Pocket

¥ittl
sneral Manager ~ Projects

agineering and Construction
Lupartwent
Public Service ¥lectric
and Gas Compauy
80 Park Place
vewerk, New Jersey (7101

Sear Mr. Mitrl:

.
=]

response toe vour letters daled August
Jupe 18, 1975, requesting
of Provisional Construclion Permift los.
fepulatory Commission has issued
dates for the Salem duclear Cene

latest cowmpletion dates of Gctuber 1,
respectively, as specified previously in the May 10,
of Provisional Construction Permit Hos.

/-s

the cowpletion dates

the latest completicn dates have been extended to December 31,
Generating Station,

167¢, for Salew Nuclear
& copy of the Order

The Order has heen forwarded to

JUL 2 1975

14, 1974,

CPPE=-R2 sud

an {rder extending
rating Station,

the Office

Sincerely,

Dngmaiﬂgr?ub; .

linits
1274 and May 1,

Drstributdon

Docket File
NRC PDR
Local PDR
LWR1-1 File
ELD

IE (3)
NDube
MJinks (w/4
RCDeYoung

bce: J.

Z> —

E"‘Lﬁ“‘"r.el’

75,

CFPR-53, the

LWR 1 Br. CFS.
ABraitman
SKari

WMiller
ADromerick
FMiraglia
JLee

(wo)

encls) ACRS (14)

R. Buchanan, ORM
B. Abernathy BTIE
Rosenthal,
H. Goodrich, ASLB

ASLAB

1874, and

an extension of the counstruclion cowpletion dates
Huclear

the comnstruction cowpletios

1 and 2.
1975,

romer\ug___ §'/

In lieu of the
for Units 1 and
1972 Crder extending

JPPE~52 and C¥FPE~53,
1476, and uay 1,
Units 1 and 2, respectively.

and the staff's evaluation are enclosed for your information.

of the Federal Register for publication.

., #. Vassallc, Chiei
Light iater leactors Fruject Eranch -1
Division of Reactor Licensing
Ericlosures:
As Htateg
cc: Frog Broadfoot, Lsa.
Assistant Oemersl Counsel
foblic fervice Dlectric & CTas Cowmpeny
2O rark VYlace
cewark, Few Jevsev 07101
Jasenh netts, Jr., bsc.
Conger f Xnobts
(See previous concurrences.)
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“ _i* | o - R&E;ri%ution:

Locaxr+DR
Docket File
LWR 1-1 File
0GC - JCohen
IE (3)

NDube -

RCDeYoung

ABraitman
Docket Mos, S(~272
snd  50-311

¥r, R, L. Hirtl

Ceneral Harager - Frojects

fngineering and Construction
Department

Public ferviee flectrie
and Gas Gempany

26 rark Place

wewark, Hew Jersey §7101

Dear Fr. Hittl: arw& 1§V,Pﬁ ;gi;?75

MJinks (w 4/encls)

SKari

WMiller

ADromerick
FMiraglia
JLee

ACRS (16)

LWR 1 Br, Chfs (w/o encls)

bee: J. R. Buchanan, ORM
T. B. Abernathy, DTIE
. A, Rosenthal, ASLAB=r -
N. H. Goodrich, ASLB

In res e to vour letters dated Ausust 14, 1974, ené September 25,

1974 fequesting an extension of the construetion cempletion dates of

i‘ Provisional Construction Permit Sas. CFFE-32 and CPPE-33, the Huclear
Kegulatory Commission has issued an Urder extending the cemstruction

3 completion dates for the Selem Huclear Cemersting Station, Units 1 and

2, In lieu of the lstest completion dates of Cetober 1, 1574 and

ey 1, 1975, for Units 1 and 2, respectively, as specified previously
in the ¥ay 10, 1972 Ovder emtending the completion dates of Provisional
Construction Permit Hos., CPPE~32 and CPFE~53, the latest conmpletion
dates bave been extended fe Lecexber 31, 1978, and Hay 1, 197%, for
falem tuclear Generating Station, Unite 1 evd Z, respectively.

A copy of the Order and the Regulatory stafi's evaluation are enclosed
for yoer information. The Order bes been forwarded to the Qifice of
the Federal Register for pubdblication.

