July 28, 1992
* Docket No. 50-446

Mr. William J. Cahill, Jr.
Group Vice President

TU Electric

400 North Olive Street, L.B. 81
Dallas, Texas 75201

Dear Mr. Cahill:

ORDER EXTENDING THE LATEST CONSTRUCTION COMPLETION DATE OF COMANCHE
PEAK STEAM ELECTRIC STATION, UNIT 2 (TAC NO. M71899)

SUBJECT:

In response to your request of February 3, 1992, as supplemented by letter
dated March 16, 1992, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission has issued an Order
extending the latest construction completion date for Comanche Peak Steam
Electric Station, Unit 2. The Order extends the latest construction
completion date specified in Construction Permit No. CPPR-127 to August 1,
1995.

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

Sincerely,

Original Signed By

Suzanne C. Black, Director

Project Directorate IV-2

Division of Reactor Projects III/IV/V
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosures:
1. Order
2. Evaluation

cc w/enclosures:
See next page

*See previous concurrence
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Mr. William J. Cahill, Jr. -2 - July 28, 1992

cc w/enclosures:

Senior Resident Inspector Jack R. Newman, Esq.
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Newman & Holtzinger
P. 0. Box 1029 1615 L Street, N.W.
Granbury, Texas 76048 Suite 1000

Washington, D. C. 20036
Regional Administrator, Region IV

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Chief, Texas Bureau of Radiation Control
611 Ryan Plaza Drive, Suite 1000 Texas Department of Health
Arlington, Texas 76011 1100 West 49th Street

Austin, Texas 78756
Mrs. Juanita E11is, President

Citizens Association for Sound Energy Honorable Dale McPherson
1426 South Polk County Judge
Dallas, Texas 75224 P. 0. Box 851

Glen Rose, Texas 76043
Owen L. Thero, President
Quality Technology Company
Lakeview Mobile Home Park, Lot 35
4793 East Loop 820 South
Fort Worth, Texas 76119

Mr. Roger D. Walker

Manager, Nuclear Licensing

Texas Utilities Electric Company
400 North Olive Street, L.B. 81
Dallas, Texas 75201

Texas Utilities Electric Company
c/o Bethesda Licensing

3 Metro Center, Suite 610
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

William A. Burchette, Esq.

Counsel for Tex-lLa Electric
Cooperative of Texas

Jorden, Schulte, & Burchette

1025 Thomas Jefferson Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20007

GDS Associates, Inc.

Suite 720

1850 Parkway Place

Marietta, Georgia 30067-8237
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NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
TEXAS UTILITIES ELECTRIC COMPANY, ET AL.
COMANCHE PEAK STEAM ELECTRIC STATION, UNIT 2
DOCKET NO. 50-446

ORDER EXTENDING LATEST CONSTRUCTION COMPLETION DATE

The Texas Utilities Electric Company (TU Electric) is the holder of
Construction Permit No. CPPR-127 issued by the Atomic Energy Commission on
December 19, 1974, for construction of the Comanche Peak Steam Electric
Station, Unit 2, a nuclear facility utilizing a Westinghouse Electric
Corporation nuclear steam supply system, at the Applicant’s site in Somervell
County, Texas. ‘

By letter dated February 3, 1992, as supplemented on March 16, 1992, TU
Electric filed a request for extension of the latest construction completion
date specified in Conﬁtruction Permit No. CPPR-127 to August 1, 1995. In its
Justification for the extension request TU Electric stated that the estimated
one-year suspension of Unit 2 construction, which began in April 1988, was
necessary to allow TU Electric to concentrate its resources on the completion
of Unit 1. The completion and startup of Unit 1 took longer than anticipated,
forcing TU Electric to delay significant design activities on Unit 2 until
June 1990, followed by the resumption of significant construction activity in
January 1991.

As discussed more fully in the staff’s evaluation of the requested
extension, we have concluded good cause has been shéwn for the delay and that
the requested extension is for a reasonable period. We have further concluded
that the requested extension involves no significant hazards consideration,

and therefore no prior public notice is required.

2208030092 920728
zDR ADOCK 050033g6



The NRC staff has prepared an Environmental Assessment and Finding of No
Significant Impact which was published in the Federal Register on June 29,
1992 (57 FR 28885). The NRC staff has concluded that this action will not
have a significant impact on the gquality of the human environment, and
therefore, no environmental impact statement need be prepared.

For further details with respect to this action, see the applicant’s
request for extension dated February 3, 1992, as supplemented by letter dated
March 16, 1992, and the staff’s evaluation of the request, which are available
for public inspection at the Commiésion’§ Public Document Room, the Gelman
Building, 2120 L Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20555, and at the University
of Texas at Arlington Library, Government Publications/Maps, 701 South Cooper,
P. 0. Box 19497, Arlington, Texas 76019.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the latest construction completion date for
CPPR-127 be extended to August 1, 1995.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

e 27—

Bruce A. Boger, Director
Division of Reactor Projects III/IV/V
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Dated at Rockville, Maryland
this 28thday of July 1992.
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SAFETY EVALUATION OF REQUEST FOR EXTENSION

OF THE LATEST CONSTRUCTION PERMIT COMPLETION DATE

TEXAS UTILITIES ELECTRIC COMPANY, ET AL.

