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WILLIAM 8§ JORDAN, 1)

LEE L. BISHOP

Aucust 21, 1980

: 4 . FREEDOM OF INFORMATION
Joseph M, Felton, Director
Division of Rules and Records ACT REQUEST

Office of Administration FOTQ.- I~ 44/
U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washin;ton, D.C. 20555 Nee'd 8- 25-50

RE: FREEDUM OF INFORMATION ACT REQUEST

Dear Mr. Felton:

Pursuant to the federal Freedom of Information Act, the
Natural Resources Defense Council requests a copy of new control
and accounting standards proposed by NRC Staff for strategic
special nuclear materials. The propused standards are cited in
the August 21, 1980 issue of Nucleonics Week. I am enclesing a
copy of the article for your reference.,

NRDC requests that you waive any fee associated with comply-
ing with this request.

Very truly yours,

ey U
.. /\" { [}b i, SRS

Ellyn R, Weiss
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‘ people I'd worked with 28 years before, were ehiolutely ferifiad of it.§5 1 wanted to assuage those fedrs.” ""‘
In her work for CEA, Paturis met academicians and nucledr industry people who saw a "mispeicepiion™ by ™
the general public of the nuclear issue, “So I started a group,™ Patudis said, *und with all the people I'd met
in publishing, I got enough names on the list to make it look good. We hed a big mecting, and emphasized
( that [ didn’t want anybody to sign up who didn't undesstand what the group was trying to do.” About half
B s ¢f those who attended that meeting last spring signed on, including former Sen. Tugenc Mc(,tarﬂ.ny, playwright
Edward Albee, authors Saul Bellow and Dennis Smith, and actor Gary Meprill, = ="« =70 (7

“Members «f the group are kept sbreast of any new developments on the energy froat" Patusis said, :
“We aze not going to proselytize, but to understand. We're not scientists and we don’t pretend to be, but
we're not stupid, either. We know that pioblems should be solved in a laboratory, not at a Central Park. .
rock concert.” : Sy et Nethysiong oy g AV e %
Paturis said thet, aside from ; roviding a loose sort of administsation for CSNE, she also serves as the
group's coordinator of communications with the encrgy industry. “If, for example, something happens ata
nuclear plant that is generally frightening,” she said, “I will go and ask the people concerned if therejsan | .
actual scientific answer to it. If these is, I type it up and send it out to tha members. Wy are trying to educate A X
ourselves to this thing and make sure that it is not shut down. We want t¢ best peopls in the world working
oa it. Unfortunately, not more than about 107 of the people ut our ineetings are in their 30s or below. Younger
peo. e just don't seem to have the nind of curiosity you nced to keep up with this sort of a group. [ wonder . ¢ .
if curiosity about new things has vanished along with Johnny's ability to read. Is Gzil Sheehy now more T
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AS EXPECTED, THE UNION OF CONCERNED SCIENTISTS AN/ OTHER GROUP'S HAVE FILED SUIT against
. NRC because of a policy statement which limits the questions intervenors may raise about post-Three Mile TYAR L

Island licensing requirem- ats (NW, 19 June, 3). “We have asked the NRC commissioners to stay the effective-
ness of this policy, but they have refused,” UCS counsel Ellyn Weiss said, “Therefore, we have no alternative

' but te seek review from the federal court. Otherwise severe! key licensing p.oceedings will go forward withe ;
out full considaration of the facts.” ; o gleg e o e

The issue could become moot Yefore it is resolved in court if the vacancy at NRC is filled by a person
who opposes the policy staiement along with commissioners Peter Bradford and Victor Gilinsky. Bradford
K has said he will push for a vot< 12 reconsider the statement, which was approved 3-2 with Richard Keanedy —

who left soon after the decision — voting in the alTirmative. Under the directive, license applicants can challenge » |
the nec ssity to comply with the items on the so<called near-term operating licente list, but intervenors can't :
question whether the commission has gone far enough te prr*act public health and safety with the require. |
ments added since the TMI accident. s et TSl SRN T At iasar by & w :

