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Dear 2Kr. Mittl: 

In response to your let.ters dated August 14. 1974., septexmber 25, 1974, and 

June IV, 1975, reauesting an extension of the consLruction completion dates 

of Provisional Construction Per.mit k-.os. CP'-532 and CPPR-53, the Niuclear 

i'ek.ulitory Commission has issued an Order extending the construction comptet:io, 

dates for the Salem i,•uclear Cenerating Station. Units 1 and 2. In lieu of the 

latest completion dates of October 1, 1974 and hay 1, 1975, for Units I and 

2, respectively, as specified previously in the Pay 10, 1972 Order extendin.  

the completion dates of Provisional Construction Permit Nos. CPM--52 and CrPb-53.  
the latest completion dates have beep extended to December 31, 1976, and i:.iay 1.  

1971, for Salem Nuclear Generating' Statior, Units I and 2, respectively.  

A copy of tbe Order and the staff s evaluation are enclosed for your intormation.  

The Order has been forwarded to the Of[ice of the Federal Register for publication.  

Sincerely.  
Oringi~nal ýsl IN•A ýb'l 

D. L. Vassallo, Chief 
Lidht i.ater Reactors Project hi..ranch 1-I 
Division ot iweactor Licensing 
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Public Service Electric 
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Newark, tbew Jersey 07101
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N. H. Goodrich, ASLB

Dear tlr. flitti; 

In resWse to your letters dated August 14, 1974,-a-Septen-ber 25, 

1974 fecuesting an extension of the construction completion dates of 
Provisional Construction Permit Nos. CFPP-552 and CPft-53, the Ntuclear 
Regulatory Commission has issued an Order extending the construction 
completion dates for the Salem N'uclear Generating Station, Units I and 
2. In lieu of the latest completion dates of October 1, 1974 and 
May 1, 1975, for Units I and 2, respectively, as specified previously 
in the May 10, 1972 Order eztending the completion dates of Provisional 
Construction Permit !oos, dPR-52 and CUPP-53, the latest coepletion 
dates have been extended to Decerber 31. 1976, and P-ýay 1, 19T7, for 
Salem tNuclear Cenerating Station, Units I aend 2, respectively.  

A copy of the Order and the Regulatory staff's evaluatior are enclosed 
for your information. The Order has been forwarded to the Office of 
the Federal Register for publication.  

Sincerely, 

V. t. Vassallo, Chief 

Light Water Reactors Project B•ranch 1-1 
Division ot Reactor Licensing

Enclosures and cc's: 
See page 2
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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 completion 
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 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, 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.
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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 on a 1974 forecast) to occur in 1979.  
We have previously found that the applicants are financially qualified 
to design and construct Salem Units I 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. I 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. I 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
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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 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 

16L, D. B. Vassallo, Chief 
Light Water Reactors Project Branch 1-1 
Division of Reactor Licensing



July 1, 1975

EVALUATION OF ' OLCUS i'OE rŽ:;i •SIOF: u 

PRGVISIONAL CONISTNýUCTION ̀ EP.t fO. CFPr-52 A'NTD ECPR-i3 

RUL THE SALEt, ,NUCiTFAF: CEM>-AT, STATIOY;P UNITS, I Ati-- 2 

DOCKET NOS. 50-272 ,, 50-311 

hnt roduct ion 

Provisional Construction Permit .os.. ,P.t-5, and C4P.-33 were issued to 
Public Iervice Electric and Las Compary, Philadelphia Llectric Company, 
D'elmarva Power and Lipht Corcpany, and Atlantic City Electric Company 
(the applicants) on September 25, 196,. it. was stated in the permits 
that the construct ion completion dates for the Saleo units were may 1.  
1972 and May 1, 19731 ftar Units I and 2, respectively. Subsequently, 
the applicants requested an extension of the construction completion 
dates and on may if, 1972, an Order was issued by the Coe.ission 
which extended the dates to October 1, 1974 snd •ay I, 197-5 for Units I 
and 2, respectively. Acting on its own behalf and that of the other 
applicants, on August 14, 1 74 Public Service Electric and Gas Co`07pny 
(PSE&G) requested a second extension of the completion dates for the 
construction of Salem Nucicar Genersting Station, Units I end 2. Ps5MC 
requested that the construction complet ion dates be extended to February I.  
1976 and February 1, 1977 for Units 1. ai• 2, respectively.  

