has been
climinated. All guidelines previously
included in Category (Il indicators were
considered to be more appropriately
identified as Caiegory L. A scparate
Category Il is no longer needed.

The “Cuidelines for NRC Review of
Agrcement State Radiation Control
Programs” will be used by ie NRC staff
during its onsite reviews of Agreement
State programs. Such reviews are
conducted at approximately 18 month
intervals or less if deemed necessary.
As a result of the review of a State
program, the NRC dctermines that the
Agreement State’s program is either

(1) Adequaie to protect the public
healith and safety: or

(2) Inadequate to protect the public
health and safety.

A program may be adequate to proteci
the public health and safety although in
need of improvement in specified areas.
In some cases. the NRC may be unable
to make a finding at the time of the
review because of unresolved items or
inadequate information necessitating &
follow-. p review. In such cases. NRC
follo«s up on these matters by
correspondence, follow-up onsite
reviews or at the lime of the next regular
scheduled review. No significant ifems
will be left unresolved over a prolenged
perod.

A determination is also made that the
program is either

(1) Compatible with the NRC
Regulatory program in areas related to
the public health and salety: or

(2) Incompatible with the NRC
Regulatory program: or

(3) NRC s unable to make a [nding at
the time of the review because of .
unresolved items or inadequate
information.

A dispositive finding of adequacy and
compatibility is made at the time the
staff submits a consolidated assessment
to the Commission in an annual report
en all Agreement States.

In making a finding of adequacy, the
NRC considers areas of the State
program which are critical to its primary
function, i.e., protection of the public
health and salety. For example, a State
that does not have qualified personnel,
fails to take adequate licensing actions
or has no inspection program. would not
be considered to have a program
adequate to protect the public health
and safety. Basic radiation protection
standards, such as exposure limits, also
directly afTect t"e States abulity to
protect pubiic health and safety. The
NRC feels that it-is important to stiive
for a high degree of umiformity in
technical definitions and terminology,
particularly asjelated to uniis of
measurement &.d radiation-dose.
Maximum permussible doses and levels
of radiation and concentrations of
radioactivity in unrestricted areas as
specified in 10 CFR Part 20 are
considered to be important enough to
requir? States to be essentially
equivalent in this area in order to
protect pub'ic heaith and salety. Certain
administrative procedures, such as those
involving the licensing of products
containing radicactive matenal intended
for interstate commerce, also require a
high degree of uniformity. If no serious
performance problems are found in an
Agreement Slate program and if its
standards and program procedures are
compatible with the NRC program. a
finding of adequacy and compaubility is
made. [n a case where a State has not
formally updated radiation standards in
important areas, but other areas of the
program are not deficient. a State could
be found to be adequate but not
comnatible with the NRC program. [t is
also possible that a State program couid
have up-to-date regulations, all proper
procedures. and adequate staff. but sull
fail to perform the necessary work. ln
this case. a program couid be found to
be inadequate to protect the public
health and safety, yet compatible with
the Commissicn's program. [n the worst
case, a program can e found fo be both

inadequate and incompatible with the
NRC program.

Guidelines for NRC Review of
Agreement Slate Radiation Control

Programs

1981, .

Prepared by Office of State Programs, US.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Introduction

Section 274 of the Atomic Energy Act
was enacted by the Congress in 1359 to
recognize the interests of the States i
atomic energy, to clanfy the respective
responsibilities of Sta'2 and Federal
Governments, and to provide a
mechanism for States to enter into
formal agreements with the Atomic
Energy Commission (AEC), and later the
Nuclear Fegulatory Commssion (NRC),
under which the States assume
regulatory authority over byproduct,
source, and small quantities of special
nuclear matenals, collectively referred
to as agreement materials. The
mechanism by which the NRC
discontinues and the States assume
regulatory authority over agreement
materials is an agreement between the
Covernor of a State and the
Commission. Before entering into an
Agreement, the Governor is required to
certify that the State has a regulatory
program that is adequate to protect the
public health and safety. In addition. the
Commission must perform an
independent evaluation and make &
finding that the State's program is
adequate from the health and safety
standpoint and compatible with the
Commu:ssion’s regulator program.

