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Pacific Gas and

Electric Company® .
John S. Keenan 77 Beale Street, Mailcode B32
Senior Vice President San Francisco, CA 94105

Generation & Chief Nuclear Officer Mailing Address

Mail Code B32, Room 3235
P. 0. Box 770000

January 19, 2006 : | San Francisco, CA 94177
PG&E Letter DCL-06-007 o 253 4684

Fax: 4156.973.2313

U.S. Nuclear Régulatory Commission
ATTN: Document Control Desk
Washington, D.C. 20555-0001

Docket No. 50-275, OL-DPR-80

Docket No. 50-323, OL-DPR-82

Diablo Canyon Units 1 and 2

License Amendment Request 06-03

Application for License Amendments to Delete Antitrust License Conditions.

Dear Commissions avnd Staff:

In accordance with 10 CFR 50.90, enclosed is an application for amendment to
‘Facility Operating License Nos. DPR-80 and DPR-82 for Units 1 and 2 of the Diablo
Canyon Power Plant (DCPP), respectively. The enclosed License Amendment
Request (LAR) proposes to delete Appendix C, “Antitrust Conditions,” from the
facility operating licenses.

The reasoning of a Commission decision in 2003 suggests that the NRC has no
legal authority to continue to impose the DCPP antitrust conditions. Although that
decision has been vacated as moot, the policy and analysis therein remain relevant.
Furthermore, in light of changes in the regulation of the electric industry since the
antitrust conditions were first adopted, the conditions are no longer necessary to
serve the original intended purpose.

Enclosure 1 contains a description of the proposed change, the supporting analyses,
and the no significant hazards consideration determination. Enclosure 2 contains
the marked-up facility operating license pages.

Pacific Gas and Electric Company (FG&E) has determined that this LAR does not
involve a significant hazards consideration as determined per 10 CFR 50.92.

- Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b), no environmental impact statement or environmental
' | ‘assessment needs to be prepared in connection with the issuance of this

amendment. The change proposed in this LAR is not required to address an
immediate safety concern. Approval is requested by January 27, 2007. PG&E
requests the license amendment be made effective upon NRC issuance, to be
implemented within 90 days from the date of issuance.

A member of the STARS (Strategic Teaming and Resource Sharing) Alliance
Callaway  Comanche Peak e Diablo Canyon e Palo Verde e South Texas Project ¢ Wolf Creek A,O( ) l
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If you have any\,questlons or require addltlonal information, please contact

Stan Ketelsen ét (805) 545-4720. Selrylce upon PG&E of comments, hearing
requests, or other correspondence or bleadmgs should be made to the undersigned,
and to Rlchard F Locke, Esq., Pacific Gas and Electric Company, 77 Beale Street,
B30A, San Francisco, California 94105 and to David A. Repka, Esq.,

Wlnston & Strawn LLP, 1700 K Street, N W., Washington, D.C. 20006.

Sincerely,

J S. Keena

S&plor Vice President — Generation and Chief Nuclear Officer

jer1/3664

Enclosures ,

cc: Edgar Bailey, DHS
Terry W. Jackson
Bruce S. Mallett
Diablo Distribution

cc/enc: Alan B. Wang

A member of the STARS (Strategic Teaming and Resource Sharing) Alliance
Callaway ¢ Comanche Peak e Diablo Canyon e Palo Verde » South Texas Project ¢ Wolf Creek
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Docket No. 50-275
Facility Operating License
-No. DPR-80

In the Matter of
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

Docket No. 50-323
Facility Operating License
No. DPR-82

Diablo Canyon Power Plant
Units 1 and 2

' “ag” g g vt “ng’ “upt

AFFIDAVIT

John S. Keenan, of lawful age, first being duly sworn upon oath says that he is
Senior Vice President - Generation and Chief Nuclear Officer of Pacific Gas and
Electric Company; that he has executed License Amendment Request 06-03 on
behalf of said company with full power and authority to do so; that he is familiar with
the content thereof; and that the facts stated therein are true and correct to the best
of his knowledge, information, and belief.

jor Vice PreSident - Generation and Chief Nuclear Officer

Subscribed and sworn to before me on this 19" day of January, 2006, by
John S. Keenan, personally known to me or proved to me on the basis of
satisfactory evidence to be the person who appeared before me.

aﬂ"?\ £ wilo Nnakn

Notary \J
State of California
County of San Francisco

AMY EMIKO NONAKA
Commission # 1393845
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EVALUATION
DESCRIPTION

This letter is a request to amend Facility Operating Licenses DPR-80 and
DPR-82 for Units 1 and 2 of the Diablo Canyon Power Plant (DCPP),
respectively.

This License Amendment Request (LAR) proposes to delete Appendix C,
“Antitrust Conditions,” from the facility operating licenses.

PROPOSED CHANGE

The proposed change would delete Section 2.F, “Antitrust,” and Appendix C,
“Antitrust Conditions,” from the facility operating licenses.

Enclosure 2 contains the marked-up facility operating Iicensé pages.

ANALYSIS
Introduction

The Facility Operating Licenses for DCPP, Units 1 and 2, Nos. DPR-80 and
DPR-82, presently include certain antitrust license conditions, which are set forth
in Appendix C to the licenses. The antitrust license conditions impose what are
known as the “Stanislaus Commitments,” which, as is discussed further below,
derived from the licensing process for the proposed, but never completed,
Stanislaus Nuclear Plant. Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) in this
application requests amendments to the DCPP facility operating licenses to
delete these antitrust license conditions. As reflected in a 2003 Commission
decision (which subsequently became moot), it appears to PG&E that there is no
legal authority in the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (AEA or Act), or in
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission’s (NRC) regulations, for the NRC to
continue to impose these conditions absent PG&E’s consent. Moreover, in light
of changes in the electric industry, NRC imposition of the conditions and the
prospect of NRC enforcement of the conditions are no longer necessary to serve
the original intended purpose.

Background on the DCPP Antitrust Conditions

Both DCPP units were (and remain) licensed to operate under Section 104.b of
the AEA. The Section 104 designation (or class of license) resulted from the fact
that the DCPP construction permits were issued on April 23, 1968 (Unit 1), and
December 9, 1970 (Unit 2), that is, prior to the December 1970 amendments to
the AEA. Section 104.b licenses issued prior to enactment of the 1970
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amendments were generally exempt from antitrust review under Section 105 of
the AEA and, therefore, generally did not include antitrust license conditions.

The 1970 amendments to the AEA resulted from Public Law 91-560, enacted on
December 19, 1970. Congress at that time specifically amended the licensing
provisions of Section 102 of the Act and recast the antitrust review provisions of
Section 105.c. The AEA, as amended, requires that licenses for commercial
power reactors issued after the date of the amendment be issued under
Section 103. See AEA § 102.a; 42 United States Code (U.S.C.) § 2132(a)
Further, the AEA, as amended, requires the NRC to conduct antitrust reviews of
applications for construction permits and operating lrcenses issued under Section
103. See AEA § 105 c(2); 42 U.S. C. § 2135 (c)(2)." Plants with Section 104.b
construction permrts as of December 19, 1970, such as DCPP, were
“grandfathered” under the 1970 amendments from antitrust review. See
AEA § 102.b; 42 U.S.C. § 2132(b).2 That is, the operating license applications
for Section 104 b construction permit holders were not subject to antitrust review.

Notwrthstandmg the Sectlon 104.b status of the DCPP licenses, the DCPP
operating licenses presently include the Stanislaus Commitments as antitrust
license conditions i in Appendix C. The Stanislaus Commitments were added to
the DCPP constructlon permits by the NRC with the consent of PG&E, by an
amendment dated December 6, 1978.3 (A copy of the NRC's amendment is
provided as Exhibit1 hereto.) These license conditions were carried forward into
the DCPP operatlng licenses when those licenses were issued in November
1984 and August 1985. The Stanislaus Commitments derived from the
Section 105 pre-llcensmg antitrust review of PG&E'’s proposed (and later
canceled) Stanislaus Nuclear Project, not from antitrust review of either the
DCPP construction permrt or operating license applications.

' Prior to the 1970 amendments antitrust reviews were triggered only by a Commission finding

of “practical value for a class of Ilcens s under Section 102 of the Act. Had a practical value
finding been made tor t:ommercral reactors, the Commission would have begun issuing
Section 103 Ilcenses to facilities within' the class and then only after a pre-licensing antitrust
review. The 1970 amendments deleted the Section 102 language which had provided for the

“practical value fi ndmg. The amendments substituted the current language which states, in
effect, that llcenses issued after the date of enactment (December 19, 1970) shall be issued
under Section 103. ‘i l

Under Sectro‘n 105. c(3) Sectron 104, b Ircenses could have been subject to a Section 105
antitrust revrew only if they were reverse-grandfathered This could have occurred if any
person had mterve jed or pétrtloned to intervene in the construction permit proceeding to
address antrtrust consrderatrons After the 1970 amendments upon a tlmely wrrtten request

connection wrth the operatlng license: for the “reverse-grandfathered” plant. It does not
appear from a review of the records that DCPP fell into this category of Section 104.b
licensees that were subjected to an operating license antitrust review.

See Pacific Gas and Electric Co. (Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant, Units 1 and 2);
Issuance of Amendment to Construction Permits, 43 Federal Register (Fed. Reg.) 59,934
(Dec. 22, 1978).
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The Stanlslaus Commltments were onglnally made by PG&E to the United States
Department of Justlce (DOJ) in connection with DOJ's pre-licensing antitrust
review of the Stanlslaus project. The commitments were made in a letter from
PG&E to DOJof A‘pnl 30, 1976. The commitments provided DOJ with the basis
to recommend to’ the Commission that no antitrust hearing would be necessary in
connection W|th a construction permit application for the Stanislaus project.

DOJ’s recommendatlon was stated in an advice letter to the NRC dated

May 5, 1976. On May 17, 1976, the NRC issued a notice of receipt of the DOJ
advice letter.* ‘The NRC notice includes the full text of PG&E'’s commitment letter
to DOJ, the commitments themselves, and DOJ's advice letter to the
Commission. (A cgpy of the notice is provided as Exhibit 2 hereto.)

In connection with ?the' Stanislaus Commitments, and as reflected in the letters

included in the Comrriission’s 1976 notice, PG&E also agreed that:

“In the event that PG&E'’s application for a construction permit for the
Stanislaus Nuclear Project Unit 1 is withdrawn, or that a construction
permit for such unit is not issued by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
prior to July 1, 1978, PG&E: is willing to have its license(s) for Diablo
Canyon Nuclear Power Plant, Units 1 and 2, amended to incorporate the
comm/tments

No construction permit for the Stanislaus project was ever issued.® However,
long before that pro;ect was terminated, and consistent with the July 1, 1978,
deadline set in the .commitment above, on September 15, 1978, the NRC,
apparently on its Iownilnmatlve sent a letter (a copy is provided as Exhibit 3
hereto) to PG&E advising as follows:
.
“To date a construction permit for the Stanislaus Nuclear Project Unit 1
has not‘bee‘n iSsued. Accordingly, in keeping with the above quoted

Pacific Gas and Electnc Co.; Receipt of Attorney General’'s Advice and Time for Filing
Petitions to Interyene on Antltrust Matters, 41 Fed. Reg. 20,225 (May 17, 1976).

|
5 41 Fed. Reg. at gq 226 col. 2.

4

With respect to th ap lication for the Stanislaus Nuclear Project, several interested parties,
including No ‘hern California Power Agency (NCPA), disagreed with the DOJ
recommendation ti:-at ho NRC antitrust hearing was necessary and, accordingly, requested a
hearing. A lléenm g board was appointed to preside. The licensing board granted the
petitions to mterve e and requests for hearing of NCPA and others. Pac. Gas & Elec. Co.
(Stanislaus Nucle r Pro;ect Unit 1), LBP-77-26, 5 NRC 1017 (1977). Litigation was actively
pursued for several years thereafter. The licensing proceeding was eventually terminated in
1983, after PG&E'é decrsmn not to pursue the project. See Pac. Gas & Elec. Co. (Stanislaus
Nuclear Project, Uplt 1) LBP-83-2, 17 NRC 45 (1983) (granting PG&E’s motion to withdraw
its construction permit application without prejudice). The agreement in 1976 to impose the
conditions via the DCPP license pending the licensing of Stanislaus appears to have simply
been a vehicle at the time to expedite imposing the commitments by license condition (that is,
pending completion of Stanislaus licensing).

