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Docket thos. 50-275
and 50-323

N. 8. Skinner
1744 Countryt;rood Court
walnut. Creek, California 94598

~Bistributi on
Docket Fi les
NRC PDR

>PR 3 > Local PDR

NRR Reading
LWR 1 File
E. Case
D. Crutchfield
R. Boyd
R. DeYoung
D. Vassallo

„,J. Stolz
D. Allison
E. Hylton
N. Groff (NRR-2089)

E.
L.
H.
R.
V.

Hughes
Dreher
Denton
Mattson
Stello

Gear Hr. Skinner:

I am pleased to resporKl to your letter of iNoverher l7, 1977 to
&Jr. Rdson Case. You eressed support for Pacific Gas and Electric
Cmymy's application for an interim operating license for the .Oiablo
Canyon Huclear PoI<er Plant.

hs a result of discovery of the Hosgri Pault, the Qiablo Canyon Plant
is being reevaluated to determine what modifications may be necessary
in order. to Mithstand a more severe earthquake than was assurI~ in the
plant's original design. PC68 has nearly completed the re valuation
and the HRC staff is now reviewing it. Xn the meantimeF PG&I'. is
install.ing the modifications and expects to have them coI~leted for
Unit 3. by thiS suaaer. This action is intended to provide the basis
for a normal or full-tern operating license.

Xn addition, PGsB requested an interim operating license in august
1977. The interim license request would, if. approved, aller operation
of Unit 1 for an interim period of time pending completion of the

ifications.

The iIRC staff revieweJ the interim license request intensively for
several moths. However, in early November 1977, as the revieM was
nearing coI~letion. it aecame apparent that the adDitional time that
would be needed to resolve mme of the technical issues >euld make it
unlikely that an interim license decision could be reached either in
time to allow full, power operation before the surfer 1970 peak electrical
demand or very much earner than a full-tern decision couM he reached.

~ Xt also appeared that pursuing the interim license review together with
the full-terra license review'would delay both reviews. I"urthermore,
PG&E was proceeding rapidly to install the m)difications. The modifi-
cations Mere scheduled for completion about the sare tire as a decision
could be reached on the interim operating l.icense request.
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N. B. Skinner
p,pR st 1978

Baaed on these considerations and others <vnich are discussed rare fully
in the enclosures, the MiC staff believed the full-term license review
offered a better prospect for reaching a timely decision. Accordingly,
the staff placed its review of the interim license request on a lover
priority in order to concentrate its efforts on the full-tern> licerae
review.

I trtmt you vill find this information responsive to your concerns.

Enclosures:l. Su'~y of meeting held
on November 3, 19/7

2. Letter to KQCB dated
iJanuary 23, l978 enclosing
sugary of Lceting held on
December l5, 1977

3. Letter front EGSB dated
February 8, 1978

Sincerely,'rlgin01

Signeii bg

John 1. StoIx

John P. Stole, Chief
Light Hater Reactor Branch No. 1
Division of Project BanageITent

'ORRICR~

SURNAMRW

DATE~

DAllison/red
4/+/78

LWR 1

JStolz
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ENCLOSURE 1

WUCLEAA AEGULATOAYCOMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20565 ~~3/77

f40! .l 0 1".!7

DOCKET NOS: 50-275 and 50-323

APPLICANT: Paci fic Gas and Electric Company (PG5E)

FACILITY: Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Station, Units 1 and 2 (Diablo
Canyon)

SUMMARY OF MEETING HELD 0 NOVEMBER 3, 1.977 l0 DISCUSS STATUS OF OPERATING

LICENSE REVIEW

lde met with PGRE on November 3, 1977 in Bethesda, maryland to discuss the
status of our review of the interim operating license request and the full-
term operatino license application. A list of attendees is provided in
Enclosure No. l.
Back round

In accordance with the construction permits, the plant had been originally
designed to withstand a» earthquake with a reference horizontal ground
acceleration of O.dg. Construction of Unit 1 had been substantially
complete since 1976.