Current Guidelines

In 1980. the NRC staff initiated a
major revision of the guide for review of
Agreement State programs (two earlier
revisions reflected primarily minor and
editorial changes). This was
necessitated by changes in NRC
licensing and compiiance policy, the
Uranium Mill Tailings Radiation Control
Act of 1978 and inflationary impacts on
budgeting. In view of increased public
interest in radiation control matters and
the Agreement State program. the
Commission has published these
GCuidelines, which constitute
Commission policy in the formof a
document entitled "Cuidelines for NRC
Review of Agreement State Radiation
Can:sol Programs.” This document
provides guidance for evaluation of
orerating Agreement Slate programs
based on 20 years of combined AEC=~
NEC experience n administering the
Agreement State program. The
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document will be used by tte NRC in its
continuing psfo'nm of evaluating

ent Slate .
A’Th?‘ﬁddohncsm six sections,
each dealing with one of the essential
elements of a radiation control program
(RG’") whidlg hgialwo:‘:nd .
Regulations, aniz>’.on, Management
aﬁu Administration, Personnel
Licensing, and Compliance. Each section
contains (a) a summary of the general
significance of the program elements, (b)
indicators which address specific
functions within the program element,
(c) categories which denote the relative
impertance of each indicator, and (d)
guidelines which delineate specific
objectives or operational goals.
Categories of Indicators

The indicators listed in this document
cover a wide range of program
functions, both technical and
administrative. It should be recognized
that the indicators, and the guidelines
under each indicator, are not of equal
importance in terms of the fundamental
goal of a radiation control program, i.e.
pratecting the public heaith and salety.
Therefore, the indicators are categorized
in terms of their importance to the
fundamental goal of protecting the
public health and safety. Two categories
are used.

Category I=Direct Bearing on Heaith
and Safety. Category | Indicators are:

* Legal Authonity.

¢ Status of Hqurlu'om.

* Quality of Emergency Planning.

* Technical Quality of Licensing
Actions.

* Adequacy of Product Evaluations.

* Status of Inspection Program.

* Inspection Frequency.

* Inspectors’ Performance and
Capability.

* Response 10 Actual and Alleged
Incidents.

* Eaxforcement Procedures.

These indicators address program
functions which directly relate to the
State’s ability to protect the public
health and safety. If sign:ficant
problems exist in several Category |
indicator areas, then the need for
improvements may be critical.
Legislation and regulations together
form the foundation for the entire
program. establishing the framework for
the licansing and compliance programs.
The technical review of license
applications is the initial step . the
regulatory process. The evalvation of
applicant qualifications. facilities,
equipment. and procedures by the
regulatory agency is essential lo assure
protection of the public from radiation
hazards associated with the proposed
activities. Assuring that licensees fuifill

the commitments made in their
applications and that they observe the
requirements set forth in the regulations
{s the objective of the compliance
program. The essential elements of an
adequate comyliance program are (1)
the conduct of onsite inspections of
licensee activities, (2) the performance
of these inspections by competent staff,
and (3) the taking of appropriate
enforcement actions. Another very
important factor is the ability to plan
for, respond effectively to, and
investigate radiation incidents.

Category [I—Essential TecAnical and
Administrative Support. Category [
Indicators are:

* Updating of Regulaticns.

* Location of Radiation Control
Program Within State Organization.

* Intemal Organization of Radiation
Control Program.

* Legal Assistance.

¢ Te hrical Advisory Committees.

¢ Budget

¢ Laboratory Support.

¢ Adirinistrative Procedures.

¢ Management.

¢ Office Equipment and Support
Services.

* Public Information.

¢ Qualifications of Technical Stafl.

¢ Staffing Level. -

¢ Staff Supervision.

¢ Training. ‘

* Staff Continuifl.

¢ Licensing Proc¥iures.

* Inspection Prockdures.

* Inspection Reports.

* Independent Measurements.

These indicators address program
functions which provide essential
technical and administrative support for
the primary program functions. Good
performance in meeting the guidelines
for these indicators is essential in order
te avoid the development of problems in
one or more of the princigal program
areas, i.e. those that fall under Category
I indicators. Category Il indicators
frequently can be used to identify
underlying problems that are causing. or
contributing to, difficulties in Category [
indicators.