The suit was filed in the U.S. Court of App:als for the District of Columbia. Joim’ng'UCS are the Louisia
Consumers League, the Carolina Environmental Study Group, the Shoreham Opponents Coalition, the New
England Coulition against Nuclear Pollution, and the Texas Associition of Community Organizations for Re-
form Now. ; arl s Bouie wie b o von s s ilel o
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ATOMIC ENERGY OF CAADA LTD. HAS BEEN STYMIED in its bid to return the troubled Pouglas Point plant |
to full operational status. The Atamic Encrgy Control Board rejected AECL's proposal, saying it still is unsure e
of the plant’s safety systems, notwithstanding recent iinprovements, Before the modifications, there wasa  *
50-50 chunce the eraergency core cooling systems would not work properly in a crisis, according to an AECB
offi ‘ial. For the time being, the plant will remain limited to 70% of its 220-Mw full capacity, the le.el to which
it had been held since the AECB cracked down in 1977. The board said it had decided to request additional
analyses of the ECCS “and tests to confirm the effectiveness of these during accident conditions.” -« =72

Douglas Point has been shug down since February because of the ECCS and other repairs and was sched-
uled for restart at the end of Augifst, when AECL wanted to go 1o 100% output. *“Now it's 100 soon to tell,”
an AECL spokesman said, “'because we de='t know whai tests the board wants done and how long they'll take."

-

| ITISNOT POSSIBLE TO INCLUNE NUCLEAR FUEL SERVICES' ERWIN, TENN., nuclear fuel facility in new
contral and accounting standards propesed by NRC staff for strategic special nuctear materials (SSNM), a top
NFS source told Nuclennics Week. The proposed standards, which are designed to thwart collusion and internal
diversion of nuclear materials, would require an accounting of SSNM at leest once a day. Curient standards
tequire unly bimonthly reports on losses of radicactive materials, S el o S AR S L R

* "1 don’t think any standaid could work to the degree stated. T don’t thik it's conceivable ot Frwin* 3 *

the source said. Erwin currently is allowed less stringent standards bacause it was uyable to meet the standards
NRC set for the industry. NRC sccepted Frwin's argument that it e~uld not keep inv entory discre] ancies be- .
low the mandatory 0.5% of throughput because hs unique process makes such an exact accounting almost - .. ..
impossible. Erwin is allowed 1% of throughput for the fisst inventary and 1.5% for the second inventory, w0

\ f s g -l ‘e
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AN EXPLOSIVE CHARGE DESTROYED A PYLON BUILT TO CONNECT THE ASCO STATION to the Spanish

, KL
NRC sou: ces explained, However, one NRC source said the revised .t:adaeds should apply to all facilities 5
with “no exceptions.” The NFS source says that's “wishful thinking.” e BENS O N SR " e S "\-.': ‘
The repor ag schedules are & g revised, NRC staff told the commitsfoners fast week, because of late X L%
detection and reuction to any losses under current procedures ‘the loss often is not detected forupto 90 ¢
days after the occurrence, laving “potentially hundieds of possible causes over the inventory period,” a staff ‘
member said. s rrist s T BARE I b e Bl T BB i o L :

The proposed standards focus on the “peopte-related factors,” an NRC source explained, to piotect :
agalnst the “TMI-type problems.” The revised regulations add constraints and overchecks on falsification of
data, duplcate efforts, and restrict access to the data. New training and competency standards woud be re-
quired as safeguards ag.last accidental and intentional diversionsof the high-enriched fuels. The standards
are scheduled to take effect by the end of 1981. By that tisne NRC anticipates the field of nins companies
which handle SSNM will have dwindled to five or six as the companies phase out this type of operation fo¢
economic teusons, a source said. At least two commissioners have questioned the timetable laid out by staff,
But a key stafr says that he's “personally confident we can meet the sche."ule. There's a lot of time built %

into the schedu's.” o DRI L G R G S AT 0 Gt Tt un ] UL & 840 ansls seslong e :_ e maili
“ ' The Enwin submarine fuel plant was shut down last September until January of this year when more 4
than nine kg of high-enriched uranium was discovered una.counted for, 2 ¢ .o brg 9ans ecld 08 semazrmo