As requested by lhe NRC staff in April 1976, PGKL 'was petforming a re-
analysis to determine what modifications might be necessary in order to
withstand an earthquake with a reference horizontal ground acceleration
of 0.75g'. The re .IIlts from a substantial portion oi the reanalysis had
been submitted= in Amendment 50 to the Final Safety Analysis Report (FSAR)
in June 1975. PGSE was expected to submit the r'emainder of the results
in the near fIIture.

In addition, in August l971, PG8E had requested an interim operatino
license to allow plant operation pending a decision on the normal or full-
term operating license. The technical info@nation submitted in support
of the interim operating license had included:

l. Information concerning the need for an inter)m operating license
(need for elecf:ric power).

2. Probabilistlc «nalyse= of the 1 ikelihood of IiIajo> earthqtlakes in
the vicinity of the plant and the likelihood of the plaIIt with-
standing such earthquakes witlIoiIt unacceptable I eleases of radio-
activi ty.
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3. Information concerning. the relative risk involved (risk associated
with the 'interim operating period vs risk associated U>ith a full-
term operating period after plant modification).

4 A commitment to complete the reanalysis and perforrrr any modifications
determined to be necessary.

A commitment to perform prior to initial operation, any modifications
that would involve substantial radiation doses to workers if they »ere
deferred until after the plant had been operated.

Need for Power

We had received a report from the California L'nergy R sources Conservation
and Development Commission (ERCDC) indicating that it did not appear there
would be a drastic shortage of electrical generating capacity in the State
of California in the Summer of 1910, even assuming another dry year. We

indicated to PG&E that our teptative preliminary assessrsent was in sub-
stantial agreement with that of ERCDC,

'GIIEdisagreed strongly with this conclusion and provided a let;ter,
responding to the ERCOC report. We indicated that we would review
PGEE's response.

PGIrE indicated that the disagreemetrt seemed to be about the conclusions
drawn rather than the basic data, They indicated that Federal Power
Commission (FPC) data fronr the'ast 10 years suggests that any time
the generating capacity margins are less than 15 percent or> a system,
the system may b» subject to reliability problems. He indicated that we
had asked FPC for an opin>on as well as ERCDC.

Interim License

Reviewer

We told PGSE thar. we would need additional information in order to
complete our evaluation of the interim "license request. 1he informa-
tion we needed fell into four'ategories:-

l. guestions on the ear thquake probability studies (Enclosure 2).

2. guestions on tire Relative risk assessmerrt (Enc]osrrre 3).

3. guestions on long term cooling dur ing tire inter im operating
period (Encl osurI~ 4).

4. We had decided that, in order to include a defirri'Liie fir«lirig on
the practicality or future modifications and the adequacy of the
existing seismic design, it would be necessary t'o resolve certain
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outstanding ac»eric questions prior to issuance of a Safety Evaluation
Report (SEI<) o» the interim license request (rather than prior to
licensing). These generic questions involved the effects of loads
due to postulated pipe breaks at the reactor vessel nozzle in.combina-
tion with an assumed concurrent earthquake. PGLE had nearly completed
the analysis of these effects and was planning to report the initial
results at a meeting on Hovember 10, 1977.

We also discussed the prospective schedule for completing the interim
license review (Enclosure 5).= It currently appeared that item (4) above
would control the schedule. However, depending upon assumptions regarding
submittal dates and review time, item (1) above might be controlling. In
any event, it appeared that the earliest a SER could be issued yiould be

early January 1978 (two months past the existing schedule). As indicated
on Enclosure 5, it could be later depending upon submittal dates and review
times.

Full Term License Review

We also discussed the prospective schedule for the full-term license
review (Enclosure 6). Again, the schedule depended upon assumptions
regarding submittal dates and review times, PGRE was planning. to submi t
the results of the remaining reanalysis about December 1, 1977 so the
soonest possible date to issue a SER'n this subject would be April 1,
1978. It could be later.

PG&E stated that 'the reanalysis was substantially completed, design of
modificatio»s was proceeding on an expedited schedule, and that the
plant modificatio»s should be completed, by July 1978.

General Review'tatus

We said that the. schedules did not seem to indicate tl>at a decision could
be reached on an interim 'licepse very much sooner than on a full term
license. In addition, if the two approaches were pursued in tandem

both would be delayed somewhat in relation to the prospective schedules
in Enclosure 5 a»d Enclosure 6 due to interfere»ce and other factors.