Sincerely,

£, E. VYassallo, Chief

Light Water Reactors Project Branch l-1
pivieton of Reactor Licensing

Enclesures and ce's:
See page 2
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L¥R 1-1 0GC LWR 1-1
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July 1, 1975

EVALUATION OF REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF

PROVISIONAL CONSTRUCTION PERMIT NOS. CPPR-52 AND CPPR-53

FOR THE SALEM NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, UNITS 1 AND 2

DOCKET NOS. 50-272 AND 50-311

Introduction

Provisional Construction Permit Nos. CPPR-52 and CPPR-53 were issued to
Public Service Electric and Gas Company, Philadelphia Electric Company,
Delmarva Power and Light Company, and Atlantic City Electric Company
(the applicants) on September 25, 1968. It was stated in the permits
that the construction completion dates for the Salem units were May 1,
1972 and May 1, 1973 for Units 1 and 2, respectively. Subsequently,
the applicants requested an extension of the construction completiomn
dates and on May 10, 1972, an Order was issued by the Commission

which extended the dates to October 1, 1974 and May 1, 1975 for Units 1
and 2, respectively. Acting on its own behalf and that of the other
applicants, on August 14, 1974 Public Service Electric and Gas Company
(PSE&G) requested a second extension of the completion dates for the
construction of Salem Nuclear Generating Station, Units 1 and 2. PSE&G
requested that the construction completion dates be extended to February 1,
1976 and February 1, 1977 for Units 1 and 2, respectively.

On September 25, 1974, and on June 18, 1975, PSE&G submitted additional
information and provided further explanation of the factors contributing
to the comstruction delays. Further, PSE&G stated that the comstruction
program had been reevaluated recently, and requested that in lieu

of its earlier request, the latest completion dates be extended to
December 31, 1976, and May 1, 1979, for Units 1 and 2, respectively.

Discussion

In its letter of September 25, 1974, PSE&G stated that there were
several delaying factors contributing towards the request for an
extension of the completion dates, as follows:

1. Increase in scope and complexity of the project, partially due
to new licensing requirements and/or additional design criteria;
for example, the inclusion of ASME Section XI requirements
for inservice inspection of Class 2 and Class 3 components, the
additional investigation of postulated failures of high energy
piping outside containment, and the interpretation and appli-
cability of newly issued Regulatory Guides.



2. Modifications in some systems and equipment as a result of
operating experience at other plants. One example is the
redesign of steam generator feedwater piping as a result
of water hammer and another is the rewinding of the gener-—
ator stator of Unit No. 1.

3. Delayed delivery for equipment, including a 12-month delay
in delivery of air filtration equipment.

4. Labor-related problems, including four strikes, causing an
eight-month delay.

In the September 25, 1974 letter, PSE&G further states that a reevaluation
of the construction program reflecting recently concluded studies of
generating capacity requiremnts, together with the need to adjust construc-
tion to match available financing, has resulted in revised commercial
operating dates for the Salem units. This consideration was discussed

more ‘fully in the applicants' letter of June 18, 1975 which shows that

the system load that had been expected (based on a 1971 forecast) to

occur in 1975 is now expected (based om a 1974 forecast) to occur in 1979.
We have previously found that the applicants are financially qualified

to design and construct Salem Units 1 and 2. In addition, an evaluation

of the financial qualifications of each participant was recently published
in our Safety Evaluation Report dated October 11, 1974. Since October,

the general financing climate has improved significantly. We note further
that the senior debt of the applicants continues to be rated "A" or better
by the major bond rating agencies. Therefore, we consider that the revision
in commercial operating dates, based on reevaluated capacity requirements
and available financing, is a prudent managerial decision which requires

no change in our prior determination. Unit No. 1 is now scheduled for
commercial operation in September 1976 and Unit No. 2 in May 1979.

Conclusions

Based on our review of the information supplied by PSE&G, we concluded
that the above factors are beyond the applicants' control, are reasonable
and that the applicants have shown good cause for the delay in completion
of the construction. Based on our evaluation of the causes for the

delay and the revised commercial operation dates, we have determined

that a period of twenty-seven months for Unit No. 1 and forty-eight
months for Unit No. 2 is a reasonable period of time to extend the
completion dates.

As a result of our review of the applicants' Final Safety Analysis Report
to date and considering the nature of the delays, we have identified no
area of significant safety considerations in connection with the extension
of the construction permit completion dates. In addition, we find that



the only modification proposed by the applicants to the existing con-
struction permits is an extension of the construction completion dates
which does not allow any work to be performed that is not already allowed
by the existing construction permits. Therefore, we find that this action
does not involve a significant hazards consideration.

Accordingly, issuance of an Order relating to Provisional Comstruction
Permit Nos. CPPR-52 and CPPR-53 extending the latest completion dates
for Salem Nuclear Generating Station, Units 1 and 2 to December 31,
1976 for Unit No. 1 and May 1, 1979 for Unit No. 2 is reasonable and
should be authorized.

