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Urder Extending Construction Completion Uates for the Jyron

In response to your letter, dated April 19, 1932, the Huclear Regulatory
Commission has issued an Order extending the latest construction completion

dates for the Byron Station, Units 1 and 2.

The refarsnced Urder extends

Construction Permit CPPR-130 for Unit 1 from June 1, 1962 to October 1, 1984

and Construction Permit CPPR-131 for Unit 2 from

198b,

Movember 1, 19483 to April 1,

A copy of the Order granting the extension and staff's evaluation of your
request are enclosed for vour information and use.
warded to the Office of the Federal Register for nublication.

Enclosures:
1. Order _
2. Staff £valuation

cct

See next page
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Sincerely,

/s

The Order has been for-

Darrell/ G. tisenhut, birector
Jivision of Licensing

*SEE PREVIOUS ORC FOR CONCURRENCES.
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Dear Mr. DelGeorge: JT§§1§? DES'I%

Subject: Order Extending Construction Completlon Dates for the Byron
Station, Units 1 and 2 /

;

In response to your letter, daggﬁ April 19, 1982, the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission has issued an Order ext_%ding the latest construction completion
dates for the Byron Station, Uni¥s 1 and 2. The referenced Order extends
Construction Permit CPPR-130 fgf Unit 1 from June 1, 1982 to October 1, 1984
and Construction Permit CPPR:f%l for Unit 2 from Movember 1, 1983 to April 1,
1986. ;;

A copy of the Order gg;nting the extension and staff's evaluation of your
request are enclosed ﬁor;your information and use. The Order has been forwarded

to the Office of the Fqﬂeral Register for publication.

Sincerely,

Darrell G. Eisenhut, Director
Division of Licensing

Enclosures:

1. Order
2. Staff Evaluation

cc: See next pgge 1
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7590-01

UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPAMY

BYRON STATION, UNITS 1 AND 2

DOCKET NOS. 50-454 AND 50-455

ORDER EXTENDING CONSTRUCTION COMPLETION DATES

Commornwealth Edison Company is the holder of Construction Pemmit Nos.
CPPR-130 and CPPR-131 {ssued on December 31, 1975 by the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission for construction of the Byron Station, Units 1 and 2 to be located
in Ogle County, I1linois, approximately 17 miles southwest of Rockford, I1linois.

By letter, dated April 19, 1982, Commonwealth Edison Company filed a request
for extension of the latest construction completion dates for the Byron Station,
Units 1 and 2 Construction Permits., It was requested that Construction Permit
No. CPPR-130 for Unit 1 be extended from June 1, 1982 to October 1, 1984 and
Construction Permit No. CPPR-131 for Unit 2 be extended from November 1, 1983
to April 1, 1986. The reasons given for the requested extension in time were:
{1) extended construction period caused by the need to install larger quantities
of material and equipment than originally contemplated as well as changes in
NRC regulatory requirements some of wﬁ1ch resulted from the Three Mile Island

incident, (2) improvements in the manner of {mplementing NRC requirements including

gég inc"r:eased anounts of design work and installation labor required to complete

ggg inéta11ation of various components, pipes, cables, and structural members,

,_,: and (3) implementation of work requirements at a pace consistent with the need

gé’ to spread financial requirements evenly throughout the construction period

g: in/,drder to maintain annual financial requirements within the capabilities

_g“’:'" . of Commorwealth Edison Company .

OFFICE SN IS NUTR R R N

SURNAME B | coecovnesessusnsssssnces [ eesensnsssararsssmsssons |essnsssssnsseanassasses | ssosessenenessensessons | evsenssnsssssesssossees Lovmeessmssoosssessssese | oo
SSRGS N N AU WU NS S

NRC FORM 318 (10-80) NRCM 0240 OFFICIAL RECCRD COPY USGPO: 1981-335-960



-2 - 7590-01

This action involves no significant hazards consideration, good cause
has been shown for the delays, and the requested extension is for a reasonable
period, the bases for which are set forth in the staff's safety evaluation
for this extension.

The Commission has determined that this action will not result in any
significant environmental impact and, pursuant to 10 CFX 51.5(d}(4), an
eavironmental impact statement, or negative declaration and environmental impact
appraisal, need not be prepared in connection with this action.