We indicated tha t, in these circumstances, a difficult decision faced
PG8E on whether or not to continue vigorous prosecution of the interim
license request.

1t was also noted that the Advisory Committee o» Reactor Safeguards had

not yet provided a recommendation on the acceptability of the design
basis for the reanalysis (0.75g). The ACRS Subcommittee had recommended

probabilistic studies similat to the studies offer ed i» support of the
interim license request. Accordingly, even if the inteiim license request
were not prosecuted vigorously, the work that had been done might be an

important eleme»t "i» the Cov>mittee's recoirmendatio» on the adequacy of the
design basis.



~ ~

h~



'It did not appear, at that time, that the resolution oF other (non-seismic)
issues would, control either schedule. Ilowever, significant concern was

expressed about this conclusion. He indicated that, in the'ear Future,
we would provide a complete punch list of all items to be. resolved.

Enclosures:
As Stated

D. Allison, Project Ilanager
Light Hater Reactors Branch No. 1

Division of Project I'lanagement
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I'acific Gas and Elect.ric Comp<illy - 2- I~O> ln,5 1

CC: Pt» 1 1 p A. Cr ar'«0, Jr ., ES(i.
I'acific Gas and Electric Company
77 Beale Street
San I'rancisco, Califor'nia 94106

Janice E. Ile).>, Esq.
Ca 1 i forni a Put I i" tft i 1 I t.i es.

Co))~r)) 1 s s 1 0 r 1

350 I',cAl list,e>':)re 1:

San Francisco. Caliiorr)ia 94102

fir.,FredericV, I iss1e), )') esident:
Scenic Shorel r)e Preservation

Conference, Ir)c.
4623 llore flesa Ur ive
Santa Barbara,'Califor'nia 93105

f1s. Elizabeth E'. Apfell>erg
1415 Cazadero
San Luis Obispo, (:a1i fo) nia 93401

f4s. Sandra A-. Silv r
425 Lune ta 0) i ve
S<ln I.uis Obi'sl)0, Cali f0) nia 93401

Nl'. Gordon A.
Sil;er'25

Lunet.a I"> lve
San Luis Obis>10, California ,93401

Paul C. Va tentir)<':, I sq.
400 Char)t>lr«11 ",vr:r)<):!
Palo Al to; (..> I I) <1).)) la 94'301

Yale I. Jon<!s> Esrt.
100 Van Ness Avenue
19th

Floo)'ari

Fl'ar)cl sco, Ca I i tot'r)ia 94102

fls. Raye I'leminrl
1746 Chor ro St.rect
San Luis Obispo, C'lil'>) r)ia 93<l01

Pacific Gas «rid Electric Company
ATTN: fir . Jr>hn C. fto) rissey

Vice I>) us i<lent «)rid Gene).al
Cou))sel

77 Beale Street;
San Franc i s<.», '<>I) 1'o)'nia 9410t>

1

fl>r. Hillia)) P. Cornwell'. 0. Box 453 -.
Hor ro Bay, C<).1 i t'ornia 93442

fir . Ja)»es 0. Sctluyler, ffucleaf
Projects Er)gi)leer

'aCifiCGa ar',l I'.leCiriC COmparly
77 Beale Si) eet.
Sar) I >ancisco, (.al i fr>rn)a 94I06

llr'. ll. C. Ga))glnff
Ilestinghouse L'lectric Corporatio)).
P. 0. Box 355
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15230

llreni Aushfot if), Esq.
Conte) for Lavr in the I'ublic

Interest
l()203 Santa hor)ica Boulevard
I os Angeles,. Cal ifornia 90067

Artt)ul'. Geh)', I;s(].
S)rel 1 8

t«)1)))t!)'100

Valley Ce»t.<!r.
Pt)oeni x, Al" ) zo))a "85012

fliCllael A. I,')(i)r,. LSrt.
Hll>))er, Cutler K Pit«!ring
1666 I; St:lect, I). If,
tf:rst)ingto«, 0. ('.. - 2()('()(>

I);>Vi 1 I:. I: IeiSCI)al;er, I Srt.
1025 15t.l) Si) r>r! t, fl. If.
5th I.