On September 25, 1974, and on June 1$, 1975, FSEP G subri-tted additional 
information and provided fuirther explanation of the factors contributing 
to the construction delays. Further, P.l&G stated that thle construction 
program had been reevaluated recently, and re(uested that in lieu 
of its earlier request, the latest completion dates be extended to 
December 31, 197 6 , and >'Iay 1, 1979, for Units I and 2, respectively.  

Liscussion 

In its letter of September 25, 1974., PS&G stated that there were 
several delaying factors contributinp towards the request tor an 
extension of the cempletion dates, as follows: 

1. Increase in scope and complexity of the project, partially due 
to new licensinc' requiremerts and/or additional desigýn criteria; 
for example, the inclusion of ASML Section YI requirements 
for inservice inspection of Class 2 and Class 3 components, the 
additional investigation of postulated failures of hiph energy 
piping outside containment, and the interpretaiom 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 rewindin; of the gener
ator stator of Unit No. 1.  

3. relayed 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, !974 letter, PSE&C 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 

operatinF dates for the Kalem units. This consideration was discussed 

more fully in the applicants' letter of June 16, 1975 which shows that 

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

occur in 1975 is now expected (based on 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 II, 1974. Since October, 

the general financing climate has improved significantly. h•e 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 

com•ercial operation in September 197T and Unit No. 2 in hay 1979.  

Conclusions 

Based on our review of the information supplied by PSE&C. we concluded 

that the above factors are beyond the applicants' control, are reasonable 

and that the applicants have shown good c'use for the delay in completion 

of the construction. Based on our evaluation of the causes for uhe 

delay and the revised commercial operaz on dates, e Qhave dtterr'inef! 

that a period of twenty-seven months for Unit to. 1 and forty-eight 

months for Univ No. 2 is a reasonable period of time to extend the 

com-pletion dates.  

As a result of our review of the applicants' iEinai Safety Analysis R.eport 

to date and considerin- the nature of the delays, ue have identified no 

area of sign ificant safety considerat torcs in. connection with the extension 

of the constructiorn permit comrpletion dates. In addition, we find that 

OFFICE-• 

O F F IM E -> . ... .9 . ................................... .... I ............................ ............ .......................................... ......I ....................... ..... . ..... ................................ .................. - ............. .  

D A T a -)P " . .. .................... .. . . . .. . . . ................................... .. .. . ..... ........................................ ................................................... .............................................. . ........... .................... . .  

Form~t AE]C-318 (R~ev. 9-53) ,AEICX 0240 Ir U. S. GOVUiRNmEN-r PRINTING OFF'ICE. 197•4-526-106



t0h 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 extending the latest completion dates 
for Salem Nuclear Cenerating Statiotn, Units I and 2 to Decem~ber 31, 
1976 for Unit No. I and kay iz 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 

D. B. Vassallo, Chief 
Light Water Reactors Project Branch t-I 
Division of Reactor Licensing 

(See previous concurrences. Revised per suggestions of Office of Executive 
Legal Director and Assistant Director for QA and Operations, RL. Edftorial
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EVALUATION OF REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF 

PQ.OVISI0TAL CONSTRUCTION PERMIT NOS. CPPR-52 AND CPPR-53 

FOR THE SALEM NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, UNITS 1 AND 2 

DOuCKsr •o3.''S- 50-272 AND 50-311 

IUroduct ion 

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 per•mits 
that the construction completion dates for the Salem units were May I, 
1972 and May 1, 1973 for Units 1 and 2, respectively. Subsequently, 
the applicants _equested an extension of the construction completion 
dates and on 14qV In 1372, n Order ... : ... ., which extended the dates to October 1, 1974 dId M~y 1, 1975 for Units I 
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, 1 9 7 4 ,APSE&G submitted additional 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, 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 newl icensin, requirements and/or additional design criteria-
for example, the inclusion of ASMIE Section XI requirements 
for inservice inspection of Class 2 aznd 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, hg resulted in revised commercial 
-Ž operating dates for the Salem units.(•YWe 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 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. I 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 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 author.ized.  