It is the NRC's intention to use these
categories in the following mzanner. In
reporting findings to State management,
the NFC will indicate the category of
each comment made. If no significant
Category | comments are provided. this
will indicate that the program is
adequate to protect the public health
and salety. If at least one significant
Category | comment is provided. the
State will be notified that the program
deliciency may seriously affect the
State's ability to protect the public
heaith and safety and should be
addressed on a pnonty basis. When

more than one signiflcant Category !
comment is provided, the State will be
notified that the need of Improvement in
the particular program areas (s critical
The NRC would request an immediate

' response, and perform a follow-up
. review of the program within six

moriths. Uf the State program has not
Improved or if additional deficiencies

_have developed. the NRC may institute

proceedings to suspend or revoke all or
part of the Agreement. Category [
comments would concern functions and
activities which support the State
program and therefore would not be
critical ta the State's ability to protect
the public. The State will be asked to
respond to these comments and the
State's actions will be evaluated during
the next regular program review.

It should be recognized that the
cat=z~~'7ation pertains to the
sign: " .ance of the overall indicator and
not . ¢ach of the guidelines within that
ind. =7 1ur. ©ar example, “Technical
Qual y of Li‘2nsing Actions™ is &
Category [ in'ficator. The review of
license apj!ications for the purpose of
eviluating the applicant's qualifications,
facilities, equipment, and procedures is
essential to assuring that the public
bealth and safety is being protected.

" One of the guidelines under this

indicator concerns prelicensing visits.
The need for such visits depends on the
nature of the specific case and is a
matter of judgment on the part of the
licensing staff. The success of a State
program in meeting the overall objective
of the indicator does not depend on
literal adherence to each recommended
guideline,

As a matter of policy, the Commission
supports the develcpment of more
specific objective measures of
Agreement State regulatory
performance. The di[ficulties of
implementing this policy are also
recognized (e g.. lack of adequate data,
lack of cause and effect relationships
between State radiation control
programs and radiation exposure data,
cost of collecting data). Nonetheless. the
Commission believes there s potential
ment in using objective rather than
subjective measures where appropriate,
NRC will work toward establishing
more quantitative measures on a State-
by-State basis to improve the quality
and consistency of NRC reviews.
Recogoition will be given o State
un:que factors, the difficully in
companng cne State to another. and the
avauab:iity and cost of data collection
NRC solicits State assistance and
suggestions in identifying objective
performance indicators.
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Ceneral NRC Policy |

The “Cuidellnes for NRC Review of
Agreement State Radlation Control
Programs™ will be used by the NRC stafl
during its onsite reviews of Agreement
State~regrams. Such reviews are
conducted at approximately 18 month
intervals, or less if deemed necessary.
As a result of the review of a State
program, the NRC determines that the
Agreement State's is eithers

(1) Adequate to protect the public
. health and salety; or

(2) 'nadequate to protect the public
heaith and safety.

A program may be adequate to protect
the public heaith and safety although in
need of improvement (n specified areas.
In some case, the NRC may be unable to
make a firding at the time of the roview
because of unresolved items or
inadequate information necessitating a
follow-up review. ln such cases, NRC
follows up on these matters by
correspondence, followsup onsite
reviews or at the time of the next
regularly scheduled review. No
significant items will be laft unresolved
over a prolonzed period.

A determination is also made that the
program is either

(1) Compatible with the NRC
Renulatory program in areas related to
the public health and safety; or

(2) Incompatible with the NRC
Regulatory program; or NRC is unable to
make a finding at the time of the review
because of unresolved iterms or
inadequate information. A dispositive
finding is made at the lime the staff
submits a consclidated asscssment to
the Commission in an anaual report on
all Agreement Statas,

In making a finding of adequacy, the
NRC considers areas of the Stute
program which are critical to its primary
function, i.e.. protection of the public
heaith and safety. For example, a State
that does not have qualified personnel,
fails to take licensing actions or has no
inspection program, would not be
considered to have a program adequate
to protect the public heaith and safety.
Basic radiation protection stondards,
cuch as expasure limits, also directly
affect the States’ ability to protect publie
health and safety. The NRC fee!s that it
is important to s'rive for a high degree of
uniformity in technical definitions and
terminclogy, particularly as re'ated to
units of measurement and radiation
dose. Maximum permissible doses and
levels of radiation and concentrations of
radicactivity in unrestricted ureas as
specified in 10 CFR Part 20 are
considered to be important enough ta
require Slates to be essentially
equivalent in this area in order to

