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Jear Jr. uelGeorge: 

Subject: Order Extending Construction Completion Dates for the B)yron 
Station, Units I and 2 

In response to your letter, dated April 19, 1982, the N-uclear Regulatory 
Commission has issued an Order extending the latest construction completion 
dates for the Byron Station, Units I and 2. The referenced Order extends 
Construction Permit CPPk-130 for Unit 1 from June 1, 1962 to October 1, 1984 
and Construction Permit CPPR-131 for Unit 2 from Novemiber 1, 1983 to April 1, 
198b.  

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

Sincerely, 

DarrelliG. Lisenhut, Director 
Division of Licensing

Enclosures: 
1. Order 
2. Staff Evaluation 

cc: See next page 
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Docket Nos.: STN 50-454 
and STN 50-455 

Mr. Louis 0. DelGeorge 
Director of Nuclear Licensing 
Commonwealth Edison Company 
Post Office Box 767 
Chicago, Illinois 60690 

Dear Mr. DelGeorge: 

Subject: Order Extending Construction 
Station, Units 1 and 2

DIST: 
Document Control (STN 50-454/455) 
NRC PDR 
L PDR 
TERA 
NSIC 
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Completion Dates for the Byron

In response to your letter, datid April 19, 1982, the Nuclear Regulatory 

Commission has issued an Order extInding the latest construction completion 

dates for the Byron Station, Uni's 1 and 2. The referenced Order extends 

Construction Permit CPPR-130 fok Unit 1 from June 1, 1982 to October 1, 1984 
/ 

and Construction Permit CPPR-Y31 for Unit 2 from November 1, 1983 to April 1, 

1986. / 

A copy of the Order qt-anting the extension and staff's evaluation of your 

request are enclosed for/your information and use. The Order has been forwarded 

to the Office of the Federal Register for publication.  

Sincerely, 

Darrell G. Eisenhut, Director 
Division of Licensing 

Encl osures: 
1. Order 
2. Staff Evalua ion 

cc: See next DnQe
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7590-01

UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY 

BYRON STATION, UNITS 1 AND 2

DOCKET NOS. 50-454 AND 50-455 

ORDER EXTENDING CONSTRUCTION COMPLETION DATES

Commonwealth Edison Company is the holder of Construction Permit Nos.  

CPPR-130 and CPPR-131 issued 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, Illinois, approximately 17 miles southwest of Rockford, Illinois.  

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 which resulted from the Three Mile Island 

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

increased amounts of design work and installation labor required to complete 

installation of various components, pipes, cables, and structural members, 

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

to spread financial requirements evenly throughout the construction period 

in order to maintain annual financial requirements within the capabilities 

,of Commonwealth Edison Company.
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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 deternined that this action viill not result in any 

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

environmental 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, arid the NkC staff's safety 

evaluation supporting the Order are available for public inspection at the 

Commission's Public Document Room, 1717 H Street, A. W., ;Washington, J. C. Z055 

and at the Rockford Public Library, 215 i. Wyman Street, Rockford, Illinois 61103.  

IT IS HLNER3Y ORDECRED that the latest 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 from November 1, 1943 'to April 1, 1986.  

FOR THE NiUCLEAR RlEGULATORY CO: fISSION 

Darrell G. Lisenhut, Diec-Yr 
Division of Licensing 

Date of Issuance: OCT 12 1982 

SEE PREVIOUS ORC FOR CONCURRENCES.  
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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 nat' result in any 

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

environmental impact statement, or negative declarati n and environmental impact 

appraisal., need not be prepared In connection withi, his action.  

The applicant's letter, dated April 19, 19* and the NRC staff's safety 

evaluation supporting the Order are available for public inspection at the 

Commission's Public Document Room. 1717 H treet. N. W... Washington., D. C. 20555 

and at the Rockford Public Library, 2 15 /N Wyman Street, Rockford, Illinois 61103.  
/ 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the la st construction completion date for 

CPPR-130, Unit 1, be extended from une 11 1982 to October 1, 1984 and for 

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

Darrell G. Eisenhut. Director 
Division of Licensing 

Date of Issuance: 

/ 

°cl *See previous yellow.  
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This action involves no significant hazards consideration, good ause 

has been shown for the delays, and the requested extension is foyra reasonable 

period, the bases for which are set forth in the staff's saf•ey evaluation 

for this extension.  