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-I 
Division of Reactur Licensing 

I 

(Revised per suggestions of Office of Executive Legal Director and 

Assistant Director for QA and Operations. Editorial changes also made) 
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EVALUATION OF REQUEST FOR EXTENION" OF 
PROVISIW•AL CONSTRUCTION PERMIT NOS. CPPj/ 2 AND CPPR-53 

FO TEA MNULAGEEAIGTA/T, UNT I N, 

Introduction 

On August 14, 1974, Public Servic Ele tric a as Com~any (the applicant) 
requested an extension of the compl io da s or the construction of the 
Salem Nuclear Generating Station, Urn and . Previously, an Order was 
issued on May 10, 1972, which extende c struction completion dates -,ýd 
from May 1, 1972 to October 1, 1974 r U To. 1 and from May 1, 1973 to 
May 1, 1975, for Unit No. 2. The pplicant quested in its letter of 
August 14, 1974, that the constr tion comp et n dates be-extended to 
February 1, 1976 and February , 1977 for nits and 2, respectively.  

On September 25, 1974, the applicant sub itted ad -1ional information and 
provided further explanation of the factor contributin to the construction 
delays. The applicant further stated tha the constructi n program had 
been reevaluated recently, and requeste that in lieu of it earlier request, 
the latest completion dates be extended o December 31, 19 and May 1, 
1979, for Units 1 and 2, respectively.  

Discussion' 

In its letter of September 25, 1974, t e applicant 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 complexit of the project, partially due 
to new licensing requirements a d/or additional design criteria; 
for example, the inclusion of A\ ME Section XI requirements 
for inservice inspection of Clas 2 and Class 3 components, the 
additional investigation of post ated failures of high energy 
piping outside containment, an the interpretation and appli
cability of newly issued Regulat ry Guides.
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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 o)?f/ 

water hammer and another is the rewinding of the genera r 
stator of Unit No. 1.  

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

4. Labor-related problems, including four strike1 causing an 
eight-month delay. / /K 

The applicant further states in the September'5, 1974 letter that a 
reevaluation of its construction program r •ecting recently concluded 
studies of generating capacity requireme s, together with the need 
to adjust its construction to match avail le financing, has resulted 
in revised commercial operating date Unit No. 1 is now scheduled 
for commercial operation in Decemb r 1)76 and Unit No. 2, in 
May 1979. srx-1Cf A 

Conclusions / 

Based on our review of the a licant's statements, we conclude that 
the above factors are beyon /the applicant's control, are reasonable 
and that the applicant has ,s Yown 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 ~i 4 xonths for Unit No. 1 and forty-eight months 
for Unit No. 2 is a re, sonable period of time to extend the completion 

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

to date and consitering 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 applicant to the existing construc

tion permi s is an extension of the construction completion dates which 

does not low any work to be performed that is not already allowed by 

the exis ng construction permits. Therefore, we find that this action 
does n t involve a significant hazards consideration.
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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 
Dipeetora reesing.  

D. B. Vassallo, Chief 
Light Water Reactors Project Branch 1-1 

-Dir-p-c4-or-ate .-of --L--i-en-siffg
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We have previously found that the applicants are financially qualified 

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

the financial qualifications of each participant was recently published ., 

in our Safety Evaluation Report dated October 11, 1974. We note further 

that tb, 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.