100)'lashingion, D. C. 20005
1

fir. Paul fto)"ton
California I)ivisivr) ol'1inu«s a[id

Geol ogy
2Q Civic (.'er) t.ur I'laza
Itocm 642
Sant.a Ana, '(;a I )-f 0)'ni a 92701
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LIST OF ATTFl3DEES

DIABLO CAWYON IIEET ING

tlOVEh10ER 3, 1977

NRC Staff

0. Allison
J. Stolz
J. TourtelIotte
F. Schroeder
L. D. Davis
W. Gammill
R. h1attson
H. Denton
E. Case
B. J. Youngblood
R. C. DeYoung
J. Murphy
J. C. Stepp
J. Knight
D. Vassallo

PGSE

H. Gormly
W, Lenfesty
R, Bettinger
J. Hoch
I1, Furbush
0. Shakelford
P. Crane
E. 'Kaprielian

PG&E Consultant

A. Cornell

Intervenor's Consul t.aint 6 ALto~rne

B. Rushl'orth
R. Hubbard
D. Fleischaker
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Et<CLOSUrE 2

Pequest for Additional Inf'ormation:
Diablo Canyon

'Ilhi le we find the assumptions and arguments 'used in report D-l.L41 to be

reasonable, a test of the results using more usual methodologies for

computing earthquake probabilities has not Leer made. To accomplish

this, the applicant should compute the probabi 1.ity of ground motion at

the site using the usual method. The seismicity sample„ should be drawn

from the San Andreas fault system secto> of the Pacific/No>i h Anerica plate

boundary. The occurrence of the predicted event in space should be

determined by the relative movements on various faults within the San

Andreas system.

The attenuation curves used in 0-LL41 give values that are low relative

to those obtained using the compet'lpg curves of.Trifunac and Brady. This

difference should be explained.





EllCLOSUBf 3

STRUCTURAL EWGIWEERXWQ BRAl)CH
Division-of Systems Safety

REQUEST FGR ADDI 'IOllAl. IWFORthATIOW REGARDIWG THE i!El'ORT EHTITLED

ANAl.YSIS "-":?"'„ATri,;:, RI'Sil ASSOCIATED WITH OPERATXOW OF THE DIABLO

CA?!YOW 'l"O'';"'...=Ci'"-R P'llT Ul/TIL FOR 'AW IllTERIH LXCEWSIWG PERIOD"

Th- v.='" ." con."usion of this study indicated on page 5 is that
"for a cases analyzec, the ratio of risk duririg the interim
license:. t.';= risl< dur ing thc fu].]. tei'm license is ].ess tlian unity,.",.
"]aborate ".n '.his conc'usion and whether it is equally valid for plant
da...a-e -""'"]lb. ur ves other than those assumed ln Fig. Il of
the r-"cr".. "-"- ifically, d'scuss various combinations of seismicity and
ai u. e p. Ob i ~ ty cur ves that will produce a risk ratio of

gr eater ~';.a.". one, ard p. ovide the bases, if any, foi concluding that'
suc'.". 'cases "-: e not signif'cant. For example, discuss the combination
of the Case C ', "ur .'lg nonina] design) with Case A (for .75g nominal
design). Si: =e plant failure is treated conservatively for both
O.rig an'-'. 7:j,; 'esigns, tne risk computed for~ each ease is ],ikely
the upper bou.".'. However, taking the ratio of: two uppeK'ounds
reveals i"'.ti» s'.," " rl:= rat'o of the true risks. Discuss possib],e
means :o == I:-."'"=:e :n'oncern incl.uding spec fi« proposal.s
f oi co.."" "il:i', ail ade<,'at number of case-bounding Studies
with un ense! va~ive assu otions for. both the plant failure and

seismicity ha".ard probability curves.

"'s"'-=- = = =-"."==; c:- us'n- a simsle one-parameter (acreleration)
--'=.-.'. ca=art! an;! the fai'ure probability in the

;-::.iv:. risks, consid ring these are a function
."f .-..=-.".:: "ara:"::-:rs {e.g., pro nd acceler ~tion, irequency content, oi',

~ro ".."'-".'.'".:, =-:.x"inr;, variability of sei"mic c:ipacity of various
ele".e"..ts, e".~ ... Also, a'dress simplistic .meai'.s, if any, to accoiiiit
for these par...=ayers '.". ihe relative risk, analysis model.