: s wpre : 30wt paw LT e et LRI JETIP

high voltage network. Police believe that radical antinuclear groups, which recently staged a protest march . . " # Moo
aga‘ast Asco, were responsible for bombing the 98-foot tower. Asco is a twia 900-Mw Westinghouse PWR oy S mming o oo

stadon scheduled to come on line by 1987, ; » oty ¢
S o et et c ARG TUIA STRITE IR TR ATIAND 30 CTAY HHT GRTYSCIE 2a: -

SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT WENT TH?OUGH 4 BOMB THREAT 1 EST at its Rancho ™ " *

Seco nuclear plant. as required by NRC regulations. And, as required, the county sheriff's office was notifTed.
Only tiouble was that the Smud caller forgot to mentina that it was only a test. The sheriff’s department dis-
patched five patrol car. including a bomb disposal team, some forced to travel more than 25 iniles to reach

the nuclear plant. v N g s S .
An angered chief of the sheriff's patrol division threatened to file criminal charges against Smud for '
tuming in a false bomb report but later relented. Coravi oo 43 S St P Y B0 SN
Tty 8 Fe T R L R KA T ot e D e e (
AN ASLE WILL HOLD HEARINGS ON A CONSTRUCTION PERMIT EXTENSION FOR NIPSCO'S embattled :

Bailly nuclear power plant, which according to NRC sources marks the first time that NRC has granted a
hearing for such an extension 2t 2 nucl:ar plant still in the early stages of construction. Although it was g ant- ;
ed a permit in 1974, Bailly remains less than 1% completed, and its cost has risen from $187-million in 1970 0
to $1.1-billion today, according to Northern Indiana Public Service Co. e’ el A TR R gt S8 L i )
“It's an extraordinary situation in which a facility has had a construction permit for five years und is
still nothing inore than a hole in t!2 ground,” an NRC source said. “We felt it was appropriate to provide the
~pportunity for public participation in a decision that could extend construction for another seven years.”™
The plant, originally scheduled for completicn in 1976, is now targeted for an in-ser. ce daie of 1987. . NAITA
In its order granting the hearing — the result of nurerous petitions by opponents — NRC limited the
scope of the hearing to those contentions which relate to the reasons for the delay in completion of the facility,
the “reasonableness” of the requested extension, and any allegedly adverse environmental, radiological and (5l
safety effects which might result from prolonged construction. b 20 oS A A D ko
Intervenors have long contested construction of the plant, located near Gary, Ind., on three major
grounds: its proximity to Chicago, which is approximately 30 miles away, the cost of its construction; and
potential damage to the Indiana Dunes N;tional Lakeshore, an 8,565-acre nature preserve. As a resslt of the
opposition, which iacludes the state of Nlinois, construciion has been mired in federal court battles for years,
An attorney for two parties opposed to the plant said, “There's no worse site in the entire count;y for a
nuclear power plant, and we're determined that the plant will not be buil,"” :
‘n addition, Nipsco and NRC have been locked in a debate over the appropriate design for the founda- "t T4
tion of the plant. In 1978, the utility put in a request with NRC to use shorter pilings than was planned at
the time the original ~onstr. ction permit was granted. Nipsco wants to sink th# pilings into dense sands be-
neath the site, rather than extend the pilings down on glacial till or bedreck, as originally proposed. NRC is
still reviewing the request, and a decision is exjcted by mid-September. Accgeding to a Nipsco official, the.
only issue holding up construction is NRC’s approval of the pile placementf chaique. *We believe the issues ; e
to be discussed at the hearing have been exhaustively explored previously,” he contended. . s vmzpi o .o L
The Atomic Safety & Licens'ng Board invo'ved has not yet determined whether pile placement will be §
debated at the hearing. No date has been set for the hearing, although one NRC official expects it could take
place before the end of the year, TN PRI p il PSR N ¢ a1 rNGIT
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MEHORANDUM FOR: Len Soffar, Leader
Sectfon 8
Accident Amalysis Branch, DSE