3
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Company commitment, this is to advise you that it is our present intention
to amend Construction Permits CPPR-39 and CPPR-69 issued to the
Company on April 23, 1968, and December 9, 1970, respectively, for
Diablo Canyon Nuclear Plant, Units 1 and 2 to incorporate as conditions
the Statement of Commitments appended to the Company’s letter of
April 30, 1976. We expect these amendments to be issued pursuant to
the Commission’s regulations sometime in October.”

PG&E replied on September 19, 11978, stating that it “has no objection to the
amendment of the Construction Permits as proposed in your letter.”® (A copy of
PG&E'’s letter is provided as Exhibit 4 hereto.) The construction permit
amendment discussed above (Exhibit 1) ensued shortly thereafter. (Exhibit 5
hereto is a copy of the notice of the amendment.) Subsequently, when the NRC
issued the Section 104.b operating licenses for DCPP Units 1 and 2, the agency
simply incorporated the antitrust license conditions as they currently appear.

Authority to Impose the DCPP Antitrust Conditions

The Commission discussed the history and legal status of the DCPP antitrust
license conditions in Pacific Gas and Electric Co. (Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power
Plant, Units 1 and 2), CLI-03-2, 57 NRC 19, 30-36 (2003), vacated as moot,
Northern California Power Agency v. NRC, 393 F.3d 223 (D.C. Cir. 2004). The
context in that case was different than the present context; at the time, PG&E
was considering a plan of reorganization for the company to emerge from
bankruptcy that involved disaggregation of PG&E’s various businesses and that
required transfers of the NRC operating licenses for DCPP. The specific issue
before the Commission was the treatment of the antitrust license conditions in
the transferred licenses. The Commission in CLI-03-2 concluded that there
would be “no legal underpinning for transferring the Stanislaus-triggered DCPP
antitrust condition to new entities to be created under the proposed PG&E
reorganization plan” (id. at 34) and declined to “reenact the DCPP antitrust

conditions as part of the [proposed] DCPP license transfer” (id. at 35). The issue
in that decision subsequently became moot, because PG&E reached a
settlement agreement in its bankruptcy case, accepting and ultimately
implementing an alternative plan of reorganization that did not involve ,
disaggregation or NRC license transfers and, therefore, the decision was vacated
by the Court of Appeals.® Nonetheless, the legal analysis and policy

7 Letter, Jerome Saltzman, Chief, Antitrust and Indemnity Group, Office of Nuclear Reactor

Regulation, to John C. Morrissey, Vice President and General Counsel, PG&E, dated
September 15, 1978.

Letter, John C. Morrissey, Vice President and General Counsel, PG&E, to Jerome Saltzman,
Chief, Antitrust and Indemnity Group, Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation, dated September
19, 1978.

®  The NRC approved the DCPP license transfers on May 27, 2003. However, following
settlement of the bankruptcy case arid implementation of the alternative reorganization plan,

4
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considerations in that Commission decision are useful and support the current
LAR.

Presenﬂy, PG&E remains the licensee for the DCPP units. The licenses remain
Section 104.b licenses, as discussed above. As the Commission observed in
CLI-03-2:

“The AEA gives the NRC no separate authority, independent of the
Stanislaus proceeding, to impose antitrust license conditions on PG&E
with respect to DCPP. This is because DCPP was licensed pursuant to
section 104 of the AEA — a section excluding license applicants for
“research and development” plants, such as DCPP, from antitrust review
(except under circumstances not present here). The Commission’s initial
authority to impose antitrust conditions on PG&E came from the now-
defunct Stanislaus proceeding (a license review based on an application
submitted under section 103). Now that it is clear that the section 103
Stanislaus proceeding will not be reopened, we lack an antitrust “hold” on
PG&E.”

Id. at 34 (footnote omitted).10 This assessment confirms that DCPP was exempt
from antitrust review during its licensing and strongly suggests that the
Commission now lacks the authority to continue to impose these conditions on
PG&E, at least absent PG&E's consent to maintain those conditions in the
licenses. Quite simply, the Commission lacks an antitrust hold on PG&E. This
conclusion applies regardless of the fact that the DCPP licenses are not now
being transferred.

The Commiission’s sole antitrust authority derives from Section 105 of the AEA.
In CLI-03-2, the Commission noted its “obligation to respect our congressional
grant of authority,” citing precedent for the proposition that an agency’s
jurisdiction may not extend beyond the boundaries defined by Congress.

Id. at 34. The Commission also, previously, thoroughly analyzed its Section 105

on April 12, 2004, PG&E notified the NRC that it would not implement the license transfers
and that the transfer consent would, by its terms, become null and void on May 31, 2004.
PG&E, on April 13, 2004, moved to ferminate the NRC adjudicatory proceeding that gave rise
to CLI-03-02. The Commission grarited that motion in CLI-04-18, dated July 7, 2004. The
Commission decision in CLI-03-02 was the subject of a petition for review in the United

States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit, Docket No. 03-1038. That
petition for review was dismissed as moot by an unpublished order of April 16, 2003. The
Court of Appeals subsequently vacated CLI-03-02 in accordance with A.L. Mechling Barge
Lines, Inc. v. United States, 368 U.S. 324 (1961)), because the Commission decision became
moot pending judicial review.

' See also Florida Power & Light Co. (St. Lucie Plant, Unit 1; Turkey Point Plant, Units 3 and
4), ALAB-428, 6 NRC 221, 224 (1977); Toledo Edison Co. (Davis-Besse Nuclear Power
Station, Unit 1), ALAB-323, 3 NRC 331 (1976) (reactors licensed as research and
development facilities prior to the 1970 antitrust amendments are excluded from antitrust
review).
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"UNITED STATES

-'NUCLEAh REGULATORY, COLMISION ©
’ ' wnsnmc'rcw §-5 c 20555 -

QE' 0 5 ﬁﬂ?

bd&ket.ﬂcs.A56¥275
: and 50-323-

_;Mr. John c Morrissey - R

‘Vice President &:Generdl Counsel‘--v
Pacific Gas & Electr1c owpany -

77:8Bgale:Street. . :
;7 San Franc1sco, Californxa 94106

; Dear Hr. Morrlssey

. SUBJECT: - AME NDHENT VOS. 1. AND 4 TO CPPR .39 AND CPPR-69 -
- (D1ablo Canyon Nuclear Pouer Plant}

1In. your Tetter, to. the U. S¢ Departrunt of Justice (DOJ) deted April uo
- 1976, you: stated: ‘that, 2An ‘the. event a construction permit for tne Stan1s’°us
1Huc1ear Project was- not ssued”by the NRC. prior.to July 1, 1978, PGLE was’
W .ing:tc have s License(s). for»tbe DiabYo Cenyon kucle r Pouer ”‘ert:,
”1ncorpor e certain antitrust conﬂ1unen»s.,.,bzs
o] Etre?DGJ adv151ng ‘the NRC that- ag-antitrics’
cnnection with licensing:-the ‘Stenislaus” Pro*ect.'
advice ;a let»er daCed ﬂay Sy 197». "E

UThe Ded”provide

Since no cons*ruc 1on perm1; for the Stanis!aus Proaect had ye* been {ssuzd, "
the NRC: staff .advised’ PGAE, in’a lefter dated September 15,.1978, .0f i.s T
intentfon to include thas antit rust cormitments. as cond‘t1ons in uh d1,.?:
- .Caryon Construction Permits. ‘PG2E. responded jna-letter dated Sepn-:' ....
1978, stat1ng that it had ne ObJECuTOﬂ %t0° such an anendment. I

lfAccordincly, Lhe ﬂuc ear Rngulatorv Cowmlssion has ISsued Aﬂhudnenf tos.
Vand 4, respective1y- to the- Prov1s1ona] uonsgructiOn Permit Nos. CPPR-22
and- CP?n-GQ to provide for the addition of certain antitrust conditicns
“t0.the ‘Construction: Permits. We have determined that the. an;ndﬂents '
are: adn1nistrat1ve actions. which. do not alter:environmental impacts
. descrided in the: Final Environmentd1 Stateﬂent or create new impacts no:
+ previously addressed: in"the statements Therefore, no env1ron"enta1 BN

impact appralsal or negat1ve declaratxon ﬂéLd be prepared._




" Mr. John C. Morrissey c-.— 26

Copves of Amendment No. 1 to CPPQ 3 andlanéndren Ho. 4 to CDPPR-62 ar.:
enclosad. - Also enclosed is a copy of a related notice which has been.
fochrded to. the 01f1ce of the FEDERA L RES!ST”Q for publicet! on.”

S1ncerely,.

g

L —_‘ ey ) . )
_ ( | j \ ) )
N hale'el N\ :-J\ 5

- . Roger S. Boyd, Direttor N/
Division of Froject Menacement .

~ Office of Huclear Reactor Rggu?atizh”

‘Enclosures.

1. - Amendment Nos. 1 and 4 40

) CPPR~-39 ‘arid CPPR-69 = -

2. FEDERAL REGISTER tHotice:

- 3. Evaluation Supporting: Anendments

-ces W/encTOSUres;;,Sée-ant page
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20355 -
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¥

fwafn.ngton D. C.

-Alan S, Rosent!aI,
" Atomic Safety &

UL 05 75

br. Qs Reed Johnson-

" . Atemic Safety & Licensing_"

ﬂppeal Board

U. S. Muclear Regu1a»ory

‘Commission
20555

€sq. P
Licensing
Appeal: Board

.U, S. nuclear Regula ory o

-Conrtaission

“Washington, 0:.C.. 20555
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.'c. :nr lcr':T TO pqo"ls [L \L CO.ISTRUCTIO PER!’![T

Amendment Ho. -1 L
Constructuon Pnrn1t nO. CER? 3

.'w-vd7"g'1ﬂ the Consfruct101 ?erm.t tbe antxtrast commtcuent=<,
n PGAE's - Yetter of April:30, 1276 to the Departinent.of
ti:n, complier with the. standards and requ1renent° of the Atcinic
“un ot ‘of. 1554, as amended, and the Coum1sswon 3 regulatwon;
R :~‘~h in 10 (J'R C‘lapter 1;

b‘l

il Thé iz uance o‘:-nxs awendwent is in accordance with 10 CFR Pert 51;

will not be 1n1m1ca1 to the commo.v

3. Fhe
B heal*h and safetj of -the pub‘uc, and

' 4. HPricvncan1c not1¢e of th1s amendnent is not requ1red s1nce the
: e =nt dues not 1nvo]ve & s‘gnaficant hazards considerac1oq.

At

*s.:.a;ééfd.,q:,, LG-SthCuIOﬂ Perm - Now. CPPR- 3° is herehy amnnded bv
: -addﬁnb é_nel par- *aph 2:0.- which reads as follows'"

. :2.D.. This: Conscructxdn Permwt is subJect to the f0110w1n0 ant1trust
S 'co...,w**on5° ' .

.

(l){,'%ﬁﬁaf*n1*1cns f

-Nﬂll.

- "irpga.ant" meqrs PgC1f1C Gas and Electrwc COﬂnanv any
~.'surces~nr corporac1on or any- assignee of fhis lice”se.

