NOV 15 1382

Docket Hos.: STH 50-456

78212010014 821115

and STi 50-457

Hr. Louis 0. delGeorge
Director of Nuclear Licensing
Commonwealth Edison Company
Post Nffice Box 757

Chicago, I1Vinois 60690

Dear Mr, DelGeorge:

Subject: Order Lxtending Construction Completion Dates for the
Braidwood Station, Units 1 and 2

In response to vour letter dated September 30, 1982, the Huclear Regqulatory
Commission has issued an Order extending the latest construction completion
dates for the Braidwood Station, Units 1 and 2. The referenced Order extends
Construction Parmit CPPR-132 for Unit 1 from Hovember 1, 1982 to April 30, 1987
and Construction Permit CPPR-133 for Unit 2 from November 1, 1983 to April 30,
1943,

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

Sincerely,
avy
1 sign®
Origi??_G.Eiseﬁhﬁt
art
garrell G. £isenhut, Director

Division of Licensino
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Encliosures:
1. Order
2. Staff Evaluation

cC:  See next nage
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Mr. Louis 0. DelGeorge
Director of Nuclear Licensing
Commonwealth Edison Company
Post Office Box 767

Chicago, I1linois 60630

cc:

Mr. Willijam Kortier

Atomic Power Distribution
Westinghouse Electric Corporation
Post Office Box 355

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15230

Paul M. Murphy, Esq.

Isham, Lincoin & Beale

One First National Plaza )
42nd Floor

Chicago, I11inois 60603

C. Allen Bock, Esq.
Post Office Box 342
Urbana, I11inois 61801 ~

Thomas J. Gordon, Esg.
Waaler, Evans & Gordon
2503 S. Neil

Champaign, 111inois 61820

Ms. Bridget Little Rorem

Appleseed Coordinator —
117 North Linden Street
Essex, I11inois 60935
Mr. Edward R. Crass

Nuclear-Safeguards and Licensing D1v1s1on
Sargent & Lundy Eng1neers

55 East Monroe Street™

Ch1cago, 1111no1s 60603

’U S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
"~ Résident ‘Inspectors Office

RR#1, Box 79
Bracevi%%e,?lllinOis 68407

Mr. James G. Keppler,

U. S. NRC, Region ITI

799 Roosevelt Road

Glen Ellyn, I11inois 60137

NOV 15 1982




7590-01

UHITED STATES KUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

COMMOMWEALTH EDISOH COMPANY

BRAIDUOOD STATION, UMITS 1 AHD 2

DOCKET HNS. 50-456 ANy 50-457

ORDER EXTENDING CONSTRUCTION COMPLETION DATES

Commonwealth Edison Company is the holder of Construction Permit Hos. CPPR-
132 and CPPR-133 issued on December 31, 1975 by the U. S. Nuclear Reaulatory
comnission for construction of the Braidwood Station, Units 1 and 2 to be located
in i1l County, I11inois, in Horth Central I1linnis near the town of Sraidwood,
11linois.

By letter dated Sentember 30, 1982, Comonwealth Edison Company filed a
request for extension of the latest construction cormletion dates for the Braidwood
Station, Units 1 and 2 Construction Permits. 1T was requested that Construction
paprmit Ho. CPPR-132 for Unit 1 be extended from Hovember 1, 1982 to April 30, 1937,
and Construction Permit No. CPPR-133 for Unit 2 be extended from Hovember 1, 1983
to April 30, 19388. The reasons given for the requested extension in time were:
(1) extended construction period caused by a work stoppage after a denial of an
increase in rates and regualifying and retraining contract personnel after construc-
tion resumed when the increase was approved, (2) improvements in the manner of
implementing HRC requirements including increased amounts of desian work and instal-
lation labor required to complete installation of various components, nipes, cables,
and structural membars, and HRC requlatory requirements some of which resulted

From the Three Mile Island incident, and (3) implementation of work reauirements
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-2 - 7590-01

at a pace consistent with the need to spread financial requirements evenly
throughout the construction period in order to maintain annual financial require-
ments within the capabilities of Commonwealth Edison Company.

This action involves no significant hazards consideration, good cause has
heen 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
sianificant environmental impact and, pursuant to 10 CFR 51.5(d)(4), an environ-
mental impact statement or negative declaration and environmental impact appraisal
need not be prepared in connection with this action.

The applicant's letter, dated September 30, 1982, and the NRC staff's safety
evaluation supporting the Order are available for public inspection at the
Commission's Public Document Room, 1717 H Street, M. ., Washingten, D. €. 20555
and at the Wilmington Township Public Library, 201 S. Kankakee Street, Wilmington,
I1linois 60481,

IT 1S HEREBY ORDERED that the latest construction completion date for CPPR-
132, Unit 1, be extended from November 1, 1982 to Aoril 30, 1987, and for CPPR-133,

Ynit 2, be extended from Hovember 1, 1983 to April 30, 1988.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSIOH

]

Darrell G. Eisenhut, Director
Division of Licensing
nffice of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Date of Issuance; NOV 15 1382

See previous yellow for concurrences
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at a pace consistent with the need to spread financial reguirements aevenly
throughout the construction period in order to maintain annual financial require-
ments within the capabilities of Commonwealth Edison Company.