ENCkoSunE n

l)inn~le Can on Long-,Ters Cooling<

The applicant must subiiiit procedui"es and identify equipiiient that ivould

he available to provide an extended.iIatei. source (such ~s the. ultimate
heat sink) that Noulo be available folloiIing a 0.4G earthqiiake befoi.e

the normal supply would be exhausted. The extended <iatei soiirce ana

its availability to the auxiliary feedivater pumps must iiieet-single
active failure requireiiients arid be operable ivithout offsite poiIer.
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f)ucl,(.t j!Os. ".:0-275
and ~0-~<'3
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LOSURE 2
NUCLCRIL It!!GULRTOI'YC()M!1ISSIOM

van.,nui(l!or!. o.c. >II! ~.>
'

V

JAB R3 197,0

f)<.I t«n 1'"'le~i",.1 i";! (j
E,'(e('I<\.I ve Vice I r<si (fellt
Pacific Gas -nd El(ct! ic Co!ipany'7 P,eale Street
San F I'anci sco, Ca 1 i fo!.ni a 94 106

I}ea!' Ir. S liacLe 1 fo!'d:

. UlUECT: Dlif3LO C."fl'i0ji! OPER.'.TIl!" l. ICEtlSE REY) Ell

) <!'".riI".i!i.''() c<~I'>. ) I'm I'h '. ttit'.l':„'lf.s ';h<.,f'h l I'
I i' I I! (I'~ < l o.l> ~

the l)l bl (''<"!lyon of"'! <'. ting 1 i c.!n e review a t ol>I'ilec'I '!g
of'ecembe!1!', 1977. A c(.py of the staff's s!I:;.-..Iary of tl!at meeting

'

s encl osed.

As in(iicat d in the meet!»g s!!milan'y !'ie are no:: pl'oceedi! (j to complete, '

on a fiigh priorit; basis, ou! revi(!v of you! i!!1]-te!'m npei<!ting license
application. For th. past sev(',I al !aonths, ve i!ave also i~ee» co:!(lucti!!g
an intensive reviev'of your req~!est for an inferim licens . L'e are novi
concentrating our activity o'!! tf!e full term license since we believe
i t lif;ely that t!his- app! oacl!:iil1 ! esul t it) I'@act!ing a 'licensing! decision
on Diablo Canyon Uni ~ 1 at an earlier date. Accordingly we are continuing
ou! revievi of o»ly tl!at po'! tion of the interim license application r lated
to probabilistic studies, since the results of ou! evalu!tion of these
sh!dies will be useful for the full term license proceedings.

Please contact us at any time if you have any questions or corn!!Ients
about this

matter.'Furl

~-I~r~'
1'? e ( !!!g .) u!!1"I<„I'y

Sincerely,/'.. (.ii..
~ Edson 6, Case, Acti!:g I!i!actor
'Of fic('. of ilucfea!'!<.c"ctol' "c;I,'I<!t!on

cc: See nc Y. t paq:!





.Ilr, Uarton A. ShaI:el ford -2-

CC:

Janice L. I(et.v,, I:.sq.
C:. lifovnia I'ublic ULilities Co~missio i
35>0 tlcAllistov Stt eet
Sa» I:vancisco, California 94102

h

Hr. F vederi ck E i ss 1 er, Pi'es i den t
Sceni c Shorel i ti'e Pi eserva tion

Confei ence, Itic.
4623 Iinre hlesa Oi.ive
Santa Davbai.a, Cali fovnia 93105

I'. I:Iizab:;It f. Aftfelt...t g
1415 (;>~zadevo
Sati Lui s Obispo, California 93401 ~

Hs. Sandra A.
Silvei'25

Luneta 0vive
San l,itis Obispo, Califoinia 93401

t1i.. Gordon A. Silver
425 Luiie ta Avenue
San Luis Obispo, California 93401

Paul C. Valentine, Esq.
3Zl Lytton Avenue
Palo Alto, California 94302

Yale 1. Jones, Fsq.
19th Floor
100 Van hess Avenue
San Fi.ancisco, California 94102