L)
e
~r

Ko
B~ SR
~ "

(1) ¢b) '“Serv1ce Area" means that eréa within che exterior
-'-f~”“;ageo"rapn1c b0undar1es ofthe several areas electr.c.l.)
served .at retail, now or in the future, by Applicant,
ané’ those areas in Northern and Central Californie
ﬂ.éd:étpht“thQYETO; . : : .

e .(1)(;)5_"ﬂeinhbcr1ng Ent1cv" meens a f1nanc1a11y res*ensfbia ,
R privale or pub’lic Eﬂ'i.y or lawful-gssoCiation therect
. owning, ccw;rattu 11y controlling or cperating, cr in
~geod f ith- rrcros ng to own, to contractuallv cor‘“"’
or to sperate Tacilities for the generatisn, or trans-
missinn t 60 m1.ovol*s or above, of electrric. power
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-cally: fea'1b‘e o. ¢irect 1ntercowrect10n Wit tho

(1d)

(1) (e)

e

_ (ii(é)

which mests cech: ﬂ"Tne"fo1lo“inu eriterfar -

‘facilities” ?ve er-will he located . within tha Servii

- “trolling; «r cperating generation facilities is te
- in the ﬁrrv ce Arae the power genereted; and (4) it )
T 0r upon Cumiagncenis 2nl ot Qperations will be, a pudbld
©utikity reaulated under applicable state lan or tbe
."Federal Puher Act, or: eaenpted from reghlat1on by.
virtuerof the fact_*haf it is & federal, staee nun1C1ca7- :

"or other by b11c cne1xy.

irespdnsib]é privete cr public entity-which- éngases, .or -

.plnctr1c poviar at ‘retail and -which meets each of the
criteria numbered (l), (2), and (4) in subparag"aph

'~ideprecwat on and costs of capital including a fair and
. reasonable return on Applicant's investment, which ara
properly allocable to the particular service or
,Lransactwon as determined-by the regulatory authority
“having:jurs isdiction over the particular service or ’

transace10ﬂ.

.and- equ1p~ene, 1nn!ud'ng lévels of reserves nd orovisisn
for contwnr‘n01°s, a3 modified from time to.time, thasz, ﬂ
.are. comnoniy-.used .in the Service frea to’ opevat:,‘re; 30

~  for-the conservaticn o. natura) resources .and-the protas.::
--of the.environment of the Service Area, provided SUfh
practices, methods and equipment are not unreasonabzv

“availablé to the customer at ail ts imes and for which,

e

(1),
existing. or. nrepn,eu facilities are or wx!: be t

5
of Applicant: (2} all or part of its eiisting or pr:

(3) its prindry PUTEaSE for owning, contractually.c

?Mejghbfr}ug Distributicn Systes™ heans 2_findncially -

in.good faith progcses to engage, in the d‘seri ution of

(c) abo»e.

"Costs" ncens all cap1ea1 expend1tures administrative,
general eperdation and maintenance :expenses, texes,

“Good Ut:lity Dr*ct.cp“ means those eracewces re*nc“..

and: Snf“Iy, ¢léctric paszr facilities to.serve @ utilis:
own -customers: depencatl iy and econcmically, with due rofidvs

restrictlve. -

"Firn Po:er“ tmesns - th poser n vich {s 1neended to be

in order to achidve that deares of aviilabi Tity, de
insealled and spinning reserves and sufficient t'anr*?-
to move such power and reserves to the load. center ere
provvded. . .




«5

[ 3
tc d

u,b,,e"!'

“Ahe power_ 3rtcr ssng; ‘e
_1eve! to- ‘h7' main.;.v+;

:?J anree ;hat pa
an 'spec1al fac1l1twas ar- nq*1"

e“cownecngnb '
ss, o;herw ce. agracffb=s

e, o




-y

.

3 not prohxbu ‘_nv oo 3
”fronnectlon agree"“"‘:.'
receive aoaquate oo
rL1on crr~nccwent wish

ity 7rauf1CE as-a. r’s'
lxc wt me y term1nai-~

are"he 1nterrupt1a| ar

. ;{:5'

V. : ex.shlng withoit a - - .
gi , ection arrardemanf zre increased by reatur
“af" ‘the_néw arrangeq;.u, then. the, other pariy-or oart:e:
“may .be required to: install or.provide adontaona] reser'e
in the full amount of such increa_-. . ,



(i)fé3' APPI1Cunt sba11;af*er £ coord*na ‘e mainte ,n"i‘f“'f.

(3)(b) Appl1cant ana e\ghbcrwnc Entit?
connects. shall Jo1nt-v es:ac]ifv
- thé. minimus. spinning reserves {5 b
,:1nterconnect1on agrecnant, b.lﬁt
: :agreed upon; §p1nn1nc reserves ol
ar percentave of peeak’ lchu dand tho u**"w.
_.percentage shall be at ledst el
. -reserive- pnrcentafe r"houf the- iulue
L nEntityishatl. not.-be roeguired to e
. ““for:-that portion of its Voad whi "’"n
-<ﬁpurcha5es»oﬁuFrrm:Poner; “phile different spinding resor
e Centa S - May - be’ Sﬁ“CILTCd in vﬂv1cus‘.nter 0n EC:T”fv
y v =i

ent 0 party. toian’ 1n'cvf nnECt]‘W

"”rOV!ﬁas; excep
:,.caﬂf 7u=f¢providn :

. _reaéon of the new- arr»ngement thon thn o*hc. party ar.
- parties. may be: required.to. provide additional qp1nn n;
',reserV°s in the full amcunt of such 1ncrce:a.

f’Igh;vv:x~';nt
aserves it hasdge $t=
23 aurnewen;;,g,;"

- with Neighboring Entities.iftercennacted witi Apptrgas-
and- to. er*h;nce orosel ‘maintensnce cepacity and engrgy’
- onergy are availsh} R nd-it dz
,~*reasonabl to: do”vo i nééoraautc with Gao BEiity .
--Practvce.., - B




: _"‘(4 ) .

'7fi~Ut111ty Pract1ce may Just1fy -different .rates, terms &ns.
. conditions. ‘Applicant’ sha11 respond promptly to 1rc-*ri-

.- réservetagreed upon with: App11ca" ., agrees Lo use: dn=;
diligence-tqg correct  thie emergency, and egrees to sei:
‘émergency ‘pover toApplicant. Applicant shall enaec»‘~u

' such transactions are available from other: sources, but

3,'serv1ce to App11cant S reta1l or wholesale pewer cust

. and’ energy, timited-term capacity and-energy, .ong—*c.
. ‘capacity and.energy-or :economy energy,’ Applxcanc shcl-.
~ on & falr and. equwtab1e basis,. enter:into like-or. sn.».d
.fagreements with-any; Ne1ghboring Encity, when such for:
Cof capacity and’ energy- are: available ‘recognizing th"

‘Hholesale Power Sales

. Upon request App11cant shall offer to sell firm, fu'
... . partial requirements’ power. for.a sp°C1fied period tc. z: .
-~H,interconnected Yeighboring: Cﬂtluy or Neighboring. Dvsc.:;;
"~ -bution: System under. a contract- with’ reasonablc terms -

-~ ‘conditions. ¥Ac]
~“recover its’ Costs. :Such wholesale power ‘sales fusy. i
consistent with-Good Utility Practicei: Applicant snalt

" not- have ava11ablejsuff1c1e t. generat1on or- transmissx'
Cto: supply the.requested.service or if the sale would
' service to its retail. custoders or its ab1l1cy to d.,

_prior commltments. -

' \
Emergency Power _ ],
y
hpplzcant shall sell energency rouer to any 1ncerccr
Neighboring Entity which maintains the level of. mini:

such.transactions if and when capacrty and cnergy for

e

.o the-extent:that it can ‘de So without . dimpairing

‘ ab:litv to discharge prwor commltmer'

1€ _ea or hereafter f1le w1*hn
éﬁ”Comnission,' greements or rale: schedu.e.“u,
;For-the 'sale and purchase of. short-term ¢&

"'-A

past experience, different. economic conditions ang Lo’

-

of “Neighboring ‘Entities” ‘concerning -the davailability o Fta
such forms of capac1ty and energy from its system.

H‘

- m e
I

Luding prov1s{ons which permit Appli cvrrﬁic-

not be. required to. sell. Firn Pover at wholesale if it .



g T _--f s v‘ e -
. J
-‘7 -
A7) Transmission Services
{7)(a) Applicant shall transmit power pursuant Lo infiws wediio
agreements, with provisions which aere appropens tu T

‘requested-transaction.and which are consistam wilt
license conditions. Except as listed helow, sui

shall be provided (1) between two or aiong. more p3d

Neighboring Entities or sections of a useighberin Io

- gystem which are geographically separated, with ~whis

"now or in-the future, Applicant ‘is-irterconnecisi, |

-

between a:Neighboring Entity-with which, now or ¢
future, it is interconnected and ona or more ..l
Distribution.Systems with which, now or in ths “ulur
“{t is-connected and -(3) between any heighboring Cnti
. /Neighboring Distribution System(s) and the Ar;iic>=
point of direct interconnection with any other :i:

system engaging -in bulk power supply outsice.
 electrically served at retail by Appiicant.

.ndt be required by this Section to transmiy’ peues
a hydroelectric facility the:ownership of whici ¥
involuntarily transferred from Applicant or (2} f:
teighboring Entity for sale to any electric sysiem
outside. the exterior geographic.boundaries of trz su
“areas then electrically served at rctail by Applicant i

'other,bkighboring'Entity;'Neﬁghboring Distributicn Syal
- or.Applicant wishes to purchase such power et &n zovivai.t

price for use within said areas. Any Neighbcrin .

Neighboring Distribution System(s) rcquesting trin g
" service.shall give reasonable advance nctice to 3
¢
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of its schedule.and requirements. Applicant sk.

required by this Section to provide transmissicn ser
if :the proposed transaction would be inconsisten
" :Good Ut1ity Practice or if the necesscry transiiss
facilities are committed 2t the time of the requus
fully-loaded during the period for which servica i
or have been previously reserved by Applicant {cr-ever
_ purposes, Yoop flow, or other uses consistent with, Goo
- Utility Practice; provided, that with respect te &
Northwest<Southwest. Intertie, Applicart shail rot
by this Section to provide the requested transmiss
if it would impair Applicant's own use of this fazc
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.f'August.ZO; 1937), Pacific MNorthwest Fower Markotd
(78 Stat. 756, August 31, 1953) and tha Fublic works
Appropriations Act, 1965 (78 Stat, 652, Aucust 70, g8},

S
(2]



:]'such addi
for the trensactions referred to in paragraph {a) of this

-Section, rrovided:any, deighboring Entity or leighboring

‘tch increises ‘fn'its transm1ssxon capacity or -

Pl"ogro Wy
al transmission facilities s .may be required

:‘301 strib ut'ow Fjstnn aives- Appl1cant sufficwent advance

v ‘be necessary. to acconmodate its requiremesss

L dotice a3 ¥
from. a- rtn ory and tachnical standpoint and provid»-
“-further % he . entity . requesting transmission. services

f}lﬂc}

E (1 (d)

'T‘comrensafe‘ &
‘of theé re questy,’ ‘Vhere. transmi°s1on capacity will be
_;1ncreastd _‘dd1t1nnan tra' mwss1on fac111t1es will. be o

pplicant forithe.Costs incurfed as a result

'Hothinc herﬁln sha1f "ﬂqu1re App]scant (l) to construct
.addxtlonal transmissign facilities if the construction of.
such.fgcilities is inconsistent with Good Wtility Practice #
. or 1f sutn .ac111t1vs cou]d be constructed without duplicating .7

itransmission system, -(2) to nrcvzce
vretall customer o (3) to. cors U

Pate. heuu1cs and eareements for transmrssion services
provided under:this Section.shall:be’ f1led by Applicant with.