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, nursggzzéfgﬂl%:%?ﬂ 51.5(d)1{4), an env1r§9—
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The applicant's 1etter dated Septembar 30, 1982, and the NRC staff's safety
evaluation supporting the Order are available for public inspection at the
Commission's Public Document Room, 1717 H Street, N. W., Washington, D. C. 20555
and at the Wilmington Township Public Library, 201 S. Kankakee Street, Hilmington,
I1linois 60481,

IT 1S HEREBY ORDERED that the latest construction completion date for CPPR-
132, Unit 1, be extended from November 1, 1982 to April 30, 1937, and for CPPR-132
Unit 2, be extended from Movenber=§g> 1983 to April 30, 1983.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSIONW

Darrell G. Eisenhut, Director
Division of Licensing
Nffice of Huclear Reactor Regulation

Date of Issuance:
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STAFF SAFETY EVALUATION FOR EXTENSION OF THE
LATEST CONSTRUCTION COMPLETION DATES FOR THE
BRAIDWODD STATION, UHITS 1 AWD 2

INTRODUCTION

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission authorized the construction of the Braidwood
Station, Units 1 and 2 by issuing Construction Permit No. CPPR-132 and Construc-
tion Permit CPPR-133 to the Commonwealth Edison Company on December 31, 1975,
The latest date for completion of Unit 1 was Hovember 1, 1982 and for Unit 2 was
Hovember 1, 1933.

By letter, dated September 30, 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 addi-
tional time of fifty-four months for each unit, i.e., CPPR-132 for Unit ] would
be extended to April 30, 1987 and CPPR-133 for Unit 2 would be extended to

April 30, 1988,

In accordance with 10 CFR Section 50.55(b), the HRC staff, having found good
cause shown, recommends that the latest completion dates of April 30, 1987 for
Unit 1 and April 30, 1988 for Unit 2 be granted for the reasons stated below.

AMNALYSIS

Commonwealth £dison Company stated in the September 30, 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 a work stoppage which occurred at Braidwood
from September 1979 to March 1980, In September 1979 Commonwealth Edison
Company halted work at Braidwood following the 111inois Commerce Commission's
denial of a substantial portion of Commonwealth Edison's request for an
interim increase in rates. Following the I1linois Commerce Commission's
final decision on February 7, 1980 authorizing increased rates, construction
was resumed. Due to effort involved in restoring buildings, equipment and
services, and requalifying and retraining contractor personnel following the
work stoppage, the period of delay attributable to the work stoppage was
substantially in excess of the seven month period during which construction
was halted. As of August 1982, the rate of construction, in terms of manpower,
was back to the level which existed prior to the stoppage.

2. The need for extension is also based upon improvements in the manner in
which Commonwealth Edison Company is implementing NRC requirements, some of
which resulted from the NRC's response to the Three Mile Island incident.
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. S
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The above additional measures have been and are being implemented at a
nace consistent with the Company's need to spread financing requirements
more evenly throughout the construction period in order to keep annual
financing requirements within Commonwealth Edison's capabilities.

Commonwealth Edison Company stated that the 54 months' extension for each 3raidwood
unit has been requested to avoid another construction completion date extension at
some future time should any unanticinated delays in construction actually occur.
However, the present fuel load dates for Braidwood 1 and 2 of April 30, 1985 and
April 30, 1985, respectively, are still considered attainable.

The NRC staff has reviewed the cause for the delay stated in the letter of
September 30, 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 HRC
staff recommends that the construction permits be extended an additional 54 months'
each for Braidwood Units 1 and 2 to provide for schedule delays as requested by
the applicant.

As a result of the review of the Final Safety Analysis Report to date and con-
sidering the nature of the delays, the MRC staff has identified no area of
significant safety consideration in connection with the extension of the con-
struction permit completion dates for the Rraidwood Station, Units 1 and 2.

The only change proposed by the Permittee 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
tvpe 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 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 latest construction
completion dates.

CONCLUSION

The Cormission'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
completion dates for the Braidwood Station, Units 1 and 2 are reasonable and
Justifiable,

The HRC 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 completion dates in Construction Permit Hos. CPPR-132 and CPPR-133

to Aoril 30, 1987 and April 30, 1988, respectively.
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The HRC 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

statement, or negative declaration and environmental impact appraisal, need not

be prepared in conne

Leonard Oishan, Project Hanager
Licensing Branch Ho. 1
Division of Licensing

j]ion with this action.

5, ;-’ 6/

Dated: NOV 3 1382

8. J. Younablood, Chief
Licensing Branch No. 1}
Division of Licensing
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