July 1, 1975

EVALUATION OF REQUESI FOR FXTLFNSION5 OF 

PROVISIONAL CONSTRUCTION FERiL•IT NOS. CPPR-52 AND CPP1.-53 

1iOR. TY SAýL' NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, ONITS I AND 2 

DOGNETA NOS. 50-272 AilD 50-311 

Int roduct ion 

Provisional Construction Permit s7os. 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 Elect.ric Company 
(the applicants) on September 25, 196f. Itt was stated in the permits 
that the construction, completion dates for the Salem units were I4ay 1, 
1972 and Mlay 1, 1973 for Units I and 2, respectively. Subsequently, 
the applicants requested an extension of the construction completion 
dates and on May 10, 1972, an Order was issued by the Commission 
which extended the dates to October 1, 1974 and -ay 1. 1975 for Unit.s 1 
and 2. respectively. Acting on its owni behalf and that of the other 
applicants, on August 14, 1974 Public Service Electric and Gas Company 
(PSE&O) requested a second extension of the completion dates for the 
construction of Salem Nuclear Generating Station, Units I and 2. PSE&G 
requested that the construction completion dates be extended to February 1, 
1976 and February 1. 1977 for Units I and 2, respectively.  

On September 25, 1974, and on June 18, 1975, PSE&C submitted additional 
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 1iay 1, 1979, for Units I and 2, respectively.  

Discuss ion 

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: 

i. 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.  
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2. Nodifications in some systemis and euuipment as a result of 

operating experience at other plants. CHe example is the 

redesign of steam generator feedwater piping as a result 

of waler hammer and another is the rewinding of the gener

ator stator of Unit No. 1.  

3. relayed delivery for equiprent, includin; a 12-z;onth delay 
in delivery of air filtration equipment.  

4. Labor-related problems, including four strikes, causin; an 

eighth-month delay.  

In the September 25, 1974 letter, PSY&C further states that a reevalootiorn 

of the construction prorram reflectiny recently concluded studies of 

gen.erating capacity requiremnis, together with the need to adjust construc

tion to match available financing, has resulted in revised comuercial 
operatin; dates for thoe Snlem units. This consideration was discussed 

more fully in the applicants' letter ot June l2, 1975 which shows that 
the system load that had been expected (based on R 1971 forecast) to 

occur in 1975 is now expected (based on a 1974 forecast) to occur in 1970.  

We have previously found that the applicants are financially qualifien 

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

of the financial qualifications of each participant vias recently published 

in our Safety tvaluation Report dated (oetober 11, 1974. Since October.  
the general financing clirate has imrproved significantly. Ve nlote further 
that the senior debt of the applicants continues to be rated A or bettor 

by the najor bond rating agencies. Tberefore, we consider that the revision 

in commercial operating dates, based on reevaluated capacity requirements 

and available Ainancir?, is a prudent manayerial decisior which requires 

no change in our prior deter-ination. Unit No. 1 is now schuduled for 

com-ercial operation in Septewber 197? nd -Unit Go. 2 in Pay 197q.  

corclusions 

Based on our review ot the in Wormat ion suppli-d by FSE&C. we conelu3de,• 

tha.t Che above factors are beyond the applicant•s control, are reasonable 

anId that the applicants have shown 'o0c cnuse for the delay in corrpletioa 

of the construction. fesed an our evaluation of the causes for the 
delay and tie rvi~sed car'zerci l operation dates, we have deterr.inec} 

that a period of t.enty-seveof months for Hnit No. 1 and forty-eight 

-. )orths for Unit No. 2 is a reasonable peridaa of time to eX'oeud the 

completion dates 

As a resuct of our review of tIe. opeplica-ts' filast Safety Analysis eport 

to date and corsi.seriz-Ž the nature of the' dolays, we have idenlitified no 

area of sigpeiticant satoty considerat iLo's in cornectiOn WitK: th' uxtension 

of the cons tr:c tion ,;er':it completion dat es. in anddition, we find tha-it 
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th4 only modification proposed by tile applicants to the existing con
struction perrils is an extension of the construction compleIion d ates 
which does not allow any work to be performed that is not already alloweu 
by the existing construction permits. Tf.erciore, we finrd that. this action 
does nLot involve a significant hazards consideration.  

Accordingly, iasuance of an Ordor re1ati ngý to Provisional Consirtuction 
Pern.9it Nos. CPPR-52 and ?PPF-53 extendin•g the latest completion dates 
for Sale- Nuclear CenrratinF Station, Units I and 2 to December 31, 
1976 for Unit N-o. I and N-ay 1, 1979 for Unit No. 2 is reasonable and 
should be authoriged.  