".the:rggulvfcry &gency hev1ng Jurxsd1ct1on over: such rates-

_'j'ﬁ_(e')

(8)(a)

'and.acre»rents. L

nccess tc nU Ieer Gnneration

l. a N .Jhtorzng Entztj or- ke1ghbor1ng Dlstrlbutton

;System fakes @ t1ne1y request to Applicant for an owner-- .- .
ship partvt1pat1on in the Stanislaus -Mucléar Project, -

URit Mo, boor any future ‘nuclear: generating unit for which

,Zd-y“,rfperrod 1nned1ete;y
cconstruction permit for Stanislaus: Un1t Moi .1, :Applicant

Applicant. app! s for a’construction permit dur1ng ‘the -
following the date of the e

"ishall offer the: ‘reguesting party-en: o;portun1ty to par..é

_ c.pate 1n such unmts, up to an amount . reesonable in 1ighs




(9)
(9)(a)

of the relatxve loads of the part1c1panrs, 4t h res ee;if

“unit, a. requést for participation shall be ceu.“

'Ne1bhbor1ﬁg Diftr1but1on Sys em, des1r
A'Ne1ghbor’

) g0
A;technlcal da-a”bearwng on‘the feas1b1itty of the proi&u:
- : 1 . . N

" “hpplicant. i
' available.._

.2fnecessary 10 'ensure-the. ability of the. par;1c1pwrt tc
v;cont1nLe to make Surh paymenus.. '

':_'Qf,v”

to. Stanislaus: Unit: No. 1:0F any future nuclee.

if received within90. days after the mailing by Aretie.
to helahboring Ertit1es and-heighboring Distri D ion f
of an announcewpnt of its-intent to Cuﬂstruct t4 L
and a. request for an expression of intierest in-

Participation.shall. be on.a basis .which. cumper:;“‘

- Applicant for. a reasonabie share of: all “its Costs, fany.o7
-~and-to.be incurred, in'planning, selecting a ;1.9 for,
‘construct1ngfand.oprrat1ng the fac1l1t/. S

T (B)(b) anyHei

ss'c1ated»w1th par icipat10n in
' .' | 1 Lﬁj]Qr -

ng partwc.patlc-

igned.such-an. agreement within one year afLur
..provided to that: ‘Neighboring’ Ent**" or: :

ribution System.pertinent financial dnd

“-pp' cart.r MApplicentishati ™ -
$ they-beccre: ava.!.a?ﬁ
s 'y §hall pay’i S
forthu1th the add1u10ha1 ‘expenses i Cdlr by'
'making;such financial and technic =l ~4
: ;t1c1patlon agreement subj

p'1tnant~may require Brovisions - !e":
3] : ﬁ 1ts ,hare of - a1‘ cos

'H-..: ﬂ'r‘r

cnpant ther after topay ST
ey .are: xpended.for the plann‘ng d;COﬂS.}L ,1,n,_p
‘of ‘units.and. relate “facilities, rand requiring zath -
par+1c1pant to make sUch finapcial arrangements es may “a

Implementat1on f,Tﬂ*' .»
A11 rates charces terms and practicps are: and thc11
be subJect to the .acceptance ‘and approval. of ony :SJJ.c-'
tory agenc1es or courts hav1ng Jurisdiction over *rﬂm.



".'_(9_)(5)

(9)(c) -

(9,‘)~'(.d.)

Date of Iesuenter UEc}0f6”5§B3.

ﬂoth1ng contained here1n sha\l enIarge any. rights of a
Neighboring Entity .or. Neighboring Distribution System
" to provide services to retail customens of Applicant -

g

,beyond the rights they have under state or federal law.

Nothing in these Jicénse cond1t1ons shall be construcf
as a waiver by:Applicant of its r1ghts to contest the.
application of any conm1tment here1n to a particu]ar

factual situat1on.

These llcense conditlons do not preclude Applicant’ frcw_

' ,app1y1ng to any appropriate forum to.seek such changes = -
“in.these- conditions -4s may at the. time ‘be. appropriaee RE N
-accordarnce WIth the then-ex1s*1ng law and Good Util1ty

.‘rf?Practnce.

_- ('sé‘_'s'("ea)_

B f:‘

These 11cense condit:ons do not require Applicant to
become: a- common carrier. L

Thls amendment lS effectlve as of the dase v 1ssuance.

;FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COHMISSIO“:'i

:_R*;ér S Boyd D1re tOr \\5\ I
.. .Division.of Project | "anagemen
-Office of Nuclear Reactor Reculatwon




A
'“1;':The.amendment tbf onstruc ion Perm1t No. CPPR-69 fcr the purpo*e L

E 2. The: lssuance of this amendment 1s in accordance wlth 10 CFR Part 5:, .

ﬂZ.D. This: Construct1on Perm]t 15 subject to the follou1ng antitrus*-’

781214@ 2R

- 3. --vThef 1ssuance c'f th'lS amendment w111 not be mimlcal to. the corr-::'cn

-Accordnng]y, Constructlon Permwt Vo. CPPR 69 is” hereby amended by
;.gadd1ng a ne,;paragraph 2. D. wh1ch :eade as. follows' :

ASSION

.NUC;QARREGULATORYCO&
WASH(NGTON ©. C. 20555

, PACIFIC GAS Ano ELECTRIC compAuy
(nxABLo CANYON NUCLEAR powea PLAhT UNIT 2)
DOCKET ‘NO 50-323 '

AHEVDAENT TO PPOVISIG VAL CONSTRUCTION PcR IT

Amendment No. 4 ¢

g Construct1cn Perm1t Lo. CPOR-6%

The Nuclear Regu]atory Comm1ssion 1NRC) having found that

o set forth %n 10 CFR Chaptef l

P pub? ¥ is amendment is: not*requ:red since thc
famendment does<not 1nvolve K} sugn1ficant hazards cons1derat.on.

cond1tzons‘u._,}:; _
(l) Definltaons

(1)(a) "App]\Cant neans °ac1fic Gas and Electr'c Companv, an/
successor corporat1an or any aSSIQHEE o. th1s lxansL.-“

(i)(b) "Service Area” neans that area w1th1n the exterlc' ,
.geograph1c bcundcr1es of the several:areas. eIeccr.caI!/

‘sérved at retail, now.or in the future, by Applicant,

d ‘those-areas- 1n Northern and Central Ca!lforn1a

' h'adjacent thereto.

{1)(c) “Ne1ghbor1ng Ent1ty“ means a fznanc1al1y resaona1ble
private or-public entity -or lawful association therecf
-owning, ccntractua]ly COHLPO]]IHQ or operating, or in
good faith propcsing t6 own, - to: contractua?!y centrol |
or to operate facilities ‘or the gereration, or transs
-niss1un at 60 kxlovolcs or. above, of electrr1c pCua



(h(d)
o '.'in -good faith proposes to. engage,. in the distribut:on of
electric .power at rétail and which mects each of the
criteria punbered (1), (9), and (4) in subparagraph
(c). “above.

(e

() tg)

which meets escn of the following criteria: (1) its
existing Or‘praleand facilities are or will be techni- -
cally feasibie of direct interconnection with those _
of Applicant; (Z) ail or pert of its existing or propcsed
facilities are or wi]l_be Tocated.within the Service Aree;.
(3) its primery purpose for cwning, contractually cen-
trolling, or wparating generztion facxlities is.to sell

in the Servic: Area the power .qgenerated; and (8) it is

or upcn commencenent of cperations will be, a public
utility regulated under appllcable state law or the

‘Fedzral Power Act, or-exempted. from regulation by

virtue of the fact that it is-a federa], state, mun1c15a]
or other pub?:c ent'*y. . .

“&e\ghbor1n3 Bis rabutxon System“ ‘means a financ1a11v
responsible. private or public, ent1ty which engages, or.

‘"Costs" means all cap1tal expend1tures, adn1nlstrat1ve,

genera1, oper;t1on and meinténance expenses, tares,
depreciat1on and costs of cap1ta1 including a fair and.

" réasondble return.on Applicant's investment, which are
“properly allocableto the particular service or .
“transaction &s’ detérmined by the regulatory authoritv
"having jurisdiction over the pert1cu1cr service or.
-,trans'ct1on._ g )

GE

"Good Ut!ltty Practice" means those pract1ces metheds ,
-and equipment., 1nclud1ng levels of reservés and provisiens: -
for: contingenCIes "as> mod;.wed from time to time, that

“are comnonly used in the.Sérvice Area to operata, reu'aaly»"

and safely, electric power facilities to serve a utility's
ol .custoners dep enda*ly and economically, with.due regard’

for the conservaticn of natural resources and the prataction’
~of the environment-of the Service Area, provided such

practices, metheds end equipment are not unreasonab]y

-reerlct1ve.

"Frrm Power" _means that power whlch is.intended to be -
available to the customer at all times and for which,

in order to achieve that degree of ava11ub111tv, adc~".
installed and spinning reserves and sufficient trerrw::S'on
to move such power and reserves to ‘the loed center are

provtded




@)

(2)(a)

. naith Good Ut11ity Praut1ce..
© A2)(b)

@)

@

Interconnection agreements negotwated pursuant to ehe

~'agreed by. the part1es ‘to an {nterconnection agreenmont
“Interconnectzo shall not be " Timited to lower- voltages

'App]icant mdy “include in.any interconnection agreeinent
- provisions that & Neighbering Entity or Neighboring :
- Distribution’ System maintain the power factor asscciated
j.with 1%5 Jodd -at @ comparable.level to that maintained °

. ppi:
wcontrol methods to ach1eve thls obJect1ve.

. 4extensive fac1l ties or control. equipnent ‘at the po:n:'

- of interconnection’ ‘than are . requiréd by Good- UtiTity - .

- Practiceé’ unTess the partaes mutually agree ‘that particular
'}c1rcumstances warrant spec1a} facxlltie* or equiprent. "

(2)(d)
. .service-at. he. point:.of 1neerconnect1on shall be-allocatad”
.oh the: basi

. facilities are to be used un.ess otheruxse agreed by:
Ythe parties. - o _

'An interconnectxon agr ement shall not 1mpose 11mita 1orr o
'upon ‘the use .or résale of capacity-and energy sold cr

. by Good Ut111ty Practlce.

Interconnect1on : - S .

Yicense conditions shall be sub ject to- the follow1wc
paragraphs (a) through (g): I : v

Appl1cant sbai] not unreasonably refuse to 1nterconnc:t
‘and: operate normally in parallel with-egny Meighboriny
Entity,.0r to interconnéct with any Ne:ghboring Distri- . -
bution System. :Such 1nterconnect1ons shall ue COﬂSIStPnu o

!nterconnect1on shail be at one po1nt unless othera1se

ages are preferable from the standpcint . L
Practice and 3dre available from Applicznty

ant in:the same geograph1c area and use ccrpurgble '

b ol
ol

The: Cos“':of add1tiond1 fac111t1es requ1yed to pro"1de‘

-of the proiected ‘economic benefits for e'“‘~_
party ‘from the. interconnectionafter -consideration of the
various *ranSaftlons for which the interconnaction. k

exchanged -undér the - aqreement except as may be requ"Ld



(2)(f)

@

(3)

“but may-provide that (

mgnt shall not prehibit any -

other. interconnection agreements,

~'pl1CaP’ raceive cdequate
notice of any additicia! interconnect{on arrangement witi
others, (2) thc partics jointly consider and agree upen -
additional contractus) vrovisions, .easures, or equipment,
which may.be required by GuOd tL1 1Ly ‘Practice as 3 resu's
of the :new arrangement, and \J, Appiicant may terminate

An rnterconﬁc tion aurs
party. from c”.nxvng i

.")' - r' i
— ) fu

© the {nterccunecticon 2grcement A€ the relfability of its

system. or service-to its cystomers would be -adversely.
affected by cuuh addz*wonal in.crconnercxon arrangement.

Applicant: may include pr0"1swons in an 1nterconmect.on
agreement requining: a Heighboring Entity or Meighboring
Distribution Sys»em to-'davelop with Applicant e ccordi-
nated: progren Yor undb*’rc"uenfy Toad: shedding and tie

“scparation. Under such. programs. the parties shall
equitably share the in or"uputon or: curta11ment of-

- customer Noed. .