protect public health and safety. Certain
administrative procedures, such as those
Involving the licensing of products
containing radioactive material intended
for interstats commerce, also require a
high degree of uniformity. If no serious
performance problems are found inan
Agreement State program and if its
standards and program procedures are
compatible with the NRC program, a
finding of adequacy and compatibility Is
made. [n a case where a State has not
formally updated radiation standards in
Important areas, but other areas of the
program are not deficient, a State could
be found to be adequate but not
compatible with the NRC program. It is
also possible that a State program could
have up-to-date regulations, all proper
procedures, and adequate staff, but still
fail to perform the nc “essary work. In
this case, a program could be found to
be inadequate to protact the public
health and safety, yet compatible with
the Commission’s program. [n the worst
case, a program can be found to be both
inadequate and incompatible with the
NRC program.

Guidelines—Legislation and Regulations

The effectiveness of any State
radiation control programn (RCP) is
dependent upon the anderiying authority
granted the RCP in tte legislation, and
implemented in the Qate regulatfons.
Regulations provide the foundation upeon
which licensing, inspection, and
enforcement decisions are made.
Regulations also provide the standards
and rules within which the regulated
must operate. Periodic revisions are
necessary to reflect changing
technology, improved knowledge,
current recomnmendations by technical
advisory groups, and consistency with
NRC regulations. Procedures for
providing input to the NRC on proposed
changes tc NRC regulaticns are
necessary to assure consideration of the
Slate's interests and requirements. The
pullic and. in particular, affected
classes of licensees should be granted
the opportunity and time to comment on
rule changes.

N

Upaaorg of
Aep avorm.
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Periodic inspections of licensed
operations are essential to assure that
activities are being conducted in
compliance with regulatory
requiren.ents and consistent with good
safety practices. The frequency of
inspections depends on the amount and
the kind of material, the type of
operation licensed. and the resuits of
previous inspections. The capability of
maintaining and retrievir g statistical
data on the status of the compliance
program is necessary. Tte regulatory
agency must have the necessary legal
authority for prompt enforcement of its
regulations. This may include. as
appropriate, administrative remedies,
orders requiring corrective action,
suspension or revocation of licenses, the
impounding of matcrials, and the
impasing of civil or criminal penalties.
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Dated 4t Washington. DC this 30th day of
November 1981.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Samuel |. Chilk,
Secrotary of the Commission
(PR Due 81234710 Mled 12.:3-41 843 am|
BILLING COOE T990-01-M

[Docket Nos. STN 50454 and STN 50-4£5]

Availibllity of Draft Environmental
Statement for Byron Station, Units 1
and 2

N tice is hereby given that a Draft
Ens.;onmental Statement (NUREC-
0848) has been prepared by the

Commission's Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation related to the proposed
operation of the Byron Station, Units 1
and 2 by the Commonwealth Edison
Company. The site for this station is
located in Rockvale Township, Ogle
Cousty, lllinois, approximately
seventeen miles southwest of Rockford,
[linots.

The Draflt Environmental Statement
(DES) addresses the aguatic. terrestrial.
radiological. social and economic costs
and benefits associated with normal
station operation. Also considered are
station accidents, their likelihood of
occurance or their consequences.
Finally, the statement presents an
update discussion of a need for the
facility since the construction permit
application.

This DES is available for inspection
by the public in the Commission's Public
Document Room at 1717 H Street. NW.,
Washington. D.C. 20555 and in the :
Rockford Public Library, 215 N. Wyman
Sireet. Rockford. [llinois 61103. The DES
is also being made available at the State
Clearinghouse, Bureau of the Budget,
Lincoln Tower Plaza, 524 S. Second
Street. Room 318, Springfield. lllinois
82700. Request for copies.of the DES
(NUREC~0848) shouid be addressed to
the U.S. Nuclear Regulaipry
Commission, Washingt4®. D.C. 20558,
Attention: Director, Techical
Information and Document Control

Interested persons may submut
comments on this DES for the
Commission's consideration. Federal.
State, and specified !ocal agencies are
being provided with copies of the DES
(local agencies may obtain these
documents upon request).

Comments by Federal. State and local
officials. or other members of the public
received by the Commission will be
made available for gublic inspection at
the Commission's Public Document
Ream in Washington. D.C. and in the
Rockford Public Library, 215 N. Wyman
Sireet. Rochford, [llinois 61103.