A. V. Dromerick, Project -anager 
Light Water Reactors Project Branch I-i 
Division of Reactor Licensing 

%. B. Vassallo, Chief 
Light 4ater Reactors Project Branch I-I 
Division of fleactor Licensing 

(See previous concurrences. Revised per suggestions of Office of Executive 
Legal Director and Assistant Director for QA and Operations, RL. Editorial 
changes also made.)
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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 Company, Philadelphia Electric Company, 

Delmarva Power and Light Company and Atlantic City Electric Company are the 

holders of Provisional Construction Permit Nos. CPPR-52 and CPPR-53 issued 

by the Commission on September 25, 1968, for construction of the Salem 

Nuclear Generating Station, 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 delivery of 

equipment, and (4) labor-related problems. On September 25, 1974 and June 

18, 1975, Public Service Electric and Gas Company filed additional information 

in support of its request. The appplicant further states in the September 25, 

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 available financing, 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
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This action involves no significant hazards consideration; 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 July 1, 1975.  

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 REGULATORY COMMSSION 

C. DeYoun•, Assis nt Director 
for Light Water Reactors Group 1 

Division of Reactor Licensing 

Date of Issuance: July 1, 1975
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PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC AND GAS COi4PANY, ET AL 

SAMEN NUCLEAR GENLRATING STATION, UNITS I AND 2 

DOCKET NOS. 50-272 AND 50-311 

Order Extending Construction Completion Dates 

Public Service Electric and Cas Company, Philadelphia Electric Company, 

Delmarva Power and Light Company and Atlantic City Electric Company are the 

holders of Provisional Construction Permit Nos. CPPR-52 and GPP?-53 issued 

by the Cormmission on September 25, 1968, for construction of the Salem 

Euclear Generating Station, Units I and 2 presently under construction 

in Salem County, New Jersey, on the southern part of Artificial Island 

on the east bank of the Delaware G•iver 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 delivery of 

equipment, and (4) labor-related problems. On September 25, 1974 and June 

18, 1075, Public Service Electric and Cas Company filed additional informat ion 

in support of its request. The appplicant further states in tLe September 25, 

1974 letter that a reevaluation of its construction program reflectinF recently 

concluded studies of renerating capacity requirements, together with the 

n•cd to adjust its construction to match available financing •as resv•ltejd 

in revise& comiercial operat ing dotes. The June 18, 1975 let ter containro 

additional discussion concerning the rovised toad forecast. Unit Co, I is 

now scbeodlwd for comm'ercial operation in September 1976 and Unit Po. 2, in 

Fay 1;79 
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,This action involves no significant- hazards consideration; 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 staft evaluation, dated 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED TEFAT TBE latest completion date for C1,PFI-52• is 

extended fron' ('etober 1, 1974 to December 31, 1976 and the latest. completion 

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

FOR 'TL NUCLEtS RECULATO].PY CC,.:NJSSI(); 

Original signed by R. C. DeYound 

K. C. teYoung, Assistant DirecLor 
for Light Water Reactors Group I 

Division of Reactor Licensing 

Date of Issuance: 

(See previous concurrences.) 
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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 Company, Philadelphia Electric 

Company, Delmarva Power and Light Company and Atlantic City Electric 

Company are the holders of Provisional Construction Permit Nos. CPPR-52 

and CPPR-53 issued by the Commission on September 25, 1968, for construction 

of the Salem Nuclear Generating Station, 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 delivery of equipment, 

and (4) labor-related problems. On September 25, 1 9 7 4 ,A Public Service 

Electric and Gas Company filed additional information in support 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, together with the need to adjust 

its construction to match available financing, has resulted in revised
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connercial 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 consideration; 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 REGULATORY COMMISSION 

R. C. DeYoung, Assistant Director 
for Light Water Reactors Group 1 

Division of Reactor Licensing

Date of Issuance:
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