Reservé.Coordithidn '

lnterconnectlon agreenionts neaot1ated pursuant to Lhese

. Yicense.conditions. shall be subject to the following

75paragraphs (e) throurh l») regard1ng reserve coord natfonrf

e

Appl1cant and. any d°1~rhor.ng rnt1ty with vihich. it" lnter-.-.
connects.shall jointly establish and. ceparate]v raintaf~-»
the minimum. roserveq {o be installed or otherwise provi

.,under an: 1n~erconn°c‘1,n agreecnent. Unless otherW'se
mutually agreed upon, reserves shall-be- expressed as.4-
- percentage of éstimeted Fifm peak load and the minimun

" _roserve percentage shell be at: leas; cqual to Arplicar ‘s

planned ‘reserve. percentase without the interconre t:on. o
A Ne1ghbor1no entity-shzll not be required to provide -

. _reserves for.that portion of its Toad which it.meets ‘
. thirough: pirchases of “Firu-Power. Khite different reserve |

ptr.entages nay be pec1‘19d in various 1nterc0ﬂnect on

~-dagreements, . no party -tc an:interconnection agrecmont

shall-be required to provide @ .greater reserve percen;ace

~than- App!1can* s plinred reserve percentage, except thet

if'the total 'reserves Applicant wust p"ov1de to ua1ntq1n.
system ‘reliebility equal Lo that existing without a =
given interconnection arrancéement 2re increased by reeson

~of the new’ arrangemony, then the other party or parties

may be required to install or provide add1tlon 1 reserves -
in the fall emount of such increase. : o




_(3&(5) Applicant and Nelghbor1ng Ent1u\es with nh:ch it 'ﬂ;er-_.
“connects shall. jointly estab1ish ‘and seperately oo
_the minimum spinning reserves to: be previded unyh
interconnection agrnement. Unless othorwicemutyalty
.&greed upon, spinning. reserves. shallibe o wessid i
‘a3 percentage of peai Toad. and’ the mindi. n.rr LN SRS
percentage shall be at leastoogqual to Apuli ant‘: éhd
. reserve. percentage vithout the 1ntercoan;-.ox. I
~”°nt1ty sha]l ‘not ‘be requ1red t0 provide’ spinning rosze of
- for ‘that:portion- oflits load wh1ch i~ “ectf thrch\.
. purchases ofﬂFirm Pouer

I
s

HE “jr*"‘""
’tgreater S“!nﬁl Nl YEanw
ch-Applicant: provides, éxcs .’
erves Applicant rust- prcv.“
Bitity.: equal to] that existing .
: jon -arrangement are i !crcasg._u
-”;reason of the new’ arrangenent “then the Gther. pur*' ”r -
,ipartues may be requjred to provrde add1u.0na1 spinnte

: kg uel‘v‘S Jﬂ'
pec fled per1ou, capac1.y
eserves 17 such LdF

gE )(d) Aol
B i

123

and to. exchange‘or'selT’mainuenance canag1t‘ ard :n**.!"' R
© .-when .such- capacity:and energy-are: a4a1laulé and 4% ig
“reasonable to do: sozvn atcordanc w1*r uood Ug1.1*w

Pract1ce.-_ . : :




Emergency Poner

Applicent sha11 se11 - ernency povar to any intercont:
¥e1ghboring Entity which maintains the level of minin
‘reserve agreed: upon with Applicdnt, agrees to use duw
diligence: to-correct the emergency, and. agrees to sei’

eﬂergency povier: ‘to Apc]1cant. Applicant shall engagz

- Such transactions if and when. caoac:ty and eneray g5

- such:transactions-are available. frea other sources, h.'

onty-to the"cxtent that it. can do so without Ihu51r'r
: ‘App‘icant § retail.or .wholesale puwa - Cust:
: Inty to discharge prior comitaen .

nt rates, tur1 "an

1ghbor: A rning. the . ava11no*111v (O
,orms of\capac ty and;energj from 1ts 83 sLmn.a

.";n T

i ..tract wwth reasonable 1Lrws o
g:provisions which perm1. Applicant L
‘Such wholesale pover sales st b
d'UtrI1ty Practice. App11fe-: shott
Fira. Pauer at whole= if it ¢

_“f.respohd promptly to’ tnq....:e,"

:oﬁ EEAR _l“f




t gsy mlfxifl”f n;bulk power su y-outside the area. th -
T relectrically served at’ retail- by#App11cant. App icant suai1
. snot be: réquired by this Section 10 transmit power (1): freiv

:'ﬁ,Idvoluntar1ly transferred from Applicant or (2). from-2

o “t rthaess-Sou»

future, it i
f~B1str1but1o,y

.. Joutside’ ‘the’ exterior ‘geogrephic. boundar1es «of the sever;l
. dreas:thénzel ctr1cal1y served

:npr1ce for use wWithin
:“Ne1qbbering Distribution System(s) request1ng transmissicn”
' ”servt ce sh 91 e ‘reasonadle ‘advance notice to Applicant

}uGaod U*]1;y P'actace or if-
.j‘acxllttes arg.ca~ritted et the ttme of the reoues;-to

: 'o* have,been;provzoasly reserved by Appllcan~ for heraeff i
. _pUreoses; 1oop. :

ﬁugust 20 19’/) Pac:f:c ﬂarthaatt “For er,ﬁarxﬂtira o

':rangnwss1on Services' I e

&nplicant shall’ transmit power pursuant to interconnec*1cn ;
agreesents, thh “provisions. wh1cb are apprcprlate to i
requested ‘transaction @nd ‘'which are consistent with { ‘ese
licerse conditions. - Except as listed below, such service

shall te provided (1) betwaen two or 2mong. more than $u2

Neighboring: Ent1t1es or sections of a He 1chbor1ng Enzizy's
systen which are: geoqraphxcally separated, with wh1c., o
now or. in the future, -Applicant is. interconnected, (2}
batween & Nexghborinq Entity Mith which, now or. in the B
nterconnected and ons or more Neighboring ...
gms(w1th which, now or in the future,

rtbuﬂxon S/stem(s) and the npp11cant s
“if ith -any, other electric

ydroelectric, facrdvty the ownership cf which has been

Keighboring. Entxty for.sale to-any eélectric. system lccated

eta1l by,npplxcan

20" purchase Suchfpbwer at an;equsz.en;
aid-areas, ARy Néighboring: Engity on,

nd FEQUTFGWEHLS--wAQDITCGHt sha]l not he

‘ecessen/ transhi ss:cn
QJ 3

flow, or.gther vses consistent with €ccd ..
'rprov1ded that w:th respecg »o ;he Paci"

utility. Fracti

d: mpatr%nppl cant s own use: of *h*s facxlz‘v :

ilie: °roaect Aet, (50 Ste-.'i?}

(2 .Stat. 756, August 31, '1964) ‘and the Public Works
Apprcprlat_ons‘rctA 1965 (78 Stet. 682, August 30, lcsw,.



(7))

‘of tha st hhere transm1ssicn acity will-be
fincrapsed on: “‘11tjes will.be.
instal dsserV1Cc o
© - Applicentimay ¢ “in.,eddition:to. e Qexfor use o‘ .
. other facilities. gjg -0 COS; ssocwated wish :he
fhcFeatad: capacity: or add Facilitiesshall be me
by- tha:pa es':n accordance w:th and, -advance’ of thax:
resﬁeptiv -use: of “the. new capacity or facxl_ﬁies.

(7 ).(-i:’)l

ﬂjf fthe rgoulator. agéncy'haVIng 3ur1sd1ct1
‘4;and ag*eerents.“fky,.h”,, L

@)

. ©)ta):

ship participation in. the tana roject;,
Un€t~£o.j1;or any fut it|for witi c
Applicant, applwc'uf ing. the

- 20-year-geriod i ﬁedzét. 0%
- ¢construction- perntt‘for‘Stanxsf‘

. trans f ss1on ou S1

'j"f;:é:_;"

_Aopn1cant sha]l 1nclude 1n 1ts plann1ng andwqpnftruc#ion
progiams :such increases in its’ transm1°§1oq capac1g/ or
such additional transmission ‘acthiee 35, nay be re J."” :
“for.the. transactions referred. to. in. paragrap hl(a) of this
- Section,; proxided.any Netahbor1ng Entity or. \e!ghbcrfng '
.._B?‘eruut10ﬁ,sy5;8ﬂ gives Applicant . Suff1c1ept advanca

notice as may be necessa ry-to acconwmdate i
from a regulatory and-technical standpo1na ;
further thatithe. entity requesting transm1ssﬁon seriices
COMpenSdtes “Applicant for the. Costs ' jncurred as & result,

Noth:ﬁa here'n;shall requ1re ﬁpplic‘
addrg»onaTz ransmission facilit 1es i

w
t

y)ﬁ be. const cteq

de Lhe area then é c»

'pro:1ded unde

Access *o Nuc1ear Generaflon

!f a Nerghbor1ng cntnty or Je{}':”
-System: apakes. a- tlme‘y request :

shall offer the requesting party
c1pate .n such units, up to an

ts. reg
d. provides

1construc;"
Pstruction of

h f‘r11’t1es 1sﬂ1ncon51stent w1th oadgut ity Practice
51 chcu bL"HCu\.

i nlsy: {2).: to provig
rﬁcustomér or. ‘3¢{tc ‘construcy

] r1ca11y servdd &s

yirenenis

f‘an Oﬁﬂ“'-:..‘
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.(9)(b)fgﬂdthidﬁ_cbn;aihed heﬁein'shé}l'eniérge“any-righL_ 3f 5 -
~:+ ‘Neighboring:Entity or Reighboring - Distribution Systew
“

to provide sérvices to reteii customers of App ..cg
fbéyon d-the rights they haw= unger statc of feders) 1S

L 9Me). vothxna in, these llcense 'ondl fons sha 11 be'cgnstrusz
R -as a-waiver by Applicant of its r*ghts to on es:~:h: .
_application of -any. conmits eqt he e1n to & rtlcug
‘fac;ual situatlon.

apply:ngfto an eppropr1ate ‘forum to see<_54ch chzag:
hi onditions, as may at- -the timeibe. avpronr::tg 45
*hp then-exxst1ng Iau ard Gcod Lt .171/

(9)(e) These;Tlcense ondit1ons:do not requxre App11cun to
' becone 2 comron carrier.”t , -

c. This ameqdment is e‘fective as of the date cf 1ssuance.

LOR-Iﬂg NUCL R REGdLhTGnY CCHFES:ZCH

- : \)ff."‘_):_ : :
. B ../ \-./‘\ \"— ‘\\ .:‘
Rvger S. Boyd Director T !
“Pivision of Project lienademerit.
' Offace of Nuclear Reaccor Regu.a

" Date iof Issuance

*: BEC VS

”“&These Ticense: condlt‘ons do .not_preclide APP]1ca”~ from
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”trust hear1nc'was necnssacyl
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UNITED SlATES VUCLEA” PEGULATG" fﬂ?ﬂgS:
DOCKET NOS, 50-275 AND 56 323
PACIFIC GAS ANB ELECTP'C CC“’ANY

b
=

L_\.

o

»‘* (Diab]o Canyon Nuclear Puaer Plan., U.its 1 an

"=4:N9TICE 0? ISSUANCE OF A4Eunﬂf T TO C ST QU’TIC" ’-A'TS

The U. S. Nuc]ear Regulatory COrrﬁssion ( PC) has jsrusd

"and 4 respect1v”1y, to Construction Pernlt Noe. CPPR-39 &n CFPQ—:: {:sued:

AT

The Dtablo-Canyon Nuclear Pownr Plant is. not subjec

-urder Sectzon IOSC of the Atomic Enerny Act -as anerdoa. “tHere v recert ruciezr

B Fo ;ever, in ccn icﬁw%?th tre

Fnces wh1ch have occur*e

';F censes infcertain circunﬁ

"'T”tment of Jus.lce.(D ). ¢3v€° *P-‘z-";' -~

»NPC pr ur »0 J01¥ 1, 1§7£;f?555;¢;”;'

Ie ar Power Piiénts,

’3‘ﬁe S.aq.

ey 5, 1

.;, <‘4“ 4

PrOJect, The DOJ prov1ded such ad “"

s ) . 1 Sl

4
R



'hi:iCPP -69, resp

Since no. COﬂS;rUCtiOﬂ permit for *he Stanislaus Projece had yet Heen .
L 1ssued the NRF steff edv1sed PG& 1n a letter da ed Seotember I:, 1973
;of its 1ntentnon to 1nclude the antztrust corﬂ1tments as condi iOns in.
'the Dtablo Canyon Cons*ructwon Permuts. PGuE responded 1n a ]etter daeed

| September 19 1973 stating that it had nc obJectiOn *o such an amenﬂm

The amendaents comply w h the stendards and ;equ1renenps of the Atomic -

‘and the Commiss1on S regulatlons.