FRON Ear] W, Markee, Jr., Leader
Meteorviogy Section
Hydrology-Meteorology Branch, DOE

SUBJECT: SHORT.TERM (ACCIDENT) X/Q VALUES - MIDLAND UNITS 1 & 2

in reviewdr s the short-term (accident) X/0 value- calculated for Mid
land Unfts 1 & 2 an errov was discovered for thv hour, 8-24 hour,
1-4 day snd 4-30 day values. Hew values ha ~ulated and are
providad below. These values supersede th. ‘ed to AAR
on August 10, 1978,

Below are the relative concentration (X/0 values for use 1n pour .
evaluation of short-terwm (accidental) releases frow the Midland Nuclear
Power Plant Units 1 and 2.

' " Control).ing Direction . I Ve

Tiwe Period and Distiwce (meters) seconds /cubfc meter

0-2 hours N @ 500 5.5 5 1074

C-A hours N9 15800 6.4 x 107

824 hours N @ 1600 8.9 1075

V<4 days M@ 1600 2.7 x m‘s

4-30 days R e 160 1.2°x 10°
We devermined that toe atmespieric dispersion mode! deseribed “h draft
Ragy | Gufde 1.XXX, "Atmospheirc Dispersion Models for Potent’a)
Aecident Assussments at Necleor Power Plewts®, (9/23/77) in
accordance with the Interte Branch Pocition of v fm. is appro-

priate to conservatively assecs the atmogpheric dispersion for the

exclusion boundary and Tow population zone (istances of Units 1 2 2.
In our analysis we used the circular exclusion radius of 500 meiers
and 3 lew popuiation zone distance of 1600 weters,
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L. Soffer ofe "W0iun

Onsite data from March 3, 1975 to February 28, 1977 were determined
to be acceptable for use in cilculating atmospheric dispersion in the

vicinity of the plant, These data were in the form of

values supplied by the applicant on wagnetic tepe fov wind speed and
wind direction (weasured at the 10.meter level' and atmospheric stabilifty
(defined Ly the vertical gradient between the 50,0« and

[Origi-al Signod tv A

IVF 25 ", Patroben

Ear! M. Markee, Jv,, Leader

Mateorology Section

Kydrology-Metzorology Branch
Division of Site Safety and
Environmenta) Analysis
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Docket Fﬂe (2 &
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RSB Rdg
Docket Mos. 50-329/332 Newberry Chron,
S. Newberry
MEMORANDUM FOR: D. 8. Vassallo, Assistant Director for LWRs, IPM
FROM: Frank Schroeder, Acting Assistant Director for
Reactor Safety, DSS ;
SUBJECT: SUPPLEMENTAL SECORD ROUND Q!,‘EST!OIIS MIDLARD PLART
. . UKITS T AND 2 ? e
Plant Name: Midland UMt.s 1 and 2 . i
Docket Numbers: b $9-329 & 50-330 : e
Milestone Number: 12-21 - »
Licensing Stage: o
Responsible Branch LWR-4
and Project Manager: D. Hood

Systems Safety Branch Involved: Reactor Systems Branch, Analysis Branch
Core Performance Branch

description of Review: Round Two Questions
Requested Completion Date: 1171778
Review St2tus: Incomplete

Ne have reviewed the applicant's responses to First Round Questions on

the Main Steam Line Break (MSLB) and have met wiih the applicant (September 20,
1978) to discuss the stuck rod assumptions fn the Widland MSLB analysfs. Our
positfon on the stuck rod assumptions and request for additional information

regarding the MSLB analysis are anclosad.

In addition, » position regarding ECCS recirculation testing in accordance
with Regulatory Guide 1.79 was inadvertently omitted from RSB Round Two
Questions, dated September 28, 1978, and 1s also enclosed.