After consideration of comments
submitted with respect to the DES. the
Commission's staff will prepare a Final
Environmental Statement, the
availabitity of which will be published
in the Federal Register. Comments are
due by January 18. 1982

Comments on this report from
interested members of the pi blic should
be addressed to the US. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission Weshington
D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, Division
of Licensing.

Dated at Bethesda. Maryland, this 25t day
of November 1981

For the Nuclear Regv'atory Commission.
B. ]. Youngblood.
Chief, Licensing Bronch No. 1. Division of
Licensing
(FR Dos. £1-34884 Plied 12-3-41 &43 am|
SALNG COOE TI80-01 -4

(Docket No. 50-369]

Duke Power Co.; Issuance of
Amendment, Facility Operating
Licensa No. NPF-9

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(the Comumission) has issued
Amendment No. 9 to Facility Operating
License No. NPF-9 ssued to Duke
Power Company ('.censee] for the
McGuire Nuclear Station, Unit 1 (the
facility) located in Mecklenburg County,
Nerth Carolina. This amendmeunt revises
the minimum reactor zoolant system
flow rate to permit an option for
operation at a reduced flow rate (95%) in
conjunction with a reduced power level
(90%). The amendment is effective as of
its date of issuance.

The application for the amendment
complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the
Commission's regulations. The
Commission has made appropriate
findings as required by the Act and the
Commission's regulations in 10 CFR
Chapter L which are set forth in the
license amendment. Pricr public notice
of this amendment was not required
since the amendment does not involve a
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission has determined that
the issuance of this amendment will not
result in any significant environmental
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR
$1.5(d)(4) an environmental impact
statement, or negative declaration and
environmental impact appraisal need ™
not be prepared in connection with
issuance of this amendmunt.

For further deta'ls with respect to this
action, see (1) Duke Power Company
letter dated November 11, 1981. (2}
Amendment No. 9 to Facility Operating
Lizense No. NPF-9 with Appendix A
Technical Specification page changes.
and (3) the Commussion's related Salety
Evaluation

All of these items are available for
public inspection at the Commission 8
Public Document Room. 1717 H Street.
N.W.. Washington, D.C., and the Atkins
Library, University of North Carolina,
Charlotte (UNCC Station), North
Carolina 28223. A copy of items 2and 3
may be obtained upon request
addressed to the U. S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
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pC 20555, Altention: Director, Division
of Licensing.
Dated at Bethesda. Maryland, this 23rd day
4 November 1981,
yor the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Liwor G. Adensam,
cvef. Licensing Branch No. 4, Division of
Luensing
5 Doc. 1134088 Filed 13-341: £43 am|
SLLING CODE 79900 1-4

_cscket No. 50-414)

ouke Fower Co., ot al; Issuance of
Amendment to Construction Permit

Notice is hereby given that the U.S.
vuclear Regulatory Commission (the
commission) has issued Amendment
vo. 2 'o Construction Perinit No. CPPR-
117. The amendment reflects the
.dition of Piedmont Municipal Power
Agency as a new co-owner of the
Catawba Nuclear Station, Unit 2 (the
facility) along with present owners Duke
Mower Company and North Curolina
\Linicipal Power Agency Number One.
Duke Power Company has sole
espousibility for the design and
construction of the facili'y, which is
located in York County, South Carolina.

The application for the amendment
complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the
Cuemmissinn’s regulations. The
Cuommission has made appropriate
findings as "equired by the Act and the
Commussion's regulations in 10 CFR
Chaprer I, which are set forth in the
Jmendment.

Prior public notice of the amendment
was not required since the amendment
dovs not invelve a sigmificant hazards
consideration.

Fur further details with respect to this
Action, see (1) the application for the
wnendment dated April 8, 1931, (2)
Amendment Na. 2 ta Cons'niction
Perimit No. CoPR=-117, 20d (3) the
Comuri sxion's related Safety Evaluation.
All of theee toms are available for
public inspection at the Commission's
Public Document Room, 1717 H Sireet,
NW., Washington, D.C. 20355. and at the
York County Library, 325 South Qakland
Avenue, Rock Hill, South Carelina. In
addition. a copy of the adove items (2)
and (3) may be obtained upon request,
addressed o the U S, Nuclear
Regulatory Commission. Washington,

D C. 20558, Atteniion: Director, Division
Jf Licensing, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.