>Energy Act of 1954 as amended (the Apt)f
fThe staff has made appropr1ate f1nd1nqs as'requ1red by the Act and the |
: ~.'-'}vr‘hi(:h are set forth 4 the o

; ;Connrss1on 'S regu]atlons 1n 10 CF %

ﬁemendment.:

In acccrdance w1th 10 CFP 50 9], prior pub11r notice of these annnd"

:was not requwred s1nce the amendments do not 1nvolve sign1f1cant hazards

10 CFR Sectlon Sl 5(d)€4) an,envrronnental 1mpac; seatement or negat1ve o

Adeclarat1on and env1ronmental 1mpactAapprarsal need noe be prepared in-

ncownece1on w.th 1ssuence'df theseuanendmentsi

' F0r fureher detei1s w .h resnect *o ~h15\ac5b‘

:': related to the amendnents dated Apr1l 20 19$6

ﬁ’:ﬁ1978 and Septenber 19 1978, (2) Amendrent Nos.

ecztvcly, eﬂ‘p _

to }nciude nntxtrust Concutxons in’ the D*ablo C




'IAII of these itews and other re1ated Laterial are aval ble.fcv publicAfv.s
1n5pect1on at the CommISSIOﬂ s Public Ducurent Pc", zll7 H Str;et, .Jlu.,
v}wash1ngton D. C. cnd at the Local Public Docunenv ﬂahm lecatsd in San Luis
.Ob1spo C0unty Free L1brary, P. 0. Box 7, oan Lu1 juﬁ SHC, bﬂ]ifCﬁﬂia-93éQp.i

_ A copy of items (1), (2), and (3) mav be obta|"ﬂdAuuon wr tﬂn'requDS“
| ’:to the U. S. Nuc]ear Regulatory Conmi S]Oﬁ, washin z a, D. C. 20555 ATT”--

Director D1v1sion of PrOJect Management Off1ce o. ﬁnclear R r_

1Regu1at1on.~.."

Dated at Bethesd-a Maff?'yland thist. day of{,i--. J_.u( 197p
roa THE KUCLEAR REGULATORY COSMESSE :“"
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[ t./.‘(__
z PR et

l

K4

|
)

'f>'iA; ;,: 'If~j.j-if'.f.4; *fAf;fDivision;o# PrOJecc danageweut '




EVALUATIO” OF Re fimess ov T ro IRELY
lrz séTiﬁlcct 'ﬁwurr v:Ts FGR

ANTITnUST coub

THE oxasao CANY . L,\frAR By '. L T, xz's T AD 2

‘Z'The Pac1fic Gas and.Electric :ﬁaﬂy REEE
_and CPPR-69  for' un1fs 1 and.h,Vnesgecﬁ vl

an permitf CF2R-39
";;Power Puant. };‘ '

-eblo Ccnyon tucies .'

0, wes 18 saed on Apr11 2¢,
icusiy beoen issued.. It was last
'exuendlug xa;]auest date for

acember 9 1970;"Thp" :
‘ a‘ﬂd August 14,.:1974. L
'[ '7 xtend1ng tLe lases* SR

N nct subJe to an ant trust
?;=Lnsrﬂv nct, .as amend . diore”
re: sub;ec: .o f“rh vev1 Wl Hche. r, in

epa*tment oF Justice

84D ( J) daféa;Apriigso, 1975,f
he eveﬁ- cc"”‘ ction: pergit

o:it for the Stanislaus

M 'rj:o July 1, 1978, PGEE was
 Canycn ! uclear Poner Pients,

im antitrust: cowmv‘ﬁcnts. ' L
~advising. the NRC. that no- anti- oo

Ticensinc the Stanislzus =~ ™

grLar da..v..d .,ay S,: 1976..

Rt

&JS ﬂ*"xnct had J¢+ been-

gvéd September [15,.1873,

s A n Lo ! "~1ibwent¢ as:conditions in: .
'the D1ablo Canvcn Cowstruct1un ?DFP7L< PGET résponded, -in.a. letier datad

'Sep»enber 19 1978 tat1ng tn;tff. naL P” cbgect1on to such an omendment.

|
’,n permx‘ ‘*r LhQ E AT
3 cdviseo -;uE




'hBased of these factors the nkc staff is trcatins Lare st

.
Ler gs-2
request. . frem PGEE-to amend the con IFJCT‘U. ~~r~'5; Tanoche Sixkle Camyon
‘Nuclear Power-Plant to include the amtitresy com it -4, stated-in PRAETS
o 2§ revigsad this

“letter. qf pril 30; 1975 as ccr41txons. '-ﬂ~ HRE Ju.'ﬁ“w:
~matter and concludes *ha" \crﬂnuron BTN LR

(3
" o3
L
)
ra
Y]
-
o
~4y

aa een
LuCJ thaet.

\'y'ﬂc ‘the ’t*ﬂisiau'c
,.ehhcr frvrc 1s
C”RSP..IJ5; ”

aLy ﬁn*]vc1s De.or,v-'
. i have 13- nt:fied
'*5pnﬂwiu323:s
upact agsociated
»ioang 2.0F the u1c5ID
.n t!..ﬁ!r:7 Envirommental )
“fThe <trF. hu- uztamnined thas con-

n.streti"e a“L.,n

: 'ﬁthe sta?f ha conchided; pi 20,
_-environmental statgmant,

famendméﬁ-*

I‘l-Sx. ‘:C' \&’ +

it
aﬂ"”SuDd'd
be: author:zed. S

c. Managa
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NUCLEAR REGUU\TORY x
COMMISSION N

. {DOCKET NO. w-ml
NEBRASKA PUBLIC POWER Dl
4 lsunnce ofknendrnenthf

Noﬂcelahertbyﬂventm the

. ck Regula
lcnelgon) mw;s!uaﬁ%mmdmmt No.

0 Facflity Operating ucense No. mﬁ

m;:nenmneutrevbét"“ mecm
B‘Decaﬂcaum for the fach
the calibration of Intu-mu

. yange monitor mdmtor range scale
‘Heu of indicatdr range scxle 10 only, |||
' ..7The spplication for the amendm{. g
mnuesvxmmemmm mu!rp-’
menhoﬂheAtcmlcme:wActd 1951.

4 1 Opery
“«m" ﬁ

"5

o JADocket No. P-564-A)
. PACIFDC .GAS AND ELECTRIC CO.

Reeel of Attorney Génerdl's Advice snds
T :for med Nﬁﬁons Yo, lntemm
‘on

,. !lnq The | slon hss melved p\mu-

ant ta section 105¢ of the Mou;dc Energy

e ( Act of] 1954, as amend&, a letter of ad-

hss.issued Amendment’ No.  vice from the Attorney Qeneral of the

‘v‘ W" 1§ - United Stateshdated May 3, 1976, a copy

is attached as Appen dix “A”,
;Any person whoee interest may be af-
" fected by may, pursuant
to secuon 2914 of the Commission's

A pe tion!or)eﬁ'vetolntemne and re-
quest ‘ hearing on tiie antitiust aspects
of the' application, Petitions for leave to
intervene and reqijeéts for hearing shall’
be filed by June 16, 1976, elther (1) by
delivery to the NRC.Docketing and Serv-
ice Secuon atiINNTH Kt:eet. N.W., Wash-
. ington, D.C.. or 12) by mail'or teleera.m
- ‘nddressed to the Becretary, Nuclear Reg-
ulatory Commission, Washington, D.C.
20555. ATTN: Docketing and Sen'tce Seces
uun 1 N\

Jnoul: su.tmm.

CMtI. Antitrust and ‘Indemnity
. Growp, Nuclear Rmclor Rca-
ulation.

A - APPENDIX A

nnuau\ % KUCLEAR noatrr unt Nﬂ 1

[ PacTrIC Gas Kknp RECTRIC O
" |Docket No, P-884-A) -,

|

vl

ouf have reqested our advice purnuant w
provisiona of Section 108¢ of the Atontic

tnu-n Act of 1984, a3 amended. i1y connec-

.
i

.ﬁeﬂ,ﬂe Campany to canitritet the Blanirlaua

Froject, Unit No.
; Department haa puvkm-ly rendered
; on license applicatiens for se nue
elear: 14

1time with reepect to which

B been an Applicant. The first. of thne

ismion tha

-0 tmclon the  develbpment «f
uuruuve bulk power supply sourcen In
Northern and Oentral California had created

. & situation noconsistent with the antitrust
laws nhd that conatruction and operation of
\he ( endocine Plant by PO&E appeared
Qo maintain such anticompetitive aitu.
: l{n recommend that an
m& hearing be held with respect to the
no application. Bubsequent to the .
ot that advice, PORR withcrew the
Hoation -because of environ.

ma ety problema, Thereafter, the
Bt commenced & comprehenive tn.
UOR upder the antitrust Jaws with &

posidbls lnutrun sction in the ala.

tors when useted our advice on ‘s
;ppu&mm@ te In ¢he Ban Joaqutn ; f
velear Project &.:xr).-oa Norember 84,
nn. "o hMivieed Qommissionin connes.
!\hmmt.lnmopmmnlnuo\u
AW ’ .. f
.

“Ru!&ot?ncuce 10 CFR Part 2. file -

.

. Foxi The Nuclelu' R;aulawn Commis&S
. Non

ton with the application. of Pacific Gas and -



NO‘I’lCES :
1912 sdqvice letter. 1t uppesred that POLE ucm.smg ot the U© ! sths event lhat‘
may havé modificd ‘certaln of ita-snticom- yc»&s;. spplication | \tor ) conmetmn ‘pets
petitive practices which were the basts for :mt‘ror the. mun:mus *rndeu Froject Unit |

" ourearlier recornmendstion that a héaring be | x f3 ‘withdry it | Eonstruction pers |-
-, beld. As we stated in‘ that letter, ‘Whgther ‘mull#’or} e unn’ E’I‘Mlmvd.bl the |
7 trese sctions by PORE have been such that ’uelmui tatory* trmmkslon' cprioe . o I

situation inconsistent with the aniitrust wg‘am,_ 197* PO I8 | willing (36 have fts |
?l!'l po Jonger exists and/qr |1icense(s) for Diadlo
trist proceeding-on United States .Distric |'piant nu* 3 and )

Connm!d be inftithted are watters which i te the cammitments. | i g )
are currently - being. considered and which - | [ AS & result of its VMPO&!‘I wuﬂ_
. wrill shortly be recolved ™ We indicated thlt ﬂes ”tbe mﬂh “tndicatéd that o |
because the Department would shorfry re: Jusién of Fommitients 1n the 5 ~us
cefinitive antitrust, ndvlc én PGXE In con- cenise 15 an .n“mu
gection with .the al%07j 1tive St belioves bm
cauon for & Jcensp pen exist.
- has been ' iof

Isntl :lnrsu:d lortutmson.uuonr
. xiew ihat o condittots to the Stanislaus i
“Jlcerise are ‘mcssuy. aweref, tn order to |
mrted Htiga ‘e are sgreeadle
nctusion of the attached conditions i»
: ncense.-wa.mnﬁgrsm that the Pe-
partment will meleu neguhtary

whetheran antl-

Decessary £0,
situation’ -m

rence, requested. the
Lo muom time for mlaemar
' render advice. on,,nw ‘Blanislaus L
', plication 1a- -order..that discussions.
*PO&E shd the Déparimient might ‘continue
V1 We-are nom.sblato tn!orm .the
POGLE

gﬁeei

13

g:»?

e tbou!ot Apptica:
tUng o

Nuclear Power | con
- genenated: nnc (4) It 1 or upon com-

m“mt none |6t PGREY ‘attivities
be nt  with the

[) .

ln: eritetia: (l) s existing
hcmgt are “tntwm be t:.:h
erconnection

g t: (2) 81l o7 part oOf
proposed facilities are or will
locned /m4thin the Service ‘Area: (3) iis
‘tor owning, contractually
ting generation facili-

he Scrﬂce Ares the power

ot the - got
\wcsn!’ 1e

ueuutoneu?ﬂ

mencement of operations will be, & public
utiity regulated under applicable state law
‘ot the Federal Power Act, o dxempted £ro
'regulation by virtue of the fact that it 1s
: fedenal, :e_ute. municipal or other pubuc

borlng Distribution System™
meana ¢1ally responsidble privste or
/publie entity which engages, or in good faith
. proposes ‘to engage, in the distribution of
| electric power at retall and which meets each
. ‘of the eriteria numbered !l). {2),and (4) in
i ;ubpmnph S adove. .