The preparation of an environmental impact sta!'ent for this particular 

action is not warranted because there i4ill be no/ignificant environmental impact 

attributable to the Order otherlan that whi has already been predicted 
i-I 

and evaluated in the Commi ion's Final E ironmental Statement related to 

operation of the By Station, Units and 2 (NUREG-0848) which was issued 

in April 1982ý 

The Commission has detenipi ed that this action will not result in any 

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

environmental impact stat ent, or negative declaration and environmental impact 

appraisal, need not be repared in connection with this action.  

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

evaluation suppo/ 1 ing the Order are available for public inspection at the 

Commission's P blic Document Room, 1717 H Street, N. W., Washington, 0. C. 20555 

and at the ckford Public Library, 215 N. Wyman Street, Rockford, Illinois 61103.  

IT I HEREBY ORDERED that the latest construction comoletion date for 

CPPR-13 , 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 G. Eisenhut, Director 

Division of Licensing 

Date of Issuance: 

ODL:LB#1 DL:LB# t OELD DL:LB# / DL:AD/L 
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STAFF SAFETY EVALUATION FOR EXTENSION 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 Commonwealth 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 NRC 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 Deriod, 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 is also based upon improvements in the manner in 
which Commonwealth Edison Company is implementing NRC requirements. These 
changes have increased the amount of design work and installation labor 
required to complete the installation 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.  

Commonwealth 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 NRC staff has reviewed the cause for the delay stated in the letter of 
April 19, 1962 and concludes that the applicant has shown good cause for the 
delay in accordance with the requirements of 110 CFR Section 50.55(b). The 
NWC 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 ;hR1C staff recoutfaends that the 
construction permits be extended an additional 2;I months for Unit I and 29 
months for Unit 2 to provide for schedule delays and continjencies as requested 
by the applicant.  

As a result of the review of the Final Safety Analysis 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 completion dates for the 5yron Station, Units I and 2.  
The only change proposed by the Perwittee to the existing construction permits 
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 uy previous Coryission safety reviews of the facility and 
t~hat is not already allowed by the existing construction pernits. 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 is 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) good cause exists for issuance of an Order extending the construction 
completion date.  

CUNCLUSI U;ý 

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 good cause for delay; and that extension of the latest construction 
co,:ioletion dates for the Byron Station, Units i and P_ is reasonable and 
justifiable.  

The 11"IC staff finds that this action does not involve a significant hiazards 
consideration, and that good cause exists for the issuance of an Order extending 
the latest comnletion dates in Construction Perniit .3os. CPP';-130 and CPPK-131 
to October 1, 1984 and April 1, 1986, respectively.  

Tfie INRC staff has determined that this action will not result in any sirgnificant 
environmental impact and, pursuant to 10 CFR 61.6(d)(4), an environmental impact 
statement, or negative declaration and environmental impact appraisal, need not 
be prepared in connection with this action.  

Stephen Chesnut, Project i1anager 3. J. Youngblood, Chnief 
Licensinog Branch k~o. I Licensintj Branch No. I 
Oivision of Licensing jivision of Licensing 

Uated: 1nT 2 1982 *SEE PREVIOUS ORC FOR CONCURRENCES.  
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The NRC staff has reviewed the cause for the delay stated in tie letter of 
April 19, 1982 and concludes that the applicant mas sho-wn gopd cause for the 
delay in accordance with the requirements of 10 CF- Sectio'lpO.5(b). Tie NRC staff furtier 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 ;•C staff recoimends that the 
construction perits be extended an additional 23 ;;inths for Unit 1 and 29 
months for Unit 2 to provide for schedule delays and contingencies as requesteca 
by the applicant.  

As a result of the review of the Final Safety Analysis Report to date and 
considering the nature of the delays, the N&.C staff has identified no area 
of significant safety consideration in coniection with the extension of the 
construction permit completion dates for>/the byron Station, Units i and 2.  
The only change proposed by the Permittee to the existing construction permits 
is an extension of the latest construction com.pletion dates. This extension 
will not allow any work to be perforn d involving ne'wj safety information of a 
type not considered by previous Comqission safety reviews of the facility and 
that is not already allowed by theiexisting construction permits. Therefore, 
the staff finds Lhat (1) this actfon does not involve a significant hazards consideration, (2) prior public hotice of this action is not required, (3) 
there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public will 
not be endangered by the requested extension of the construction covipletion 
dates, and (4) good cause exists for issuance of an Jrder extending the construction 
completion date.  

C~iCLUzlb1J 

The Coi-mtission's staff has reviewed the information, orovided 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 dates fortne Byron Station, Units I and 2 is reasonable and 
justifiaole.  