A. W. Dromerick, Project Manager
Light Water Reactors Project Branch 1-1
Division of Reactor Licensing

a. . Giomesec’

17:ﬁ1 D. B. Vassallo, Chief
Light Water Reactors Project Branch 1-1
Division of Reactor Licensing



July 1, 1975

EVALUATION OF KECUELST FOR SXTENSION OF
FROVISIONAL CORSTRUCTION PEEHIT BGS. CPPX-5Z AND CPPR-33

‘OFR

"yt
grv
L)

THE BALEM NUCLFAR CE ATIRG STATION, UnITE 1 ANG

DOCKET HOS. 350-377 ARD 50-311

In;fodgctiqn

Provisional Construction Permit Hos. LPPE-52 and CPPE~533 were issued to
Fublic Service Electric and Cas Company, ?hila@@ipkla ilectric Company,
Telmarva Power and Light Company, and Atlantic City Electric Company
(the applicants) on Seplember 25, 1968, It was stated io the permits
thet the counstructiom completion daetes for the Salem units were HMay 1,
1972 and Hay 1, 1973 for Units 1 and 2, respectively. Subsequently,
the zpplicants requested an extensivn of the constructivn completion
dates and on May 1n, 1972, an Crder was issued by the Commission

which extended the dates to October 1, 1974 and Hay 1, 1975 for Units I
and 2, respectively. Actimg on its own behalf and that of the other
applicants, on August 14, 1974 Public Service Electric and Gas Compeny
(PSE&EG) requested a second extension of the completion dates for the
congtruction of Salem Nuclesy Cenersting Station, Units 1 and 2. PREAG

requested rhat the construction completion dates be extended to February 1,

1976 and February 1, 1977 for Units 1 gud 2, respectively.
: : ¥

On September 25, 1974, end on June 18, 1975, FSELG submitted additional
information and provided {urther explanastion of the factors contributiog
to the comstruction delays. Further, PSE&EC stated Lhet the construction
program had been resvaluated recently, and recuested that in licu

of its earlier request, the latest completion dates be exlended to
Tecember 31, 197&, and May 1, 1979, for Units 1 and 2, respectively.

Liscussion

In its letter of September 2%, 1974, PEREC stated that there were
several delaying factorsz contribuling towards the request for an
extension of the complelion dates, as follows:

1. Increase in scope and complexity of the project, partially due
to new licemsing requirements and/or additional dasign criteriag
for exapple, the inclusion of ASKEE Section ¥I requirements
for inservice inspection of Class 2 aod Class 3 components, the
addirional investigation of postulated failures of bigh enersy
piping outside containment, and the inlerpretstiosn and appli-
cability of newly issuved Regulatory Guides,

[ I 1 1 1 |



2. Modifications in some systews and equipment as a result of
operating experience at oiher plants. Cne example is the
redesien of steam generator feedwater piping as a result
of water hammer and another is the rewinding of the pener—
ator stator of Unit No. 1.

Pelayed delivery for equipment, including a 1Z-month delay
in delivery of sir filtration eguipwent.

{4
.

4. Tlabor-related preblems, including four strikes, causing ao
eight-month delay.

In the September 25, 1874 letter,

13
I
of the coustruction program reflecting recently concluded studies of

tion to match available financing, has resulted in revised commercial
operating dates for the Salem units. This consideration was discussed
more fully in the applicants' letter of June 1§, 1975 which shows that
the system load that had been expected (based on a 1971 forecast) fo

We have previously found thal the applicants are finamcially qualified
to design and construct Salem Units 1 and 2. In additiom, an evaluation

SE&C further states thabt a reevaluation
o

generating capacily requiremnts, together with the need to adjust construc—
i

\

occur in 197% is now expected (based on a 1974 forecast) to occur in 197%

of the financial gqualifications of each participant was recently published

in our Safety Evaluation Report dated Cctober 11, 1974. Since October,

the peneral financing climate has iwmproved significantly. We note further
that the senior deht of the applicants continues to be vated "A" or better
by the major bond rating apencies. Therefore, we consider that the revision
in commercial operating dates, based on reevaluated capacity requirements

and available fiuancing, is a prudenl managerial decision which requires
no change in our prior determiuation. Unit Ho. 1 is now scheduled for
commercial eperation in September 1976 and Unit Ho. 2 in May 1975,

Conclusions

Fased on our review of the information supplied by PEE&C, we concluded

that the above faclors are beyond the applicants' control, are reasonszble
and that the applicants have showr good cruse for the delay inm completior

of the construction. RBased on our evaluation of the causes for the
delay snd the revised commercial operstion dates, we have deterrined
that a period of twenty-sevep wonths for Unit No. 1 and forty-eight
months for Imib iHo. 2 is » reasonable pericd of time to extend the
completion dates.

As g result of our review of the applicants’ Iinal Safety Analysis FHeport
h

to date and considering the nature of the delays, we have identified no

area of sigpificant safety considerations in corpection with: the extension

.
1ed
i

of the construction permit completicn dates. In addition, we find lhat
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A

thé only modification proposed by the applicants to the existing con-
struction permits is an extension of the comstruction completion dales
vhich does not allow any work to be performed that is not already allowed

by the existing construction permits.