I 'admnistratiye, gei
h 2

- Vp, | "Ooo0d
I practices, e
" ¥ng Jevelawo?

™Costs™ lmns a1 eapiw expenditures,
| and main-

t0 the particular serv-
or on a3 determingd by the regu-
3 1atary puthority b,nxnx mrmmm owr the

ar ge ,or
Y - Practice™ mea.ns thoso
and cquipment, fnclud- .
pegerres ns {pr con-
'in3 podified from tims £ tiine,

/ that are commonly used In the Service Area -

i ; ‘$o operate, relladbly and safely, electrio power
faciiities 30 |

T¥e & VAULYS own customers
economically, with dus re-
 conservation of natural resources

v
j

ik
“E

4ol

128
g

i

wcmmmmm

1] prokctbnot the environment of the
' provided such practicss, moth-
| egquipment sre noc-nuemsm: re-

. i
- ‘Power™ means that pdwer which
h»snmnbubtho tomer at
achijeve

aralladbutty, tdeqnau tnstalled
mn: reserves and suficient trans- -
‘to Enove such povm' md recerves O

]

ﬁmr
E:%’é

¥
i

-ggs
L
T
§

i

ol Inrmeoumox .
wmmcuon ‘agreements  negotisted

: epnw.mn \d thu‘ lcense ©onAItions ahall be

a°_|” wmmnpma

ot ons point
agreed by ths partics to an

| agreement. Interconnection
0 lower voltages when

are preferable from the stand-

ty Practios and are avall-

1. Appiscant may tnolude

ettion agreement provistons

bom Entity or Hom:boﬂn;
mam! the'

Al
fla 1oad @ m':nhh
Na(dhx&p t in the
Area and ues -comparable

ot b

Q=
o partiss nmtumy mm“n‘m
w Y warrant special fa-

‘ 'of adaiional feclitties re-



; : ring | tes lor sections of & Nelgh-
E. An interconnection ‘ reserves in the fnn " | Entity's system which are geographt-
of sixch Inc . SRR ‘g.cunywto‘d.ﬁmvm‘ch.po'or in the fu-
capecity and energy old or exchanged under C. [Appncant shalt offer.to l!li‘. on 'veason- - ture, |Apptcant 1 tnserconnected, (3) be-
the sgreement eICept &3 sy be required by . ' abié fferme ind popditions, inclu & spec= | tween & Natghboring Eotity with which, DOW
Oood UtBIty Practice. 4558 . _Afied iperiod. capacity o & Neighboring Ens. or o the guture. it &, terconectsd and one
¥. An interconnection agreement shall pot [ .tity for use es yeservs 1t guch espacity I8 or xnore  Helghix iDastridbution Bystems
proubttmpmn-mcnm:momer: neither | needed for Applicant’ |mumﬁv1 whieh, how ‘
{nterconnection agreements, but msy provide nor |pontractually ecemmitted to others 3nd pocted ,pan [[¢3) tween any Nelghboring
that (1) Applicant peceive adequate notice 1f| {he Feighboring BEntity m to sell, : ERULY. ’&" ‘m "pistribution. Bys-
of any tional interconnection arrange- onf 1adble terms aixd } ! - 3 ‘sm‘fmmnz'l point of diroct
ment with others, (2) mepu-uesjofnuym~ such ¢apadity to Applicant. ]Jnit Plaino jnterconinection m aty othar eleotric sya-
..slder and sgree upon sddittonal contractus! - D.JApplicant may include i any thtercons - tem engaging in bulk supply outside

provisions, measures, € equipment, ‘which nectlon #greement provisions |requiring s the arcs tben 2 served at retall bY
may be required by Good Utility Practice ss & Ng!gihbozm Entity to compende e Applicant’ L ! shall Bot De required by
result of the new arrangement, and (3) Ap-- for gny veserves Applicant miakes prailable  $his Bt ftc.l‘ t power (1) frox a
plicant may terminste the tnterconnection &8 the vesult of the faliure of such Refghdors hydroslectric factlity the ownerahip of which
agreement if the ug:gmty of its system OF ing Bty to matntatr, all or sny part of the’ been tovoluntarily : srred from Ap-
service to its custol - be sdversely reeerves It Das agreed to provid ' tiori(3) fom a Reighboring Entity for
. intercopns sgreenent. | || &k ito’ any ;elactric b"!"“:;u ” dmtge

n lAppiicant shall ofler to : he | Al e o ndaries ]

tenance wedm: gﬂ: H Entities '#Y‘t;-‘;m!mn qlectrically merved at re-

Applicant und [to ex- fall by Applicant §f any ether Kelghbaring
- chd h ‘.,‘,* sel matnterance apgmy snd m‘,'.‘hﬁh-gliewb% :)hmbut.!on eystem, &7
: - ergy (when such hd energy sre  Applican wiihes o purchase such powes
. iy “",,2,.;?.;.;0 do.90 In ,pntgnlnlmjtmu for ume within 81 areas.
jppbuiriihf ‘Practice. - Any Relghboring Entity or Retghboring Ths-
‘ transmission ©

.
w;ﬂ
q " d o —— B | .

to |sell emergency power o ' pecessary | transmimion |facliitics ars com-
‘ t shall engage |;h’§é&j1 'tm:_nmm&mmmwbemxy
Eand when capacity; sod en- 106400 auring E.e pertod for which eervice
tranasctions &Te qm;aoﬁv:;‘hmww&u ve byen previousty reserved
‘ of [ 4 |BY. AppUC , cy purposce. 300D
St | pow,| e pthor | uses conalatant with Oood

. Otility, Practice; provided, that with rospact
i the Pacific ﬂgrtn'en-&utbmt Intertie,
anall ‘not be required by this Bec-
pested transmission

i1t would impair Applicants own
facllity consistent with the Bon~- -
Act, (60 Btat. 731, August 20. .
[Northwest Power Marketing
458, August 31, 1964) snd the

ropriations Act, 1063 (e

t0 acoooamodate Its re-
pegulatory ang technioal
rovided further that the an-
transmimion services €am-
for the Cbels inourred as
pequest. Where tranamisalon
|be | Ancreaned or sdditional
on ties | will be inatalled %
H F'::l“;: . uested urg"co to
sighboring tri
Appd t may reguirs, in
‘ for lase of other facliities,
ot [Oosta Associated with the
[or additional facl

by 13 /parttes in
: -h [shair reapective ure
sacity or Sacilities. '
Ing'| hereln |aball Tequire Appll-
.2 ”u:.un umu:m dtnnnma-
’ re' eonSiruotion such 1a-
M e B ios could be oo
oA | M [such’ faciition oould be edn-
‘ trodted without duplieating any portion of
ok - " ok : e o mu.uuﬁm
Gatht %0 totereonncetion agreements, Wit | or F) ‘to eonstrwct Sranamleofl owMite
. proviions which er) appeopriate 1o the Fo- | *mu)nmonemmn,m at retatl by
gWMﬂuMﬁ@mmwnl,wmt. ‘
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" cinted with partt
aapociated dP'MQP

D. Rate schedules and lsreementc lot
transmission. services provided wunder: this
Saction shall be filed by Applicant 'with the
regulatory mgency baving jm'hdictlon over
such rates and agreements, | K
WIII. ACCESS TO NUCLEAR cncmrxoa

A. If & Nelghboring Entity or Ne!ghbo
Distribution aymm maXes & timely requ
particlpnm
Unit No. 1
or any futurs nuclear generating |
which Applicant appliez for & €O
t during the 20-year pertod | immedi-

.

ately following the date of the eonstmcﬂlon?

permit for Stanislaus Unit No. 1, Appucant.
shall offer the requesting party an o
tunity to participate in ‘such units, up

loads of the pajiicipants. With respect to:
Stanislaus Unit No. 1 or any future nuclear !
gonerating unit, a request for

$0 days after thé malling by Applicait to:

Nelghboring Entities and Nelghboring||Dis-"!

tribution Systems of an nmouncement o
tts intent to tonmstruct the unit and & re
for an expression of interest ‘i ‘pare
ticipation. Participation shall be on &
which compensates App!lcant for a-reason
sble share of all its Costs, trhcurred kid

boring Distribution System making
request for participation in & nucleat mﬂ
must enter into s legally-binding

forceable agreement to anstime. anmdsl Tes

sponstbility for its share of-the

tranimission . facilities. - Unless .
othefwise agieed by Applicant. & Netgnbor-
ing Entity or Neig! :Pistribution. Sys- .
tom desirihg participation tust have ugned
guch an sgreement within:one: yrar afte!
Applicant has provided to that Kelghbarxng
Entity or Neighboring ‘Distribution. Bynemt

nent financtsl and technical dsts bear-.
on the fessibility ef, the Project.which.

then -avallable to Appua.nt. Applicant +

shall provide pdditional -pertinent, ﬂl‘l‘vl&
they become.avatlable during the year.

requestitip - party ‘shall pay- %o Atpuemt
forthwith the additional -expeénses incurred

by Applicant in making such financisl and -”_

technical -data- lnﬂlblo. In . .nx

for,

;n h
amount reasonable in light of the tehtlve b

cipation ;
shall be deemed’ timely-1f.réceived jwithin |

the Costs-asso~ . -
i -thé unit and yesnbgt W 1975. These

NOTICES

Qecordsneo wmx the then-existing law
‘tonditions sa my at tho ﬂuq,c be sppropmto
And iGood YRty Prac '

| . Thess license eondmou do not require
Appucant to become & common garrier.

m ch'ls-lmo Filed 5-14-76)8:45 am] -

Lo lDocket No. £0-371) ‘
vam‘om YJ\NKEERmucLEAn POWER

hsuance of Amendment to Facllity

| | Operating License - . :

hereby given that the US,
C on (the

T

b uceds
|'Nucles: :l
COmmlss

22 iito  Facility | Operating License No.:
DPR~28 1ssued fo Vermont Yankee Nu-
tlear Power Corporaticn which revised, '
frpctn-uqal Specifications for dperation of

ob.‘r located | near Vernon, Vermont.
hmendment is effective &s ot itsdate .

e
endmmt modifies Teehn!ca!

.Bpecinc t!on Table 3.1.1 to clarify and

i the ‘requiremen: governing oper-

: to L mpcme“ a nned instrument :
v el gm

endment alsoc makes
to the Technical |
!re-

&nv!romnen Iréporting f.

Tequenty were
gudvertenus ommed -trcm Amendment ;

P
eauoa for 1;he mendmenf

com thestanda

ments*ot& & Atomic Ent: 1954.

uhmen ed (thb Act) a

nlou‘nl es tilons an go cm

I B8 b th Act adth Ooxnmh

ag -3 = y the LY e

rnlon | tules and regulalion-id 10 CFR -

chamr‘uwnmnmm:mm the It-. .

cense ent. Prior public notice of |
ietidment was not.required. since .

oes,hot tnvolve & u(-
eration. |

has cletermined that

X will not

.!om‘oi%.a.mdwauunm

'GAy b tatned tpon

ot Waahtmon.n.c 20838, At«

[/
thesda.
. 29:1: dayorwarf!. 1976.