The iC staff finds that this action does not involve a significant hazards 
consideration, ard that good cause exists for the issuance of an Order extending 
the latest coriplktion dates in Construction Peri-lit iios. CPPR-130 and CPPR-13£ 
to october 1, i•84 and April i, iL9ý, respectively.  

I 
The NAC staffrhas determiined that this action will not result in any significant 
environwental ,i'ipact and, pursuant to 10 CF'R 51.5(d)(4), an environriental impact 
statement, or negjative declaration and environnerntal imdact appraisal, need not 
be prepared, in connection with this action.  

Stephen Cnesnut, Project :11arager 
/ Licensinq dranch fjo. i 

Uivision of Licensing 
*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 
4 NRC staff further concludes that the provisions of a substantial margin for 

•¶". unforeseen contingencies is appropriate in view of the ,status of construction 
'-ý ný need for design changes. The NRC staff recommjnds 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 Analysis 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 completion dates for the/Byron Station, Units 1 and 2.  
The only change proposed by the Permittee to the existing construction permijp J 
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 
consideration, (2) prior public notice of this action is not required, (3) 
there is reaspable assurance that/the health and safety of the public will 
not be endanjigered by the requested extension of th tonstruction completion 
dates, and (4) good cause exists /for issuance of an-qrder extending the construction 
completion date. /- -.-*,•

CONCLUSION

/
-C

The Commission's staff has reviewed the information prov ded in the applicant's 
submittal and concludes tho't the factors discussed abov are reasonable and 
constitute good cause for/Adelay; and that extension of he latest construction 
completion dates for theIlByron Station, Units 1 and 2 is justifiable.  

The NRC staff finds tha~t this action does not involve a significant hazards 
consideration, and thati good cause exists for the issuance of an Order extending 
the latest completion'dates in Construction Permit Nos. CPPR-130 and CPPR-131 
to October 1, 1984 a d April 1, 1986, respectively.

Stephen Chesnut, Project Manager .  
Licensing Branch No. 1 

S/ Division of Licensing 

Dated: 

C , 
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The .iC staff has reviewed the cause for the Jelay stated in the letter o 
April 19, 192 and concludes that the applicant has shown good cause fo the 
delay in accordance with the requirements of 10 CF;ý Section 50.55(b). The 
WW staff further concludes that the provisions of a substantial mariin for 
unforeseen contingencies is appropriate in view of the status of c istruction 
drid the need for design changes. The NWRC staff recowivends that e construction 
permits be extendea an additional 28 months for Unit I and 29 %x ths for Unit 2 
to provide for schedule delays and contingencies as requested y the applicant.  

As a result of the review of the Final Safety Analysis Rep t to date and 
considering the nature of the delays, the NRC staff has i entified no area 
of significant safety consideration in connection with •ie extension of the 
construction permit completion dates for the 3yron Sta on, Units 1 and 2.  
The only change proposed by the Permittee to the exis ing construction permit 
is an extension of the latest construction compuleti dates. This extension 
will not allow any work to be performed involving eew safety informiation of a 
type I-ot considered by previous Cormmission safet reviews of the facility and 
that is not already allowed by the existinc co truction permits. Therefore, 
the staff finds that (1) this action does nlot nvolve a significant hazards 
consideration, (2) prior public notice of ti s action is not required, (3) 
there is reasonable assurance that the hea th and safety of the public will 
not be endanagered by the requested exte ion of th econstruction completion 
dates, and (4) good cause exists for is uance of an Order extending the construction 
comipletion date.  

CONCLUSION 
/ 

The Commission's staff has revi wved the information provided in the applicant's 
submittal and concludes that e factors discussed above are reasonable and 
constitute good cause for d ay; and that extension of the latest construction 
completion dates for the • on Station, Units i and 2 is justifiable.  

The NkC staff -finds tha this action does not involve a significant hazards 
consideration, and th good cause exists for the issuance of an Order extending 
the latest completio dates in Construction Per.rit Nos. CPPR-130 and C[PPR-131 
to October 1, 194 nd April 1, 1986, respectively.  

Stephen Chesnut, Project Nianager 
Licensing Branch wo. I 
Division of Licensing 

uated: 

*See previous yellow. i.  
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The NRC staff has reviewed the cause for the delay stated in the 1etter of 
April 19. 1982 and concludes that the applicant has shown good cdse for the 
delay in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR Section 50755(b). The 
NRC staff further concludes that the provisions of a substanjial margin for 
unforeseen contingencies is appropriate in view of the sta~us of construction 
and the need for design changes. The NRC staff recommenIs that the construction 
permits for Units I and 2 be extended an additional 28 ,Rnths to provide for 
schedule delays and contingencies as requested by th applicant.  