"
"l
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Docket File
NRR Rdg. J
RSB Rdg. |
Newberry Chron,

Docket Nos. 50-329/330 S. Newberry

" Distribution:

MEMORANDUUM FOR: D, B. Vassallo, Assistant Director for LWRs, DPM
FROM: D. F. Ross, Jr., Assistant Director for Reactor Safety, DSS

SUBJECT: SUPPLEMENTAL SECORD RGUND QUESTiONS - MIDLAND PLANT
\ UNITS 1 AND 2

Plant Name: Mdland Units 1 & 2
Docket Kmbers: N 50-329 & 50-330 sy o g T
Milestone Number: 12-21 R e @
Licensing Stage: \ oL .
Responsible Branch : LWR-4

and Project Manager: D. Hood

Systems Safety Branch Involved: Reactor Systems Branch, Analvsis Branch,
Core Performance Branch

Description of Review: . Round Two Questions
Requested Completion Date: . 1/1/78
Review Status: ‘lmlete

We have reviewed the applicant's responses to First Round Questions om

the Main Steam Line Break (MSLE) and have met with the applicant (September 20,
1978) to discuss the stuck rod assumptions'§n the Midland #SLE analysfs. Our '
position en the stuck rod assumptions and request for additionel {nformation
regarding the MSLB analysis are enclosed.

In addition, a position regarding ECCS recirculatfen testing in accordance
with Reyulatory Guide 1.7” was inadvertently omitted from RSB Round Two
Questions, dated Septeubar 28, 1978, and 1s ziso enclosed.

N
\\

Pl o MRS e '?- Ross, Jr., Assistant
Diviston of Systeus Safety

4
-

VIR S TUN
»o. N PNy )

Enciosure: ¥ : , 4
Supplewental Second Round Questions

cc: S. Hanauer D. Hoot S. Newberry K. Fniel
R. Mattson T. Novak Z. Rostoczy

i, D. Ross $. Msraet P, torian
S. Varga d. Mazetfs §. Salah ‘
Cortact: Scott Ngwberry. NRR /
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[Hocket Tile 5 '
LWR #4 File NOV 27 1978
$.. Varga . .

D. Hood

4 F. Williams
Docket Nos: M. Service
20-330

MEMORANDUM FOR: R. DeYoung, Director, Divisiom of Site

o Vit Snloty and Buvironmental Analysis. R N
\ L TR i
B R. Mattsom, Director, Pivision of Sito LK.
1 Safety . 20 et
\ B AR O 87 GV
FKOM: it 7 Var:a. Chiec€, Light Water Rosct *‘fﬁiﬂ;“;
Branch %“o. 4, DPM gt
SUBJECT: TECHNICAL ASSISTANC:E REQUEST
Your assistance is requested for the following:
Plant: : lidland Plant, Units 1 § 2 BR R U S,
Applicant: Vo Consumers Power Company *;3;&'
Contact: . st v o 0k Rapd S Bood LWR 04 (27831) ‘“1&%%?%#&&

Review Branches: Gootechnical Branch
Structural Emgineering Bramch

Description of loquost: Provide support sssociated

. with technical resolutioa of R
¥ settlement ¢f structures at the .
3 l!&land site as requested ima = .
' B s A - ched letter from tramsfer %" e
4, -'f‘})‘;‘;‘;‘w"‘ s R e O:f d respemsibility. Also

fer sapport t"""*"‘*a;tfﬂ“f

VR e

B e 'zth&s -nttur. ,.w ~;m;év#§%f;'
’ b’»« “‘ ™ K i Ww"‘ 1|,,'L e
largct cnlglcmicl Itto: Ait-ptablc rtsolntion jequnired =
? ‘fxzior te issuarce of oporating '
R — et & cense. , P
s DOCUME"T CONTMNS Original signed by: <\(Q
POGR QUALITY PAGES S. A. Varga
Steven A. Varga, Chief
?8120 10006 T - Tight Water Rgnctors Branch No. 4