I'hi 1 i p A. Cr a no, J r., I; sq,
Pacific Gis 6 Electi ic Cottpatiy
77 Beale Sti eet
San Frat'.ci sco, Cal 'oviii<i 94106

Pacific Gas and Flectiic Cotttpatty
R'fill: Ilv. )oliii (,. Iloi ri s.'t.y

Vice I'.esi<'rttt Fi G!.ti< t «1 Coi;nsol
77. l'c~'1e Sti eei:
San I'raticisco, Cal i fortiia 94106.

Ilv. Raye Fl eAting
17>16 (;I:ovt.o SLrocl.
Sa» I.ii i s Obispo> (",t 't '> ~» > t >".

Bl'nitt Hitsilfoi LIl, 5sq.
CenLet foi Lail it> Ll;e Public It
10203 Sa" La Ilonic(t f.:o>tlev:i d
Los An'.,nl -.", ".al i f;ii';ia "..: '.,'.7

Ai Lluv C. Gehr, Esq.
Sliel 1 6 l"illllel"
3100 Valley Center
Phoenix, Arizona 85073

t1v. Jattes 0, Scliuyler, Project
Engineer

I'-.cific ('«'is 5 Electvic Coi",

7? t.>cc'l(i .>;".~et
'Saii f'i «t'cisco, Calii'ot riia

Dt uce. Ilorton, Esq.
3216 IiorLh 3rd Street
Suite 202
Plioeni x, Ai.izona'5012

Ilv. H. C. Gangloff
Ilestitigliouse Electric Corpoi ati
P 0 0()x 355
Pittsbuigh, Peiinsylvania 1523""

Hicliael R. I!lein, Esq.
Hilmer, Cutler 1> PicI;ering
1666 Il Street, 'H. il.
IIashington, 0. C. 20006

Oavid F.'loiscltafter., Esq.
1025 15LIi Street, N. ll.
5tli Floor
Ilasitir«ltott, 0, C. 20005

Ili, R. C. liat.titi
Gal iforttia (ti'. isi!in of Iliiie"

.and Geology
107 Soutii f'..road<.::y,'c>n»t ln(,5
I.os Aitgel os, C-il i foi.iiia 90(t12
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0,'ASUIHG iDN. D. c. 20'~!i

Jgi P,g 1970

AFPLID.}Z:

I'AC IliITZ:

50-27!) «>'>-3 50-3>2?

Facific (:il.'>)d l'leotl;)c Co,;:,"::ir>} (!:;"l;}';)

D)."„')1 > C::»'s".) i)unlec".r }>oir"." rii"...:}.'.I( ), t}nl'.'.: 3 ail:l 2
(D).'.>bl 0 r "i' i)

GJ}l V)Az OV Ht.'I>TX«G t}i'1:9 Oil DEC}:IlGBR 3.i, 1977 "'0 D SCU:"5 Dll!Dfo CMYC'3
OPEMTIi'>G LICl'."lSf."'v"')r3.)r'}

4'e )):et Irith t.h appl.icni)t: on l<z:eiÃv=r- 15, 1'977 in }3ethe da, lid, t:o
discuss the Diablo Ca)}>on operating license rev)ew, A li:,t of
att('ndees is provided in t.he enclo:.Ure.

p.",ci >r (»)qrl ~

} "5 'l"."1 il: .)I'1 } >"0 l'~1(."tr'd i) se i I»l(-' e 'c'.:."> '.'!..l '.'.': l.l)c'"..I,%ll)L' 0 (," hei'I:I i: >>''

ir})at modifications I)!i(',l)t be nec-seer}> to >ri thstlin i l! 1«l;,ger eai:t.l)qua!:e
than lial }~';en consi(!ei:('(1 in lhe plant's orig>in~1 desirer). The )'.esu3.Ls
of m>.os>'t of t}i')s i. e c'.!)<)3 }'.8 ha(1 }r .'eil SUbm>i tte(} foi. HRC staf f Ievle!
and submittal of th»:cm')inde).. Iras exl...cted in t))c near. futul.e. FG.">E',

iias procee(liiig to i))>q~lc)r;.nt tl)e Ii)odificai.ious tl)at had been id..)Lified
in the re-anal}™is.