Dated at Bethesda. Maryland the 24th day
of November 1981,

For the Nuclear Rrgulatory Commizsion.
Ellnor G. Adensam,
Chief Licensing Branch No. 4. Division of
Licensing.
[FR Doe. §1-34070 Flled |2-3-41 £45 am|
BILLING COOR 7520-31-M

[Docket No. 50-244]

Rochester Gas and Electric Corpy
Issuance of Amencdment to Provisional

Operating License

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(the Commission) has issued
Amendment No. 46 to Provisional
Operating License No. DPR-18 for the R.
E. Cinna Nuclear Power Plant to
Rochester Cas and Electric Corporation
(the licensee). The Cinna Plant is
located in Wayne Connty, New York.
The amendment is effective as of the
date of issuance and is to be
implemented within €3 days of
Commission approval in accordance
with previsions of 10 CFR 73.55(b)(4).

The amendment adds a license
condition to include the Commission-
approved Cuard Training and
Qualificatiun Plan as part of the license.

The license " filing, as revised, which
has been hanaled by the Carnmission as
an application, comylies with the
standards and requirement» of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1054, s amended
(the Act), and the Cogimission's rules
and regulations. The Pomniission has
made appropriate fin&rgs as required
by the Act and the Cofumission's rules
and regulations in 10 CFR Chapter L
which are set forth in the license
amendment. Prior public notice of this
amendmaent wvas not required since the
amendment does not invoive a
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission has de‘ermined that
the issuance of this amendment will not
result in any significant environmental
impact and that pursuant t0 10 CFR
$1.5(d}(4) an environmental impact
statement or negative dec aration and
en\ironmental impac! appraisal nced
not be prepared in connection with
issuance of this amendment.

The licensee s filings dated May 4,
1981, and July 30, 1981, are being
withheld from public disclosure
pursuant to 10 CI'R 2.790(d). The
withheld information is subject to
disclosure :n aceordance with the
provisians of 10 CFR 912

For lurther details with respect to this
action, see (1) Amendment No. 48 to
License No. OPR-18. and (2) the
Commission’s related letter to the
licensee daied November 10. 1981. These
items are available for public inspection
at the Commussion's Public Document
Room. 1717 H Street NW., Washirgton,

D.C., and at the Rociiesier Public
Library, 115 South Avenue. Rochester,
New York 14627. A copy of items (1) and
(2) may be ottained upon request
addressed to the U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20555, Attention: Directsr, Division
of Licensing.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland. this J0th day
of November, 1981. .

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Thomas V. Wambach,
Acting Chref, Operoting Reoc‘ors Bronch Na
8. Divisicn of Licensing.
[FR Duc. 8134871 Filod 12381 848 em|
BILLING COJE 7995-01-4

[Oscket Mo, 50-312)

Sacramanto Municipal UL'ily Cistricty
Issuance of Ainendment to Facility
Operating License

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) has
issued Amendment No. 37 to Fucility
Operating License No. DPR-54, issued to
Sacramento Municipal Utlity District
(the licensee), which revised the license
for operation of the Rancho Seco
Nuclear Cenerating Station (the facuity)
located in Sacramento County,
California. The amendment is effective
as of its date of issuance.

The amendment modifies the license
to include revisions to the previously
approved Physical Security Plan [or the
facility. ‘

The licensee's filing, which is being
handled by the Commission as an
application, complies with the standards
and requirements of the Atomic Energy
Act of 1954, as amended (the Act), and
the Commission’s rules and regulations.
The Commission has made appropriate
findings as required by the Act and the
Commission’s rules and regulations in 10
CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in the
license amendment. Prior public notice
of this amiendment was not required
since the amendment does not invoive a
sigmificant hazards consideration.

The Commission has determined that
the issuance of this amendment will not
result in any sigmificant environmental
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR -
51.5{d)(4) an environmental impact
statement, or negative declaration and
environmental impact appraisal need
not be prepared in connection with
issuance of this amendment.

The liconsee's filing dated June 10
1081, as revised September 22, 1981, is
being withheld from public disclosure
pursuani to 10 CFR 2.790(d). The
withheld information is subject to