COMANCHE PEAK STEAM ELECTRIC STATION, UNIT 2

DOCKET NO. 50-446

1.0 INTRODUCTION

By letter dated February 3, 1992, as supplemented March 16, 1992, Texas
Utilities Electric Company (TU Electric) applied for an extension of the
construction completion date for Construction Permit CPPR-127 for Comanche
Peak Steam Electric Station, Unit 2. TU Electric requested that the latest
completion date be extended for up to three years, to August 1, 1995.

TU Electric previously requested an extension to the latest construction
completion date in the 1987 - 1988 timeframe. This extension request was
necessary to complete an intensive program of review and reinspection to
provide evidence of the safe design and construction of Comanche Peak Steam
tlectric Station, Units 1 and 2. This program, along with the concentration
of TU Electric resources on completing Unit 1 (necessitating a temporary
suspension of Unit 2 construction), resulted in the Applicant’s request to
extend the latest construction completion date to August 1, 1992. As
established by Commission Order on November 18, 1988, the Applicant’s request
was approved.

Due primarily to the unanticipated delay in completing construction and
licensing efforts on Unit 1, the Applicant has requested an extension of the
construction completion date for Unit 2. Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.55(b) the
Applicant’s request must show good cause for the extension and be for a
reasonable time period. The staff has reviewed TU Electric’s request based on
the criterion specified in 10 CFR 50.55(b) and has provided the following
evaluation.

2.0 EVALUATION
Good Cause

In their February 3, 1992, submittal TU Electric states that good cause exists
to warrant the construction completion date extension request. TU Electric’s
previous request for an extension of the latest construction completion date
was predicted based upon an estimated one-year suspension in construction,
beginning in April 1988. The purpose of the suspension was to allow TU
Electric to concentrate its resources on the completion of Unit 1. Unit 1 was
not licensed until February 1990. As a result of concentrating on Unit 1
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construction completion, licensing, and initial power operation, TU Electric
did not resume significant design activities for Unit 2 until June 1990,
followed by the resumption of significant construction activity in January
1991. Thus, the period of suspension of Unit 2 work lasted much longer than
originally estimated (close to three years versus the one year originally
estimated). The longer period reflected the time needed to complete
construction and startup of Unit 1.

In the staff’s judgment, TU Electric has been assiduous in their efforts to
detect and correct actual and potential violations of NRC regulations and
complete the construction of the plant. Although their intensive program of
review and reinspection lasted longer than predicted, it was essential to
providing the requisite assurance of proper design and construction prior to
Unit 1 licensing. Design and construction work on Unit 2 was appropriately
deferred to allow for the knowledge gained from the reinspections and
corrective action program to be applied to Unit 2.

The staff believes that neither the extent nor the complexity of the
reinspections and reverifications could have been foreseen when the Applicant
previously requested, and was granted, an extension of the latest construction
completion date to August 1, 1992. The unanticipated prolonged suspension in
the construction of Unit 2, for the purpose of reverifying design and
completing Unit 1 construction and initial operation, warrants an extension of
the construction permit for Unit 2. The staff, therefore, concludes that the
Applicant has demonstrated good cause for the delay which warrants an
extension of the construction permit for Unit 2.

Reasonableness of the Period of Time Requested

TU Electric has requested to extend the construction permit for three years,
from August 1, 1992 to August 1, 1995. TU Electric states that this time
period is needed to provide a period of continuous construction and testing,
plus a contingency period for any unanticipated delays.

TU Electric currently estimates completion of construction in December 1992.
The Applicant is maintaining relatively close to its planned construction and
testing schedule. The three year extension request provides an adequate
contingency period, and sets an acceptable end date where the construction
permit would need to be reevaluated for environmental impacts.

The staff has evaluated TU Electric’s request and agrees that the period of
time requested for the extension of the Tatest construction completion date is
reasonable.

3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

The staff has also considered the environmental impacts of the construction
permit, and has determined that the proposed action does not entail any
construction activities significantly different from those that were
considered in the Final Environmental Statement (FES) for Comanche Peak Units
1 and 2. The NRC staff requested and reviewed a supplemental submittal
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dated March 16, 1992, which clarified groundwater usage. The staff verified
that conservative estimates of groundwater use are within those Timits
originally evaluated and authorized by the NRC staff. The NRC staff concludes
that the proposed action will not alter the conclusions reached in the FES.
Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.32, the Commission has determined that extending the
construction completion date will have no significant impact on the
environment (57 FR 28885).

4.0 CONCLUSION

The staff, based on the above evaluation, concludes that pursuant to 10 CFR
50.55(b), the applicant has shown good cause for the delay and that the
requested extension is for a reasonable period of time. Since the request is
merely for more time to complete construction already authorized under
Construction Permit No. CPPR-127 and does not seek authorization for
activities not previously authorized, it does not involve a significant
increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated, or create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident
from any accident previously evaluated, or involve a significant reduction in
a margin of safety. Accordingly, the staff has concluded that the action does
not involve a significant hazards consideration and no prior notice of
issuance of the extension to the latest construction completion date is
necessary in accordance with 10 CFR 50.92(a).

Based upon the above evaluation the staff has concluded that the issuance of
an Order extending the latest completion date for construction of Comanche
Peak Steam Electric Station, Unit 2 is reasonable and should be authorized.
The Tatest completion date should be extended to August 1, 1995.

Principal Contributors: Scott Flanders
Brian Holian

Date:  July 28, 1992