The normal or full-teim ow rating 1icens~ revie>r.;roul(l be based upon
the re-analysis an(1 modifications. In addition [GGr". had reuqested
an interim op rating license based urn p):ooabilist:ic stu(lies ai)d other
information ai)d tliis reguest had.been under. ieview for several months.

ItGEROl OPr PJ(TItlG LICE.'}S>E Fb™WJf;ST)

At. a previous meeting on lloverL')e). 3, 1977 i;" had discuss d the prosp.ctive
schwa(3ules for completing the reviewer. Ne had inforli)..d VG<l.". that, b:ised on
the pro"p ctive sci)edules, it did Hot app"=,ar. tliat a deci, sion on an interim
3icens could be reached very much soon=r. th:;I) a,dec'isloi) on a LUll term
1 icens": couM be re<>ched. In ad J i t ion, if L>ot:h approac))es»ere pursued in
tand=">n, &tl) t,"oui(1) be'(-ela}v( due to in! crielen 'e ail(} othe): factors.

At tlv's p'ecting (f>'".>L>(,). 13> 3977) r );e j»jo):Ii!.(1 }>G:P H)>!t )re,tl)oug})t
it: >!ould be bel:tei: to cnncentrl)Le on l.he f»3.) Lcrm lic(»se I'evict «>')d

.o p >rfO):i) I:li. inter ii) .'ceii.:.= rr view;2 it I« lo;: r. pr icr >'y. 1'l:. in';:.)l','J
to f>:}3'.:>,'l)is cou)",i". Il> ir:.'ical.e~i tl>..it. I»is i:..s> i.):."'r(} cn t!): i»c.:I; (i';i;;

'i)'~Jules «nrl oti))r' ctor" as''el3, V}ie <1> ifl !r.'(:,liI:ii":> t'li >t i.'ou'.(1 }>:~

c»co'.InLr re<1 i" i.tt) .".ii iii>:.! rin .1 ic(i):.:e )rou3<) lie (, >n.")('():able si»c! il: !>.i"
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a novel approach. lhus the p).ospects a) e better on reactiing a decision
or> tlirt f«ll terri! lice»":e in a limely ii)an»Or. rir',nllie) si<Inif'icant

facln)';as

that l'".iW had h..(!» p! Ocec<li»g rapidly to i;:;:,i'!c:»ent l lan(, I!: ~!i(ic:"..I.I:n".

«»d 1 Il(:".»( ed '(
<> l)il"» '(.l'» I!1»d) f I ca'L I '.!»5 c( I'.I'> I ('to<I f ov Ul>' 1 I))',(l'„(I.'."

19'j<.) .

l(s t<> tl>e in';.I I im lice!!se appl-icatior), !Ie irido»<':.„IJ f:o I'.ni>l>lote ou!.
)'evi.:h of'l! ~ l>r<>hal»l! t.,~, st,rd) "s a»d puhl)."l! <>»I'valuate io!! of')'! 4

i>~.'I'l; of I.l)e <:.". licai"io» I» ior io ilie»ext fi'l?.'i . (Ii'«.':: ilL'.,. I) r'(i<ig o;)
D'ivhl o Cany<»..

I'G6E expressed dis ppointz nt with the sit«a('ior) b!It indicated that,
since the staff believed this app) o ch ol'fer'cd the b t p!osp"ct for
ebtaini»g a timely doc)sio» on a» operating license, f-'G'l<; wnuld accept
the staff' J«<lgement on the !I)atter. PCt>L inquired wl!ether the
full-term op"I'ating lice»se revievi would, be co»d«ctod );itl) top pr iori ty.
l(e i»(licated that we would give this o«r highest p! in)'ity, except for
U»fol es <'n 1 t('.I.s lh t I!Ii'Iht at'1 se ') n the f'ut»l e w) th II!.;l)e!'I')or1 ty,
s!!!.'l) i!a s<!f e c.'»es, i <,'I',',; a lnut",.p r a', s','I Ag pl (!I: L s ~