Therefore, we find that this action

does not involve a significant hazards consideration.

Accordingly, issuance of an Order rciating to Provisional Construciion
Permit Nos. CPPR-52 and CPPE~53 extending the latest completion dates
for Saler Nuclear Cenerating Station, Units 1 and 2 to December 31,
1976 for Unit Wo. 1 and May 1, 1979 feor Unit No. 2 is reasonable and

should be

(8ee previous concurrences.
Legal Director and Assistant Director for QA and Operations, RL.

changes alsgo

authorized.

t b
NG . )

A. W. Dromerick, Project Manager
Light Water Reactors Froject Branch 1-1}
Division of Reactor Licensiug

L. B. Vassallo, Chief
Light Water Keactors Project Branch 1-1
Pivision of Teactor Licensing

Revised per suggestions of Office of Executive
Editorial
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EVALUATION OF REQUEST FOR EXTENSICN OF

PROVISICIAL CONSTRUCTION PERMIT NOS. CPPR-52 AND CPPR-53

FOR THE SALEYM NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, UNITS 1 AND 2

7

1
£

AND 50-311

DACETET MAQ sy
pOCLKET NO3. 50

Introduction

‘Provisional Construction Permit Nos. CPPR-52 and CPPR-53 were issued to
Public Service Electric and Gas Company, Philadelphia Electric Company,
Delmarva Power and Light Company, and Atlantic City Electric Company
(the applicants) on September 25, 1968. It was stated in the permits
that the comstruction completion dates for the Salem units were HMay 1,
1972 and May 1, 1973 for Units 1 and 2, respectively, Subsequently,
the applicants zequested an extension of the construction completion
dates and on May 30 1977 an Order was Issusd Ly the Comimission T

which extended the Jates to October i, 1574 aud May 1, 1975 for Units 1
and 2, respectively. Acting on its own behalf and that of the other
applicants, on August 14, 1974 Public Service Electric and Gas Company
(PSE&G) requested a second extension of the completion dates for the
construction of Salem Nuclear Generating Station, Units 1 and 2. PSE&C
requested that the construction completion dates be extended. ro February -1,
- 1976 and February 1, 1977 for Units 1 and 2, respectively.

“anl on Tune 12,1975, :
On September 25, 1974,APSE&G submitted additiomal information and
provided further explanation of the factors contributing to the
construction delays. Further, PSE&G stated that the construction
program had been reevaluated recently, and requested that in lieu
of its earlier request, the latest completion dates be extended to
December 31, 1976, and May 1, 1979, for Units 1 and 2, respéctively.

Discussion

In its letter of September 25, 1974, PSE&G stated that there were
several delaying factors contributing towards the request for an
extension of the completion dates, as follows:

1. Increase in scope and complexity of the project, partially due
to new licensing requirements and/or additional design criteria --
for example, the inclusion of ASME Secrion XI requiremants
for inservice iaspection of Class 2 apnd Class 3 componants;. the
additional investigation of postulated failures of high energy
piping outside containment; and the interpretation and appli-
cability of newly issued Regulatory Guides. - '




2. Modifications in some systems and equipment as a result of
operating experience at other plants. One example is the
redesign of steam generator feedwater piping as a result
of water hammer and another is the rewinding of the gener-
ator stator of Unit No. 1.

3. Delayed delivery for equipment, including a 1Z-month delay
in delivery of air filtration equipment.

4. Labor-related problems, including four strikes, causing an
eight-month delay.

In the September 25, 1974 letter, PSE&G further states that a reevaluation
of the construction program reflecting recently concluded studies of
generating capacity requiremnts, together with the need to adjust construc-—
tion to match available financing, h resulted in revised commercial
operating dates for the Salem units.éihe have previously found that the
applicants are financially qualified to design and construct Salem Units
1 and 2. 1In addition, an evaluation of the financial qualifications of
each participant was recently published in our Safety Evaluation Report
dated October 11, 1974. Since October, the general financing climate
has improved significantly. We note further that the senior debt of

the applicants continues to be rated "A" or better by the major bond
rating agencies. Therefore, we consider that the revision in commercial
operating dates, based on reevaluated capacity requirements and avail-
able financing, is a prudent managerial decision which requires no
change in our prior determination. Unit No. 1 is now scheduled for
commercial operation in December 1976 and Unit No. 2 in May 1979.

Conclusions

Based on our review of the information supplied by PSE&G, we concluded
that the above factors are beyond the applicants' control, are reasonable
and that the applicants have shown good cause for the delay in completion
of the construction. Based on our evaluation of the causes for the

delay and the revised commercial operation dates, we have determined

that a period of twenty-seven months for Unit No. 1 and forty-eight
months for Unit No. 2 is a reasonable period of time to extend the
completion dates.