) has !sued Amendment No. -

ermont Yankee Nuclear Power Sta-|

‘md.i

tenuon' ‘Dlnctor ;Divlsion of Operating
wwrs. i BE

+/'Dated a2 Msryland this

sl:Fﬂm- the Nuclear Regn!atory Commis-

on. “

y Co Ronnt W. Rxmw,

Opmtina Recctor: Branch No.
4, Division of Operating Re-
‘c‘on.\ AR R

mz boc'ls-iuaa hxed’s-xule :8:45, am])
P it

1 rmvm ACT .OF ‘1974

‘ Nohcasnf$ ems of Records:
ngetrdmen of Routmo Uses

on ‘October 1,12975, the Nuclear Regu-
law Commission' 'published in the Fxo-
EGiSTER (40 FR '45332) notices of
systems o records maintained by
NRC‘ whlch leontan infor-
on about individuals and from which
in!oxmsﬂon £an be retrieved by an
vidual fdenttfied. The notices were
' published as & document subject to pub-
ncaitlon t:mual compnauon of

posed umendments of the NRC Sys-
Were published in the
annn. ISTER. o7l February §, 1976 .
. 441 ym ,ssse) proposing’ that the follow-
m established, as o routine use for all
the finC e |

matie to a Con; onal
oa!eq Irom &h?., ofan lndlvmm re-

sponse to hn inquiry from the Congreasional
n';he </ ucst bf that ndividual,

endmtnt Is ‘Intended to assure

le

the

froblemeritation 8¢ the Privacy Act
-? not“have lhéa‘z\‘mm&lnded ‘effect of
dey lnx divtdnus the benefit of Con-

assistante which they request.
'm:s amendmént would obviate the writ- .
ten [‘\consegt 6f the individual In those
cam *m thc individua! requests as-
62 a Member of Congtess which
vrould entan & disclosure of informétion
pertaining i'to the’ mmwmu -¥ithin a
. ay$tem ¢l Fecords.’| . ¢
tntemted persons werdinvlted to sub-
t't 1 ttenwoommenn loft the pro;

. | ;QI ux; il e
I Hli Hh"“ | Rot Isxs

‘f‘hm to!lowins“rouuno uses apply to
each system’ or records nollce set forth

B
v
.
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‘"5‘39-2&2 10159 L
"W,,k —~ S - UMITED I . ) :
NUCLEAR REGULATORV.COMMISSION -~

QW WASHINGTON, D. €, 20055
S )

Docket Hos. 80-276A
§0-323%
P-864A e

P.aus

)
ey

earsaay

sEp 15 1718

Pacitic Gas and Electric Company

e, Johin C. Morrissey
T ¥ice President and General tonnse1

77 Beale Street .
San Francisco, CA 94106 . ‘ : Ce
Re: Miﬁo canyen Nuclear Plant, .
Units 1 and 2 )

Gantlenen: 5 e
i}

Ins ‘Ietter daud r41 30, 1876 resscd @ tbe Asslstunt Atto

General trust 1v1:101'|. '8 i. riment of %
mted ls fo1 m:

of the ﬁciﬁe Qas and Electric

*Pacific Bas and Electric O A is her dJth sm1tt1m t.o

U, §. Department of Jdustice the, ttached statament of

PGandt 1s uﬂiim to have 'the {tments fncluded ,as mmiﬁm 1n
and opgrating 1dcense fssued

the construction permit

Regulatory Comuission for construction and oggat‘lon the m?es
3 AT the roey General-ail

e the Nuclear Regulate

is neoessa 4a comnection Mcensing of the unit. in m
or n constmr.tion gha ¢ for th

swnshus llucu:;i e thirawn, or that s cnmtrucelon

E'Mor 1» Ju'l

Canyun Nuclear Povm Plant, \lmts I lnd z.
puﬂte the commitments, ; }/ J i
Wlatory Commission that, 4f licenses issued hy the
for the Stanistaus Project were conditioned ta include the

stanishus Nuclesr Project, un

ssiun Ahat no antitrist heird

event that ua's':‘?? ¢ tion
h;sued ‘Muclear u‘latn 1ssiou
y 1, 1978. Pede 13 wlh{lnu have § M w(
I
[} Jw B, 1976, the Assistant Ammy Genmt ldvised the fucledr
KRC to the cwvlra
Statement of Commitments, an nnt‘lmxst henrinq would not be moessary.

TD date 2 o o
Eomvany ﬁﬁ?’:ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ ::;:}:&’"’ "“:,‘l“;bw"‘:de:: tggit 1. L
s mg Comtruction ;:%t: CPPRASS aod CPP;! 43 ,}:’m ::e:ena 1nt,wm
:lucg:;;‘ mt. Ilnits 1and 2 Eo’iulil,?sm.":;"w ve'ly&gar Mab’lo Cu\ypn

expect the e‘m::g :g bﬂg  Campary') Tstier Wlprﬂ o e tatumeng
sonstine in October. ssued pm-:uant to the Cmﬂ;hn't uguh“om .

Sincorel
il

§ Jerone ﬂ ]
Antftrust wnd | ?nd :
0ffice cf llu:lear ctor uecu'ution .

. { ;; ;  1 (

K ec: Donald A, Kaplan, DOY

PSR
! v.
s
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PACLIIC GAS

PGwWE - 77 seace ﬁtnsitﬁlgﬁﬁ FAANEISGO, CALIFORNIA 54108 « (418) 7816211

AUG-PB-2002 13:34
N
[
:

1

JOMMN C. MORRISSEY
VILE PASUISTNT AND Q2EPW, Chums L

Mr, Jerome Saltzman, Chief

Antitrust and Indemnity Group

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regnlation

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

Dear Mr. Szltzman:

Docket Nos. $0-275A, 50-323A, P-564A
Diablo CanyoniNchaaraPlgnt, Units L and 2

In accordance}withgthé,Spirit of our letter of
April 30, 1976 quoted in your létter of September .15, 1578,
Pacific Gas and Electric Company has no objection to the
amendment of the Construction Permits as proposed in your

letter.
Sincerely,

cc:  Doneléd 2. Kaplan,jﬁoqujlil
NG - ! ‘,

ATD BELECTRIC COMPANY

September 19, 1978

e Cnriy

P.B2/02

. -

mral P.oo
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o934 ] ".#; I

“ r(mw-ou-m A

)

lDockel No 50—320]

ME‘I’ROPOUTAN !DlSON CO. EY Al.
Issu of Amend,

Licente’
" The US. Nuclear Regulatory Com-

mission (the .Commisston) has issued

Amendment 8 to. Facllity Operating
License No. DPR-73,. is8ued to. the
Metropolitan-Edison Company, Jerscy
-Céntral Power. &-Light Company, and
Pennsylvania "Electric Company,, ‘for
operation of the Three Mile Island
duclear Station, Unit 2 (the facility),

- Jocated ih Dauphin County, Pennsyl-

vania. "The amendment is ertccuvc as

- of ifs date’of ssuance. ..
. The l!cense 15 ar endgd by’ revlslng I

stindm-ds and re-'.‘

onf to Facility, Opl’rchug

- fornia.. | o il _

The amendmenté provlde for the ad-
. dition of ‘certain antitrust |conditions.
~The Diablo {Canyon Nuclear Power
" “Plant {s ‘not subject | &o aly antitiust
- .review . under ‘ Sectign ~108C of the

ment :

-‘Units"l_ﬂ.nd 2,'aimended.to Incorporate
rt.ain ! tommitments.  This .
ultnzness ywas contingent upon _the :

J: advising -the NRC that_no.antf. -~ . € -Maricjement.

¢ 2 Prof

NO‘I’ICES N

l759o-o|-M] .j s

Docket N'ns. 50-275 nnd 50-323)

_PACHIC GAS I fiecriic | co. (oianio

" CANYON NUCIEAR rowsn nmr, UNITS §
ANDZ)

Isiuun:e of A‘

I .
. i

' ndmeni 10 Conﬂrvdlon
P;onnlrs e

5. Nucle '

. The US 'chulatory Com-
mlsslon (NRCY “hat |fssued Amend-

ments 1 and:4, respectively, to Con-
struction | Perinit- Nos. CPPR-39 and
CPPR-69 1ssueéd to the Pacific Gas.and
Electric Company forDiablo Canyon
Nuclear Power Plant, Units'1 and 2, lo-
cated in San Luls Obl..po Coumy. Cali-

Atomic Energy Act, s amehded. More
. recent nuclear’ power plants are.sub-

6, Stanislaus Nuclear Project, Pa-
cmc as and Electric ‘Company sgreed
7 .to include iarlitrust commiitments es
ditlons iin'/the Diablo Canyon 1i-
es In’ oemnln clrcumstances which
(have dccurred. ./ - ok
-Irl_.&‘lg ter. to' the .'U.S. a.rl.mcnt of
Justice ADOJT), ‘dated ‘A pril 80, 1978,
PGAE stated that, n th
struction

or-$0.July 4, 1978, !
1 tohave its license(s) .for the
ablo ‘Canyori Nuclear Power Plants,

ntitrist

trust’-heé.ﬂng vas necessa,ry i co nec- -
with ‘alicensinz theé | Stanislaus |

«4iThe OJ-iprovided such
ndvice -ln,a Jetter. datéd May B, 1976.

tter dated Seplember 15,71978, of lts
‘Intention to includé theé antitrust cém-
mitients as ¢onditions in: the Diablo ,
Cafiyon /Construction.Permits. PG&E '~
responded, irl's, letter dated Septémber

19, _1978 stating-that it had no. objec~

AtorbicA nergs'A ct I
ed: \Ktbiq et)&rm.nd' \

DS Th  has,
éf equired

zyz slations {n-:
 afe got. forth |
b e

il

ade-appro-

Jireq
ot fnvolve’ s!znlﬂunt
u"‘z er‘;.:_ 'v..‘ LR

¢ event & con- - -

rrnit “Tor--they Stanislaus
Jeth:was not {ssued by the "
G&E was':'

fistruction permit for the:
¢Ject had yel been issued, - "¢
the NRC/ staff sdvised PG&E, ‘i, 8

k‘hc staff has determined that the is-
s suance of these amendments will not
result in any significant environmen-
tal Impact and that pursuant to 10
CFR Section 51.5(dX4) an environ-
-mental impact statement, or pegative
Leclaration and environmental impact
appraisal necd not be prepared in con-
nection.with issuance of these amcnd-
ments
* For further detajls with respect to
7 this action, see (1) letters rglated to
the amendments dated April 201976,
‘May 8§, 1976, September 15, 1978, and
September ‘18, 1878, (2) Amendment
* Nos. 1 and 4 to CPPR-39 and CPPR-
69, respectively, and (3) the staff's re-
" lated Evaluatjo! of an Amendment to
Include Antitrugt Conditions,in the
Diablo Canyol istruction Permits.

-All of these ilems and other related’

material are avaflable for public In-
spection at the Commission’s Public
-Documént Room, 1717 H Street, NW,,
Washington, D.C. éand at the Local

. Public Document Room located In San -
™ ject to kuch review, However, in con- -
'nectiomwith ‘the' NRC's proceedings

Luis Oblspo County Free Library, P.O.
Box X, Ezn
93406.

A copy of items (1), (2). and (3) may
be obtained upon written request to,
the U'S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis:
sion, Washlnét.on. D.C. 20555, ATTN:
Diredtor,

[vision. of -Prbject Manage- .
ment,” Off ice’ of Nuclea.r Reacwr Regu- -

lguon.

. Dated &t Bethesda. Maryland, this
am day of Deeember 19’!8 .

. FOR'. THE ‘NUCLEAR iwcum
:romr coumssxon. e

3

. "% Jomx F.Storz,
* Chid, Light Water Reactors
-+ -Braheh No. 1, Diyision of Proj- .

(F’R Docf. 78-35565 Filed 12-21-‘18,: 8:4? am)
| S——— rt

_[7_590—01—M]

ve

vt

.Luls Obispo, Cnllfomla"

(w37 7 tDocket No. 50-312) ..

SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAI. umm DISTRICT *

oi Amendment 16 Faciti ity Operchng
e "+ LUcense

" “The U 8. Nuclear Regulatory Com.
& tnlslon (the Commission) has issued
-Amendment No. 26 to Facllity Qperat.
ing License No. DPR-54, issued Sa.c-
nmento Municipal Utllity D
#which revised Technical Spcclﬂcatlo
- for operationi of the Rancho Sego &Vu-

. clear Generating Station (the facllily)

‘Tocdted: ih ‘Sacramento.County, Cali-
‘of its date of issuance.
-The a.mendment fevises the Techni-
cnl Spéelfications to reflect plant oper-
- ating. ¥mits for the fuel loading to be
" used during Cycle 3.
- . The appHeation for the nrnendment.
cdmplles with the standards and -re.
quirenicnts of the Atomic Energy Act

0

" ,w,« "

DECEMBE& 22. lWl

7

by‘the Act “fornia, Thé amendment ] ls effective as .