The applicant's letter, dated April 19, 1982, and the HR{ staff's safety

evaluation supporting the Urder are available for public inspection at the

Commission's Public Document Room, 1717 d Street, . 4., dashington, D. C. 20555
and at the Rockford Public Library, 215 d. Wyman Street, Rockford, I1linois 61103,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the latest construction completion date for
CPPR-130, Unit 1, be extended from June 1, 1U82 to October 1, 1984 and for
CPPR-131, Unit 2, be extended from November 1, 1483 to Aoril 1, 1986.

FOR THL wUCLEAR REGULATORY COMISSION

Darrell 4, £isennu
Division of Licensing

date of Issuance: QCT 12 1982

SEE PREVIOUS ORC FOR CONCURRENCES.
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This action involves no significant hazards consideration. good cause
has been shown for the delays. and the requested extension is for a reasonabIe
period. the bases for which are set forth in the staff's safety syéihation
for this extension. ////

The Commission has determined that this action will natjresult in any
significant environmental impact and. pursuant to 10 CFR/51.5(d)(4). an
enviromental impact statement, or negative declaratign and envirommental impact
appraisal. need not be prepared in connection wﬁtg/ his action.

The applicant's letter, dated April 19, 19951 and the MRC staff's safety
evaluation supporting the Order are available/for public inspection at the
Commission's Public Document Roam. 1717 H Skreet. N. W.. Washington. D. C. 20555

and at the Rockford Public Library, 215 M. Wyman Street, Rockford, I1linois 61103.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the lagest construction completion date for
CPPR-130, Unit 1, be extended from June 1, 1982 to October 1, 1984 and for

CPPR-131, Unit 2, be extended frop November 1, 1983 to April 1, 1986.

Darrell G. Eisenhut. Director
Division of Licensing

Date of lIssuance:
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This action involves no significant hazards consideration, goog/éause
has been shown for the delays, and the requested extension is for a reasonable

period, the bases for which are set forth in the staff's sajef?fevaluation

7
The preparation of an enviromental 1npact st/;égént for this particular

for this extension. e

action is not warranted because there wm]] be n9/§iqn1ficant environmental impact

attributable to the Order otheq/tﬁan that whigh has already been predicted

and evaluated in the CommisSion's Final Epdironmental Statement related to
e
operation of

i the Byrof Station, Units
in April 1982

The Commission has determiped that this action will not result in any

and 2 (NUREG-0848) which was 1issued

significant environmental impact and, pursuant to 10 CFR 51.5(d)(4), an

enviromental impact statghent, or negative declaration and envirommental impact
appraisal, need not be drepared in connection with this action.

The applicant's/Tetter, dated April 19, 1982, and the NRC staff's safety
evaluation supporging the Order are available for public inspection at the

Commi ssfon's Pyblic Document Room, 1717 H Street, N. M., Washington, D. C. 20555

and at the Rdckford Public Library, 215 N. Wyman Street, Rockford, I11inois 61103.

IT 1Y HEREBY ORDERED that the latest construction completion date for
CPPR-130, Unit 1, be extended from June 1, 1982 to October 1, 1984 and for

CPPR- 31, Unit 2, be extended from November 1, 1983 to April 1, 1986.

Darrell . Eisenhut, Director
Division of Licensing

Date of Issuance:
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STAFF SAFETY EVALUATION FOR EXTEMSION OF THE
LATEST CONSTRUCTION COMPLETION DATES FOR THE BYRON
STATION, UNITS 1 AND 2

INTRODUCTION

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission authorized the construction of the Byron

Station, Units 1 and 2 by issuing Construction Permit No. CPPR-130 and Construction
Permit No. CPPR-131 to the Commornwealth Edison Company on December 31, 1975.

The latest date for completion of Unit 1 was June 1, 1982 and for Unit 2 was
November 1, 1983.

By letter, dated April 19, 1982, Commonwealth Edison Company submitted an
application for amendment of the construction permits to reflect new "latest
completion dates" for each of the two units. The application requested an
additional time of twenty-eight months for each unit, i.e., CPPR-130 for Unit

1 would be extended to October 1, 1984 and CPPR-131 for Unit 2 would be extended
to April 1, 1986.