As a result of our review of the applicants' Final Safety Analysis Report
to date and considering the nature of the delays, we have identified no
area of significant safety considerations in connection with the extension
of the construction permit completion dates. In addition, we find that
the only modification proposed by the applicants to the existing con-
struction permits is an extension of the construction completion dates
which does not allow any work to be performed that is not already allowed
by the existing construction permits. Therefore, we find that this action
does not involve a significant hazards consideration.



Accordingly, issuance of an Order relating to Provisional Construction
Permit Nos. CPPR-52 and CPPR-53 extendicg the latest completion dates
for Salem Fuclear Generating Station, Units 1 and 2 to December 31,
1876 for Unit No. 1 and Mavy 1, 1979 for Unit No. 2 is reasonable and
s

1
fould be aathorized.

A. W. Dromerick, Project Manager
Light Water Reactors Project Branch 1-1
Division of Reactor Licensing

D. B. Vassallo, Chief
Light Water Reactors-Project Branch 1-1
e - ~ Divisiun of Reaciur Licensing

. (Revised per suggestions of Office of Executive LegalvDirecto; and
Assistant Director for QA and Operatioms. Editorial changes also made)

i
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EVALUATION OF REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF

PROVISIGNAL CONSTRUCTION PERMIT NOS. CPPR.52 AND CPPR-53
FOR THE SADEM NUCLEAR GENERATING STAT{ON, UNITS 1 AND 2
CKET NOS. 50-272 AND 50/311§

Introduction

s P i b

—

as Comfnany (the applicant)

On August 14, 1974, Public Servic )
for the construction .of the

requested an extension of the compl

Salem Nuclear Generating Station, Unit . Previously, an Order was ' w
issued on May 10, 1972, which extended’tad cohistruction completion dates ey
from May 1, 1972 to October 1, 1974 4 ] isNo. 1 and from May 1, 1973 to

May 1, 1975, for Unit No. 2. The guested in its letter of

August 14, 1974, that the constr i an dates be:extended to
February 1, 1976 and February.

On September 25, 1974, the applicant subrhitted additional information and
provided further explanation of the factork contributi g to the construction
delays. The applicant further stated thaf the constructien program had
been reevaluated recently, and requested-that in lieu of ifs_earlier request,
the latest completion dates be extended to December 31, 197§, and May 1,
1979, for Units 1 and 2, respectively,

Discussion’

In its letter of September 25, 1974, tHe applicant stated that there were
several delaying factors contributing/towards the request for an extension
of the completion dafces, as follows:

1. Increase in scope and complexity of the project, partially due
to new licensing requirements and/or additional design criteria;
for example, the inclusion of ASME Section XI requirements
for inservice inspection of Class 2 and Class 3 components, the
additional investigation of postullated failures of high energy

- piping outside containment, and the interpretation and appli-
cability of newly issued Regulatory Guides.



R

-2 -

2. Modifications in some systems and equipment as a result of - 2,//
operating experience at other plants, One example is the /«f
redesign of steam generator feedwater piping as a result of,
water hammer and another is the rewinding of the generator

stator of Unit No. 1.

3. Delayed delivery for equipment, including a 12-mongh delay
in delivery of air filtration equipment.

4. Labor-related problems, including four strik

{, causing an
eight-month delay. :

The applicant further states in the Septembe 6/5,1974 letter that a
reevaluation of its construction program reflecting recently concluded
studies of generating capacity requirements, together with the need
to adjust its construction to match availgble financing, has resulted
in revised commercial operating date Unit No. 1 is now scheduled
for commercial operation in Decembgr \276 and Unit No. 2, in

May 1979, fmscrif A

Conclusions ‘ / :

Based on our review of the :gyéicant's statements, we conclude that
the above factors are beyond’the applicant's control, are reasonable
and that the applicant has gﬁown good cause for the delay in completion
of the construction. Based on our evaluation of the causes for the
delay and the revised co mercial operation dates, we have determined
that a period of & fnonths for Unit No. 1 and forty-eight months
for Unit No. 2 is?a redsonable period of time to extend the completion

As a result of our;freview of'the applicant's Final Safety Analysis Report

to date and cons/f’aering the nature of the delays, we have identified no
area of significant safety considerations in connection with the extension
of the construyction permit completion dates. In addition, we find that
the only mogi{fication proposed by the applicant to the existing construc-
tion permité is an extension of the construction completion dates which
does not 2llow any work to be performed that is not already allowed by
the exisfing construction permits. Therefore, we find that this action
does%involve a significant hazards consideration.