As a result of the review of the Final Safety Anaiysis Report to date. and 
considering the nature of the delays. the NRC s,aff has identified no area 
of significant safety consideration in connecl ion 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 permit 
is an extension of the latest constructl/n completion dates. This extension 
will not allow any work to be performe/ involving new safety information of a 
type not considered by pervious Commi/ssion safety reviews of the facility and 
that is not already allowed by theekisting construction permits. Therefore.  
the staff finds that (1) this act 6n does not involve a significant hazards 
consideration. (2) prior public ,otice 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 re/quested extension of th econstruction completion 
dates, and (4) good cause xists for issuance of an Order extending the construction 
completion date.  

CONCLUSION , / 

The Commission's s ff has reviewed the information provided in the applicant's 
submittal and co ludes that the factors discussed above are reasonable and 
constitute good cause for delay; and that extension of the latest construction 
completion da Is for the Byron Station. Units 1 and 2 is justifiable.  

The NRC stp f finds that this action does not involve a significant hazards 
considera/ilon. and that good cause exists for the issuance of an Order extending 
the lat t completion dates in Construction Permit Nos. CPPR-130 and CPPR-131 
to Oct er 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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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 5 0 A5 5 (b). The 
NRC staff further concludes that the provisions of a substartlal margin for 
unforeseen contingencies is appropriate In view of the stars of construction 
and the need for design changes. The NRC staff recommeds that the construction 
permits for Units 1 and 2 be extended an additional 28,Amonths to provide for 
schedule delays and contingencies as requested by the'applicant.  

As a result of t-i-s review of the Final Safety A ysis Reportj and considering 
rji the nature of tije delays, the NRC staff has idý"tified no area of significant 

safety consideration in connection with the extension of the construction 
\ perm t completion dates- for the Byron Station, Units 1 and 2. j Te stf inds7

N

•n a -t TLnis pruposeu actiUo duoe Tuw; 10 

(1) Involve a significant incre04e in the probability or consequences 
of an accident proviously dvaluated; 

(2) Create the possibility f an accident of a type different from any 
evaluated previously;/or r', 

(3) Involve a signific nt reduction in a margin of safety.  

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

/ 

The Commission' !'staff has reviewed the information provided in the applicant's 
submittal and 4bncludes that the factors discussed above are reasonable and 
constitute gopd cause for delay; and that extension of the latest construction 
completion lates for the Byron Station, Units 1 and 2 is justifiable.  

The NRC ;ff! finds that this action does not involve a significant hazards 
consider~sion, and that good cause exists for the issuance of an Order extending 
the latest completion dates in Construction Permit Nos. CPPR-130 and CPPR-131 
to Octdber 1, 1984 and April 1, 1986, respectively.  

/ 
/ Stephen Chesnut, Project Manager 

7 Licensing Branch No. 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 letter of 
April 19, 1982 and concludes that the applicant has shown good cause fo -the 

delay in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR Section 50.55(b). The 
NRC staff further concludes that the provisions of a stbstantial m gin for 
unforeseen contingencies is appropriate in view of the statusof onstruction 
and the need for design changes. The NRC staff recommends tha ithe construction 
permits for Units 1 and 2 be extended an additional 28 month) to provide for 
schedule delays and contingencies as requested by the appi'ant.  

As a result of this review of the Final Safety Analysl/iReport, and considering 
the nature of the delays, the NRC staff has identif*7 d no area of significant 
safety consideration in connection with the extens n of the construction 
permit completion dates for the Byron Station, U ts 1 and 2.  

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

CONCLUSION 

The Commission's staff has review d the infonrmation provided in the applicant's 
submittal and concludes that th /factors discussed above are reasonable and 
constitute good cause for dela ; and that extension of the latest construction 
completion dates for the Byr, Station, Units 1 and 2 is justifiable.  

The NRC staff finds that Is action does not involve a significant hazards 
consideration, and that od cause exists for the issuance of an Order extending 
the latest completion . tes in Construction Permit Nos. CPPR-130 and CPPR-131 
to October 1, 1984 an,'April 1, 1986, respectively.  

Stephen Chesnut, Project Manager 
Licensing Branch No. 1 

/ Division of Licensing 

Dated:
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