In accordance with 10 CFR Section 50.55(b), the MRC staff, having found good
cause shown, recommends that the latest completion dates of October 1, 1984
for Unit 1 and April 1, 1986 for Unit 2 be granted for the reasons stated below.

ANALYSIS

Commonwealth Edison Company stated in the April 19, 1982 letter that the following
factors led to the overall delay in the completion of construction of the facility:

1. The need for an extension of time beyond the present construction permit
completion dates is a result of an extended construction period, despite
the fact that construction has continued without interruption since its
inception. The longer period has resulted principally from the need to
install larger quantities of material and equipment than originally con-
templated, as well as changes in NRC regulatory requrements, some of
which resulted from the NRC's response to the Three Mile Island incident.

2. The need for extension {s also based upon improvements {n the manner in
which Commorwealth Edison Company {s implementing NRC requirements. These
changes have {ncreased the amount of design work and {nstallation labor
required to complete the {nstallation of each component, pipe, cable, and
structural member.

3. The above additional measures have been and are being implemented at a
pace consistent with Commonwealth Edison's need to spread financing
requirements more evenly throughout the construction period in order to
keep annual financing requirements within their capabilities.

Commorwealth Edison Company also stated that the requested 28 months extension
included a conservative estimate of the actual completion of the units to allow
a margin for unforeseen contingencies.

" 8211040042 821012
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The HRC staff has reviewed the cause for the delay stated in the letter of
April 19, 1982 and concludes that the applicant has shown good cause for the
delay in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR Section 50.55(h). The

HRC staff further concludes that the provisions of a substantial margin for
unforeseen contingencies is appropriate in view of the status of construction
and the possible need for design changes. The #RC staff recommends that the
construction permits be extended an additional 28 wonths for Unit 1 and 29
moniths for Unit 2 {o provive for schedule delays and contingencies as reguested
by the applicant.

As a result of the review of the Final Safety Analysis Heport to date and
considering the nature of the delays, the HRC staff has identified no area

of significant safety consideration in connection with the extension of the
construction permit completion dates for the Byron Station, Units 1 and 2.

The only change proposed by the Permittee to the existing construction permits
is an extension of the latest construction conpletion dates. This extension
will not allow any work to be performed involving new safety information of a
type not considered py previous Commission safety reviews of the facility and
.hat 1s not already allowed by the existing construction permits. Therefore,
the staff finds that (1) this action does not involve a significant hazards
consideration, (2} prior public notice of this action is not required, {3)
there s reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public will
not be endangered by the requested extension of the construction completion
dates, and (4} 5004 cause exists for issuance of an Order extending the construction
comlstion date.

CONCLUSION

The Commission's staff has reviewed the information provided in the applicant's
submittal and concludes that the factors discussed above are reasonable and
constitute jood cause for delay; and that extension of the latest construction
coapletion dates for the Byron Station, Units 1 and 2 is reasonable and
justifiable.

The NRC staff finds that this action does not involve a significant hazards
consideration, and that good cause exists fur the issuance of an Jrder extending
the latest completion dates in Construction Pernit ios. 0OPPR-130 and CPPR-131

to Uctober 1, 1984 and April 1, 19856, respectively.

The NRC staff has determined that this action will not result in any significant
environmental impact and, pursuant to 10 CFR 51.5(d)(4), an environmental impact
stateament, or negative deClaration and environmental impact appraisal, need not
be prepared in connection with this action.

Stephen chesnut, Project Hanager
Licensing Branch #o. 1
Uivision of Licensing

3. d. Youngblood, Chief
Licensiny Branch no. 1
Jivision of Licensing

Dated: OCT 12 1982 *SEE PREVIOUS ORC FOR CONCURRENCES.
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The wRC staff has reviewed the cause for the delay stated in the letter of
April 19, 1982 and concludes that the applicant has shown qogd cause for the
delay in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR Sectiopb0.55(b). The

HRC staff further concludes that the provisions of a substantial margin for
unforeseen contingencies is appropriate in view of the.$tatus of construction
and the possible need for design changes. The kD staff recomnends that the
construction perwits be extended an additional 28 umdnths for unit 1 and 29
months for Unit 2 to provide for schedule delays and contingencies as requested
by the applicant. e

As a result of the review of the Final Safety“Ana]ysis Zeport to date and
considering the nature of the delays, the HRC staff has identified no area

of significant safety consideration in connectiion with the extension of the
construction permit completion dates for. the Gyron Station, Units 1 and Z.