-



Accordingly, issuance of an Order relating to Provisional Construction
Permit Nos. CPPR-52 and CPPR-53 extending the latest completion .
dates for Salem Nuclear Generating Station, Units 1 and 2 to December 31,

1976 for Unit No. 1 and May 1, 1979 for Unit No. 2 is reasonable and should
be authorized. _

A, W, Dromerick, Project Manger

Light Water Reactors Project Branch 1-1

Directoratepi-L ‘
Divisior b Reac-dor  Leceasiag

D, B. Vassallo, Chief
Light Water Reactors Project Branch 1-1
~Directorate-of-Licensing )
}«,Hlxsfwﬂ 5“’. fdf‘fac 4 o ziafii AR
N

SKO‘) \'.fwo‘ 4
o
ormces | AWR 1-1 /9»% /'[) 06C LWR 1-1
suRNAME > 5% ABFomerick i ' DBVassallo
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A
We have previously found that the applicants are financially qualified

to design and construct Salem Units 1 & 2. Im addition, an evaluation of

the financial qualifications of each participant was recently published .té

: Sovee L,‘.‘p&-‘l.’,‘ b, P %3 .1“3\‘
in our Safety Evaluation Report dated October 11, 1974.‘\We note further
/

that the senior debt of the applicants continues to be rated 'A' or better

by the mzjor bond rating agencies. Therefore, we consider that the revision

in commercial operating dates, based on reevaluated capacity requirements

and available financing, is a prudent managerial decision which requires no

”

change in our prior determination.

]



July 1, 1975

EVALUATION CF REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF

PROVISIOMAL COESTRUCTION PESLIT NOS. CPPK-52 AND CPPR-53

bzt

Ok THE SALEK NUCLFAR GENERATIFG STATION, UNITS 1 AND 2

DOCKET WOS. 50-272 AND 50-311

Inﬁrqduct%pn

Frovisional Construction Permit Nos. CPPR-5Z and CPFR-53 were issued to
Fublic Service Electric and Gas Company, Philadelphia Electric Company,
Delmarva Power and Light Company, and Atlantic City Electric Company
(the applicants) on September 25, 19685. It was stated in the permits
that the construction completion dates for the Salem units were May 1,
1972 and #ay 1, 1973 for Units 1 and 2, respectively. Subsequently,
the applicants requested an extension of the conmstruction completion
dates and on May 10, 1972, an {rder was issued by the Commission

which extended the dates to Cctober 1, 1974 and Mey 1, 1975 for Units 1
and 2, respectively. Acting on its own bebhalf and that of the other
applicants, on August 14, 1974 Public Bervice Electric and Gas Company
(PSE&S) requested a second extension of the completion dates for the
construction of Salem Nuclear Generating Station, Units 1 and 2. PSELG
requested that the construction completion dates be extended to Februery 1,
1976 and ¥ebyruary 1, 1977 for Units 1 and 2, respectively,

Cn September 25, 1974, and on June 18&, 1975, PSE&C submitted additional
information and provided further ezplamation of the factors contributiag
to the comstruction delays. Further, PSE&G stated that the construction
program had beoen reevaluated recently, and requesied that in lieu

of its earlier request, the latest completion dates be extended to
December 31, 1976, and May 1, 1979, for Units 1 and 2, respectively.

Discussion

In its letter of September 25, 1974, PSE&G stated that there were
several delaying factors contributing towards the request for an
extension of the completion dates, as follows:

1. Increase in scope and complexity of the project, partially due
to new licensing requirements and/or additional design criteria;
for example, the inclusion of ASME Section XI requirements
for imservice inspectiom of Class 2 and (lass 3 compopents, the
additional investigation of postulated failures of high energy
piping outside containment, and the interpretstion and appli-
cability of newly issued Regulatory Guides.

! 1 1 1 1 1



Modifications in some systems and ecuipment as z result of
operating experience at olher plants. Cne exswple is the
redeston of steam generator fecdwater piping &s a result
of waler hammer and anclher is the rewinding of the gener-

Delayed deiivery for equipment, including a sonth delay

in delivery of sir filtration equipmesnt.

2.
ator stator of Unit Ho. 1.
2
-~
4.

In
of

Labor-related problems, including four strikes, causing an
eight-month delav.

the September 25, 1974 lelter, PSUEC further stales that a
the construction program veflectiog recently copncluded stud

reevaluat {on
1es of

sererating capacity requiresmmts, together with the pecd to adjust construc—

tio
ape

n to match available finsncing, has resulbed in revised commercial

ratine dates for the Balem units. dhis considersiion was d

iscussed

wore fully im the applicants® letter of June 18, 1975 which shows that

the
oce
Ke
to
of
in
the
tha

by

system load that had been expecied (based on 2 1971 foreca

st) to

ur in 1§73 is now expected {based orn a 1974 {orecast) to occur ip 14979,
nave previously found tast the applicants are fivaocially qualificd
design snd comstruct Salem Units 1 and 2. In addition, an evaluation