Division of Project Mamagement
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DEC 5 1378 NRR Reading K
CSB Reading

Jocket Nos. 50329

50-330

MEMORANDUM FOR: D, Yassallo, Assistent Director for Light Water
Reactors, DPM

FROM ¢ N. Butler, Chief, Contairment Systems Branch, 0SS

SUBJECT: REQULST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION (2-2) FOR THE
MIDLAND PLANT, UNITS 1 & 2

Piany Name: Midland Plant, Units 1 & 2
Docket Numbers: 50-323/330

Licensing Stage: OL

NSSS Supplier: B&W

Architect Engineer: Bechtel

Containment Type:

Rasponsible Branci : LWR.4

Project Manager: D. Hood

Requestea Completion Date: December 1, 1978
Review Status: Continuing

The Containment Systems Branch has reviewsd the applicable portions of the
Midland FSAR as amended through Revision 15, Enclosed is a request for
certain addit{onal information (Q-2) which we will need to complete our review.

We have included questions concerning the reactor cavity rubcompartment
ana’ 13, purge system, main steam 1ire break, envirenw 1l qualification
and . , penetration pressurization system.

We do not belfeve that the applicant has conservetively calculated the
coatainment pressure transient following an inacvertent zctuation of the
containment spray systems, Our calcu’ations show that the differentia’
pressure exceeds the extermal design jressure of the contaimment. Therefore,
we plar to request assistunce from the Structurel .aninnﬂuc Branch in um

area - EAs
A , Origiral signed by 0

Waltur R. Butler {

n Waiter R. Butler, Chief
Containment Systems Branch

Division of Systems Safety g
Enclosure: - AINS \
cc: See page 2 POOR “" \UT‘ PAG i
1221048/ pactich s 4 ¥
Contact: 7 7% / ’7/‘ L,_..._.— - e AR T
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b NEC PORM RM 319 ) 19-76) NRCM 0240 ¢ N naa C{ANMENT PRINTING OF ICK: 1976 ~ 088004




ce:

s.
Rc
R.
K.
.
S.

J.
J.
R.

D. Vassallo

Hanauer
Mattson
Bo,

Pike
Tedesco
oog
Kudrick

Shapaker
Martin

DeL o 978

D. Pickatt =
- !
L)
. g ‘fﬁ_ Y
Y L
™ ¢ :
“ » & X
¢ 5 v @ e N 3
oy . 4% .
I e ; » ;“_ ST oAS L % "oy
i # { o 4 ¥ “.
4 ; 3 . 4 iy
N e
;
i’
;
¥ ® *
OrrcK e S %
L s L Rl [}
: ,
BURNAME I k
| -
4 s -y iy
DATE P Bioviin g o PO PR
—a DYRG PORM 318 (9:16) DROM 0MD i bcattiiicall, 0.8, oCVRII I poerring, 07 "r0m:
- = ot LY



SEP 7 WM

-

y )U

a<

NOTE TO: Steven A, Vargs, Chief, Light Water Reactors Branch
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Howard Daniels, Instrumentation and Control

Systems Branch, 0SS

R Doug Pickett, Containment Systems Branch, DSS
THRU: James Shapaker, Section 8 Leader, Contaimment

Systems Branch, 0SS

SUBJECT: IDENTIFICATION OF SAFETY RELATED SYSTIMS
COMPOKENTS FOR MIDLARD PLANT UNITS 1 & 2

In response to your two memorands dated Septemier £, 1978, 1 have

reviewed the Midlar . Design for fdentification of: (1) safety re-
lated systems identified im Section 7.1; (2) safety related mechanical
and electrical equipment in Table 3.11; and (3) instrumentation to
follow the course of an accident (Table 7.5-1). Based on this review,

I offer the following comments:

(1) Section 7.1 has fdentified all the safety related sysiems within

the scope of CSB.