The only change proposad by the Permittée to the existing construction permits
is an extension of the latest construction completion dates. This exteasion
will not allow any work to be performed involving new safety information of a
type not considered by previous Complission safety reviews of the facility and
that 1s not already allowed by the existing construction permits, Therefore,
the staff finds that (1} this actfon does not involve a significant hazards
consideration, (2} prior public fotice of this action is not required, (3)
there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public will
not be endanyered by the requested extension of the construction completion
dates, and {4) good cause exists for issuance of an Urder extending the construction
completion date. 7

4

CURCLUSTON

The Comission's staff Has reviewed the information nrovided in the apnlicant's
submittal and concludes that the factors discussed above are reasonable and
constitute good causqgfor delay; and that extesnsion of the latest construction
completion dates for/the Byron Station, Units 1 and 2 is reasonable and
justifiadle. /

The WRC staff finds that this action does not iavolve a significant hazards
consideration, and that good cause exists for the issuance of an Grder extending
the Tatest completion dates in Construction Permit wos. CPPR-130 and LPPR-131

to Jctober 1, {?34 and April 1, 19856, respectively,

/
The NRC staff;has determined that this action will not result in any sionificant
environmental’ impact and, pursuant to 10 CFR 51.5(d)(4), an eavironmental impact
statement, or negative declaration and enviromnental impact appraisal, need not

be prepared:in connection with this action.

; Stephen Chesnut, Project Hanager
/ Licensing sranch to. 1

Uivision of Licansing
*SEE _PREVIOUS ORC FOR CONCURRENCE
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The NRC staff has reviewed the cause for the delay stated in the letter of
April 19, 1982 and concludes that the applicant has shown good cause for the
delay in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR Section 50.55(b). The

’hkl NRC staff further concludes that the prov1s1ons of a sub;fant1a1 margin for

5 unforeseen contingencies is appropriate in view of the status of construction /)‘(/
Qp n need for design changes. The NRC staff recommends that the construction

permits be extended an additional 28 months for Unit, 1 and 29 months for Unit 2
to provide for schedule delays and contingencies as ‘requested by the applicant.

As a result of the review of the Final Safety Ana]ys1s Report to date and
considering the nature of the delays, the NRC staff has identified no area

of significant safety consideration in connection with the extension of the
construction permit complietion dates for the Byron Station, Units 1 and 2.

The only change proposed by the Permittee to the existing construction permit® X
is an extension of the latest construction'completion dates. This extension

will not allow any work to be performed involving new safety information of a

type not considered by previous Commission safety reviews of the facility and

that is not already allowed by the existing construction permits. Therefore,

the staff finds that (1) this action does not involve a significant hazards
cons1derat1on, (2) prior public notyée of this action is not required, (3)

there is reasgnable assurance that the health and safety of the public will

not be endanﬂggred by the requested extension of th‘azonstruct1on completion X

dates, and (4) good cause ex1sts/for issuance of an {Jrder extending the construction

completion date. /
CONCLUSION
The Commission's staff has rev1ewed the information provfded in the applicant's )(

submittal and concludes that the factors discussed above/ are reasonable and
constitute good cause for /delay; and that extension of tihe latest construction
completion dates for the/éyron Station, Units 1 and 2 is\justifiable.