the financial gquslifications ol cuach participant was recent

iy published

our Safety kvalustion Report dated Cetober 11, 1974. Since Uetober,
general financing climate has ilmproved significantly. ke note furtber

t the senior debt of the applicants continues fo be rated

%

the major boend rating apencies. Therefore, we cousider that

CAT or better

the vevision

in commercial operating dates, hased ov reevslueted capacity regquirements
available financing, is a prudent managerial decision which recuires
ne change io our prior determination. init Eo. 1 iz now scheduled for

and

com

Con

fga
tha

wercial operation in Septewber 137¢ and Unit bHo. 7 in kay 1

clusions

574G,

ed an our review of the information supplied by FEELC. we concluded

f the above factors are hevond the applicants’ coptrol, are
tisat the applicants have showr cood cauvse for the delay in
158 = v

the construction. Fased on our evaluation of the causes for t

v and the revieed comserciel operation dales, we have dete
roriod of twenty-seven months {or fnit Ho. 1 and forty-

and

of

dela

that ¢ i
f

Upif WGo. 7 is 2 rveasonable pericd ol time to extend

clicants’ finzl Sefety Ansl

a result of our review of the g

reasonable
completion

reoined
isht

e

&

vels faport

tified no

avea of siegpificant
of the construction

sermil conpletion dates,

to date and considerins the naturs of the delavs, we have iden
a T

safoty copnsiderations in conpeclio
¢

¥
Io addit ton,

wve find that

Wil Lhe erisusion
{
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thé only modification proposed by the spplicants to the ewisting con~
struction permits is av extemsion of the construction complelion dates
which does not allow any work to be perforwed that is not already allowed

by the existing construction permits,

does nol involve 8 sigunificant hazards consideration.

Toerclfore, we find that this action

Accordingly, iesuence of an Grder relating to Provisioual Construction
Permit Fos. CPPR-532 apnd CFPE~53 extending the latest completion dates
for Segler Nuclear Generating Stastion, Units 1 and 2 to December 31,
1276 for Unit Fo. 1 and ¥ay 1, 1979 for Umit Bo. 2 ig reasonable and

should be authorized.

(See previous concurrences.

changes also made.)

A. ¥, Dromerick, Prolect Hamager
Light Water Reactors Froject Branch
Pivision of Reactor Licensing

B. B. Vassalle, Chief
Light Water Reactors Project Branch
Division of &eactor Licensing

1i~1

Revised per suggestions of Office of Executive

Legal Director and Assistant Director for QA and Operations, RL. Editorial
orricex | RLIINR 1-1 1 ] RL:AD:QAG0 | ELD | .RL:IWR 1-1
comawes | JL€€:CIs  ADromerick = |DJSkovholt | - ) DBVassallo
6/ /75 6/ /75 6/ /75 6/ [75

DATED | i e
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PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC AND GAS COMPANY, ET AL

SALEM NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, UNITS 1 AND 2

DOCKET NOS. 50-272 AND 50-311

~ .

Order Extending Construction Completion Dates

Public Service Electric and Gas Coﬁpahy,.Philadélphia Electrié Company,
Delmarva Power and Light Company:and.Atlanfic City Electric Company are the
holders of Provisional Comstruction Pe?mit Nos. CPPR-52 and CPPR-53 issued
by the Commission on September 25, 1968, for constructioh‘of the Salem
Nuclear Generating Station, Units 1 and 2 ﬁresently under construction.
in Salem County, New Jersey, on the southern part of Artificial Island
on the east bank of the Delaware River in Lower Alloways Creek Townsﬁip.

On August 14, 1974, Publié Service Electric and Ga; Company filed a
request for an extension of the completion dates because construction
has been delayed due to, among other things, (1) an increase in project
scope and complexity, (2) redesign of equipment, (3) delayed delivery of
equipment,.and (4) labor-related problems. On September 25, 1974 and June
‘18, 1975, Public Service Electric and Gas Company filed additionmal information
in support of its request. The appplicant further states in the September 25,
1974 letter that a reevaluation of its conmstruction program reflecting recently
concluded studies of generating capacity iequirements, together with the
need to adjust its construction to match available finmancing, has resulted
in revised commercial operating dates. The June 18, 1975 letter contained
additional discussion concerning the revised load forecast. Unit No. 1 is

now scheduled for commercial operation in September 1976 and Unit No. 2, in

May 1979



This actioﬁ involvgs no significant hazards consideration; good cause has been
shown for the delay; and the requested extension is for a reasonable éeriod,.the
bases for which are set forth in a staff evaluation, dated July 1, 1975.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT THE 1ates£ cbmpletion date for CPPR-52 is
extended from October 1, 1974 to December_31, 1976 and the latest completion

date for CPPR-53 is extended from May 1, 1975 to May 1, 1979.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMSSION

0

R. C. DeYoung,
for Light Water Reactors Group 1
Division of Reactor Licensing

Date of Issuanée: July 1, 1975



PUGLIC SERVICE LLECTRIC AND GAS COMPANY, ET AL

[ 05

SALFH NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, DNITS 1 AND

' DOCKET NOS. 50-272 AFD 50-311

Order Extending Construction Completion Tates

Public Service Flectric and Cae Company, Philadelphia Electric Company,
Delmarva Power and Light Company and Atlantic City Electric Company are Lhe
holders of Provisional Construction Perwmit HNos. CPPE~32 and CPPE-53 issued
by the Commission on September 25, 1968, for construction of the Salem
Nuclear Geperating Station, Units 1 and 2 presenlly under construction
ian Salem County, New Jersey, on the southern part of Artificizl Island
on the east bank of the Delaware EHiver in Lower Alloways Creek Township.

On August 14, 1974, Publiec Service Llectric and Gas Company filed a
request for an extension of the completion dates because construction
has been delayed due to, awong other things, (1) an increase in proiect
scope and complexity, (2) redesign of equipment, (3) delayed delivery of
gouipment, and (4) labor-related problems. On September 25, 1974 and June
18, 1975, Public Service Llectric and Cas Compary filed additional information
in support of its reguest. The appplicant further states in the September 25,
1974 letter that a reevaluétion of 1ls covstruction program reflecting recently
concluded studies of penerating capacity requirements, togelher wilh the

need to adjust its consbruction to match available firancine, has resuolted

in revised commercial oreratiug dotes. The June 1&, 1875 letter contairned
additicnel diecussion concerping the revised load forecast. Unit io. 1 is

now scheduled for commercial operation in Seplember 1976 and Lnit o. 2, in

ray 1979 .
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_2.-.

This action involves nc significant hazards consideration; gouod cause has been
shown for the delay; and the requested extension is for a reasonable period, the
bases for which are set forth in e staff evaluation, dated

K

IT IS HEREEY ORDERED THAT TBE latest completion date for CPPR-57 is
extended from Cctober 1, 1974 to December 31, 1976 and the latest completion
date for CPFE-33 is extended from May 1, 1975 to May 1, 1979.

FOR THE NUCLEAK RECULATORY COMHBSICE
Original signed by R. C. DeYoung
E. C. DeYoung, Assistant Director
for Light Water Beactors CGroup 1
Division of Reactor Licensing
Date of Issuance:
|
—
(See previous concurrences.)
: - ’ RL:L%B_ -
orrices (RLILWR 1-1 1R VR RUMB AN
JLEe:pav pBVassallo | ¢
SuRNaMEP | 7 oo eeees |t ofecreee e e
7 75 V718 175
DATE >~ 7/ ........... / 75 .................. { / g / .......................... l ......................................................................................................
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' PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC AND GAS COMPANY, ET AL

SALEM NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, UNITS1 AND 2

DOCKET NOS., 50-272 AND 50-311

Order Extending Coﬁstruction Completion Dates

Public Service Electfic and Gas Company, Philadelphia Electric-
Company, Delmarva Power and Light Company and Atlantic City Electric
Company are the holdérs of Provisional Construction Permit Nos. CPPR-52
and CPPR-53 issued by the Commission on Sepﬁember 25, 1968, for construction
of the Salem Nuclear Generating Statiori:,—Units 1 and 2 presently under
construction in Salem County, New Jersey, on the southern part of Artificial
Island on the east bank of the Delaware River in Lower Alloways Creek
Township.

On August 14, 1974, Public Service Electric and Gas Company filed a
request for an extension of the completion dates because construction has
been delayed due to, among other things, (1) an increase in project scope
and complexity, (2) redesign of equipment, (3) delayed dilfi‘\iexgugt; ec!1151;),r§ggt,
and (4) labor-related problems. On September 25, 1974,’\ Public Service
Electric and Gas Company filed additional information in suppoft of its
request; The applicant further states in the September 25, 1974 letter that
'a reevaluation of its construction program reflecting recently concluded
studies of generating capacity requirements, togethef with the need to adjust

its construction to match available financing, has resulted in revised
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commercial operating dates.A Unit No. 1 is now scheduled for commercial
operation in December 1976 and Unit No. 2, in May 1979..

This action involves no significant hazards consideratioﬁ; good cause
has been shown for the delay; and the requested extension is for a
reasonable period, the bases for which are set forth in a staff evaluation,
dated |

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT THE latest completion date for CPPR-52
is extended from October 1, 1974 to December 31,1976 and the latest
completion date for CPPR-53 is extended from May 1, 1975 to May 1, 1979.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULAfORY COMMISSION

‘ R. C. DeYoung, Assistant Director
for Light Water Reactors Group 1
Division of Reactor Licensing

Date of Issuance:
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