(2) Table 3.11 has 1dentified all the safety related mechanical and

electrical equipment within the scope of LSB.
(3) Table 7.5-1 does not include the following:
&. Reactor building temperature monitprs;

b. Reactor building emergency sump water temperature monitors;

c. Fan cooler flow rate and usochud eooliag wuter flow

rate; and

d. Valve position indication for all power cnntld (motor er
A 1isting

solenoid operated) contaimment 1selation valves.
is provided 1n Table 6.2-28.

D. Pickett

Containment Systems Branch

D¥¥ision of Systems Safety

(S g. :utlcr 7811_02 :
. Shapaker 11 ol
J. Kudrick
File: Midland Temoy-
ormense | DSS:CSB, \ % — “ T
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Mocket “os. EN320/320

“EMOPANDUM FOR: S, Varga, Chief
Liyht Water Reactors Franch Ne, 4, IP™

FRm": Jo To CO‘”RS, "1"
Effluent Treatment Systems Rranch, PSP

SIRJECT: FTSD IMPUT TO THE SAFETY EVALUATION REPAPT E0P MINLAND
PLANT, UNIT M0S, 1 AMD 2

PLANT MAME: Mdland Plant, U'nit *'os. 1 and 2

LICCNSTINR STACE: 0

NOCKET MPEERS: 50-320/330

MILESTOME MISPER: 24.3

RESPOMSIPLE PRANCH: LWP4

PRNJECT MAMAGFR: D, Hood

PESCPIPTION OF RESPAMSE: Cafety Evaluatfon Raport Input
PECUFSTID COMPLETION DATE: March 9, 1079

REVICY STATUS: Partially Comnlete

Trelosed are the sections concernine radioactive waste mananement (11,1 and
11.72), nrocess and effluent radiolonical monitoring (11.2), FSF #{1ter
svsters (€,5), process and sarpling syster (9,2.2), and ‘1m-*r¢ tank €ailures
cutside ron’a1nr-ent (15.7.2), for use in the Safety Fvaluztion Peport for
the Mdland Plant, Un® “os, 1 and 2.

Fased on our evaluation, we conclude that the 1{aquid and gaseous radwaste

treatment systems, proposed for the "dland Plant, are capatble of raine

taining releases of radiocactive matarials 1n effluents to "as Yow as is

reasonahly achievable®™ levels 1n accordance with 1" CFR Part 50,243 and "L
conform to the requirements of Appendix ! to 10 CFR Part A0 and the Anm-x -UENO
to Appendix 1, dated September 4, 1975,

Our evaiuation 1s incomplete due to the anplicant's delav in respondinag to
questions and providing infarmation in the FSAP throunk Amendment ninber 10,
Ye have taken mnsitions on the ECCS pump room ventilation svetem (6.5.2,.2)
the capacity of the wet solid radwaste system (11,2.2,1), and the omission
of an oxygen analyzer hetuween the cornressors and the cas storane tanke
(’.19"0 )-tj‘o a"‘ ‘1 ' ‘ ese r/r‘(nr nace "‘r' "“"t
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In additfon, we can not complete cur evaluation of the process and effluent
continuous monftors without conplete 1nformation on the instruments. Alsc,

our evaluation is delayed due to the appiicant's response to questions from

the Radiological Assessment, Accident Analysis, and Hvdrology/Meteoro!ogy

Branches., Figures 11-1 and 11-? are presently being drswm and will be

forwarded when they are completed, '

ORICINAL Eﬁ'G",.'."‘,'J BY
JoaN T, COLLINS

John 7. Collins, Chief

EfM uent Treatment Svstems Branch

Mvision of Site Safety and
inviromental Analveisg

Enclosures:
As stated

cc: R, DeYoung
0. Muller
'Q ‘m" Y R
P. Bunch
L« Crocker
D. Vassallo
S« Acharya
D. Mood
K. Kouston
M. Service
R. Hartfield (w/o encl)
W, Burke
Jd. Boegli
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Docket File £0-329

® " 50330
NKR Reading File (P-428)
ETSB Reading File
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