/
The NRC staff finds that this action does not involve a significant hazards
consideration, and that good cause exists for the issuance of an Order extending
the latest comp]et1on ‘dates in Construction Permit Nos. CPPR-130 and CPPR-131 o

.. ,’,»""

to October 1, 1984 anﬁ April 1, 1986, respectively. ﬁ$ﬁ4'gﬁmmkw%h;
/ /).
/V / fW“ v
; / ﬁ%wmﬂ

[ / Stephen Chesnut, Project Manager égzﬁi;7
{ ! Licensing Branch No. 1 éy%eﬂﬁf”

/ Division of Licensing
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CONCLUSION

The nkC staff nas reviewed the cause for the delay stated in the letter g

April 15, 193¢ and concludes that the aponlicant has shown good cause foy the
delay in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR Section 50.85(b). /The

HRC staff further concludes that the provisions of a substantial margin for
unforeseen contingencies is appropriate in view of the status of cpfistruction
and the need for design changes. The HRC staff recommends that the construction
parmits be extended an additional 28 months for Unit 1 and 29 wphtns for Unit 2
to provide fur schedule delays and contingencies as requested by the applicant.

¥

As a result of the review of the Final Safety Analysis Repoft to date and
considering the nature of the delays, the NRC staff has identified no area

of significant safety consideration in connection withléhe extensicn of the
construction permit completion dates for the Syron Stq; on, Units 1 and 2.

The only chanae proposed by the Permittee to the exisfing construction permit

is an extension of the latest construction completigh dates. This extension

will not allow any work to be performed involving rew safety information of a

type not considered by previous Commission safety reviews of the facility and

that is not already allowed by the existing copstiruction permits. Therefore,

the staff finds that (1) this action does notAnvolve a significant hazards
consideration, (2) prior public notice of this action is not required, (3)

there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public will

not be endanagered by the regquested extepSion of th econstruction completion

dates, and {(4) good cause exists for isguance of an Order extending the construction
completion date.

The Cosmission's staff has revigwed the information provided in the applicant's
submittal and concludes that phe factors discussed above are reasonable and
constitute good cause for defay; and that extension of the latest construction
completion dates for the Bytron Station, Units L and 2 is justifiable.

The HRC staff finds that’ this action does not involve a significant hazards
consideration, and thgf good cause exists for the issuance of an Urder extending
the latest completiop dates in Construction Permit Nos. CPPR-130 and CPPR-131

to October 1, 1984 4nd April 1, 1986, respectively.

Stephen Chesnut, Project Manager
Licensing Branch #0. 1
Division of Licensiny

*See previous yellow. frACommin TS Fiie B
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The NRC staff has reviewed the cause for the delay stated in the letter of

April 19. 1982 and concludes that the applicant has shown good cause for the
delay in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR Section 50,55(b). The

NRC staff further concludes that the provisions of a substantial margin for
unforeseen contingencies is appropriate in view of the stq;us of construction
and the need for design changes. The NRC staff recommends” that the construction
permits for Units 1 and 2 be extended an additional 28 months to provide for
schedule delays and contingencies as requested by the applicant.

As a result of the review of the Final Safety Anq)ysis Report to date. and
considering the nature of the delays. the NRC sfaff has identified no area

of significant safety consideration in connection with the extension of the
construction permit completion dates for the/Byron Station. Units 1 and 2.
The only change proposed by the Permittee/zé the existing construction permit
is an extension of the latest constructjpn completion dates. This extension
will not allow any work to be performed/involving new safety information of a
type not considered by pervious Comm%ssion safety reviews of the facility and
that is not already allowed by the gxisting construction permits. Therefore.
the staff finds that (1) this acg} n does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. (2) prior pub]icﬁnotice of this action is not required. (3)
there is reasconable assurance that the health and safety of the public will
not be endanagered by the rgguested extension of th econstruction completion
dates. and {4) good cause eXists for issuance of an Order extending the construction
completion date. .

CONCLUSION

The Commission’s sgdff has reviewed the information provided in the applicant's
submittal and concludes that the factors discussed above are reasonable and
constitute good cause for delay; and that extension of the latest construction
completion datés for the Byron Statfon. Units 1 and 2 is justifiable.

The NRC staff finds that this action does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. and that good cause exists for the issuance of an Order extending
the TateSt completion dates in Construction Permit Nos. CPPR-130 and CPPR-131
to Cctpber 1. 1984 and April 1. 1986. respectively.

/

Stephen Chesnut. Project Manager
Licensing Branch Ho. 1
Division of Licensing

Dated:

*See previous yellow.
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The NRC staff has reviewed the cause for the delay stated in the lgxféi‘cf
April 19, 1982 and concludes that the applicant has shown good cause for the
detay in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR Section 50.55(b). The
NRC staff further concludes that the provisions of a substantial margin for
unforeseen contingencies is appropriate in view of the staths of construction
and the need for design changes. The NRC staff recommends that the construction
permits for Units 1 and 2 be extended an additional 28 fonths to provide for
schedule delays and contingencies as requested by the”applicant. )
Vo “/e k(l@‘&"
U _As a result of this review of the Final Safety Apdlysis Reporty and considering h
Lt the nature of the delays, the NRC staff has identified no ared of significant
4 safety consideration {n connection with the extension of the construction
_——permit completion dates for the Byron Statien, Units 1 and 2. “Tﬁé"§f§??’??;52~’:TL
that this proposed action does not: e ’ ///

/
(1) Involve a significant increase {n the probability or consequences
(2} Create the possibility Of an accident of a type different from any ‘P?if
evaluated previously; Or (A

of an accident proviously gvaluated;

(3) Involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety. (0

approved for Construction Permits CPPR-130 and CPPR-131,

no sianifi{cant hazardsConsideration {s involved in gr%tfng the request and thus

. prior notice of this dction {s not required. //L’
T

“ (BN

TCONELUSION ™ 7
The Commission' /étaff has reviewed the information provided in the applicant's
submittal and goncludes that the factors discussed above are reasonable and
constitute gopd cause for delay; and that extension of the latest construction
completion dates for the Byron Station, Units 1 and 2 is justifiable.

The NRC s é?f finds that this action does not {nvolve a significant hazards
considergtion, and that good cause exists for the i{ssuance of an Order extending
the latfst completion dates in Construction Permit Nos. CPPR-130 and CPPR-131

to Octgber 1, 1984 and April 1, 1986, respectively.

Stephen Chesnut, Project Manager
Licensing Branch No, 1
Division of Licensing

Dated:
*See previous yellow.
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OFFICEp RUSKBFO6K /.y 4 JY(')'UﬁQB"I T Rl IR B e
SURNAME B cervrsianionssernncesces | eenneeegdi T %0nseeoonse | consnsnerensene eeesesves | ereirsessnercnsaosnsinse | cecnravsesssesnsenacesae | sssssaconsoossnssasessse § vesscsass sesesrsnsresne .
DATE ) Bfoeei B2, TN SR § - [SUCTOUIT [T PT I (RO NNRNRURPRIRP T S INY P

NRC FORM 318 (10-80) NRCM 0240

OFFICIAL RECORD COPY

USGPO: 1981~~335-960



constitute good cause for dela
completion dates for the Byrg

The MRC staff finds that
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permits for Units 1 and 2 be extended an additional 28 months/to provide for
schedule delays and contingencies as requested by the appTj
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As a result of this review of the Final Safety Analysi
the nature of the delays, the NRC staff has identifj
safety consideration in connection with the extensj
permit completion dates for the Byron Station, UpAts 1 and 2.
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The NRC staff recommends tha

The NRC staff has reviewed the cause for the delay stated in the letter of
t the applicant has shown good cause fop~ the
irements of 10 CFR Section 50.55(b).
NRC staff further concludes that the provisions of a substantial'm

The

in for

unforeseen contingencies is appropriate in view of the status of pnstruction

the construction

ant.

is action does not involve a significant hazards

Report, and considering
no area of sianificant
n of the construction

The NRC staff finds that because the request is merely for more time to complete
work already reviewed and approved for Consgfuction Permits CPPR-130 and CPPR-131,
no significant hazards consideration is ipvolved in grating the request and thus
prior notice of this action is not required.

The Commission's staff has reviewgd the information provided in the applicant's
submittal and concludes that the/factors discussed above are reasonable and

¥; and that extension of the latest construction
Station, Units 1 and 2 is justifiable.

od cause exists for the issuance of an Order extending
dtes in Construction Permit MNos. CPPR-130 and CPPR-131
to October 1, 1984 and’April 1, 1986, respectively.

Stephen Chesnut, Project Manager
Licensing Branch No. 1
Division of Licensing
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