SEIShJC DESIG'l PFVIEll:

Tl)e staff i)ad sched!)led a meetir)g to revie!r l)iahlo Ca»yor) seism)c
design calculations and othe'r backup data on Duce!Ibe) 12, 1977, at
ti!e llestingho«;e off:ices in Voaro<.vill., P nn:ylvania, llo(.ever, on
Decemb r 9, 1977, we had postponed the meel.ing been!Ise bestir)g!)ouse
had not been willing-to hav the ln!'e)'ve»ors'echnical consullant
accompa»y tire stafl's an observer.

l'e discussed this matter a»d indicated that it was important to the
schedule to resolve the controversy regarding the extent of the inter-
v nors'onsul tant s pa) ticipation ir) tl)is review.

DISCUSSIOtlS WITH IHTEPVFtiOR,:

Althougl) the II!ecting Mas bet(veen the staf'f and PGf'E, an attorney for
the interve»ors, llr. David Fleischal:e), "ias p! ese»t and
som. discussion beb:een llr. Fleiscl)al:er an<i the staff'ool: place,

llr . Fle'isc"al:er exp!'ossnd sn",Ie co»cern about .;l)r':)I<:.I or not Pf'AF. sho(!ld
b;: prccee;li»g with plant Iodil'icatio»s, as i t;,'I!.- <loing, l:efo!e th<! I!.C

~ staff s I'cvie)! of l.he s<.i.-mic I e-a»alysis was c!'II'I)iet('.d ~ lie ),"a» conce) r«;d
tl)at in co!.pletin<r its )'evict of tire seisniic I.e-evaluation, the staff's
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judgi')ent might be af fee ted hy the fact tha t s'oi;;e construct j on <rork
had already b('(!n accol!<l)iislied. 'I'e indicated thilt the al!plicai)t was
procee(li»g,at 'its own i is"., atte))pti»q to picl)a) e the l!lant. for op" I.<-
(,io» a" (l)!icl:ly <l.",')os".,ible. Tl)e ap il iciillt s I'c-( valuatiol) ''< I'g'.. ll<'.d.ir<< ..'<

base!i (» s<i.",.)i<: (!Osirui crit:.) ia th«t tl)e st<i)ff hi(l <ill'(<.('" I".v','"l.''( i i<:I
fol'la')I ly app) ( v d. Thi s:;:as'nal ogo.is to the noi ':a] p! acUco;;he)'e a
co)l" tr)!Ction l)e) ) ii t vras l s" ued b<ased lil)oil I':")» 'ip 1 CI i! t()'i a < pl)I ('~'e(!
l)y t!)e Co:;:l)issio». Tl). l)l'.It fi;)'ll d::sign ).;»I(l (hen l>e cr.::I I(.!Cd;r J
cciis<)'vctir,',» ':.'~(!I(( pl'one(;( b<lse(! 0» '.hose l)l'i))cipi'1 ci'ii( I'i<i. '<'e '<'re)'e

co)1(l!!Oting c!)I''ev'I('I'I o)f ('hu I e-a»aly."''Ils 01'l)0 l i»a l d<lslg» as rapidly
as )re could, le e„pected to fi»ish i» 3 to 4 )rontl;s. In <liiy event, we
stated that ou) ju(lgemei)t would»ot be affected by tl'Ie a@plica!)t's pi o-
ceeding vritl! mo(lilications i» the me<)i)tiir)e..

I

AS had been preV<OuSly diSCuSSOd at <l meeting On D.-Ceabei G, 1977,
PGE<E was planning to liave a licensing engineer l)i'esent in Oetl)esda
I!)ucl) of the ti)I for the»e;:t fev n!Onti)s. lie wo!!1(l contact the staff
Lic(nsi»q Prr);ec'.: t')ar)<lrei. ((l'l~ l) f)'equ(i)(ly II) GI('<'I'o 1eai li () f sla<'f
col'ice)'ns <'„.,",) l:: '1 Y a< l ossi I)i e ai)r! <

') ol)(a I!) I'< jri (. I'cso! "tio)) ') f (']i
(0))oei'iis tll ~ F! Oisc ial: ") o)),jected ':o '(l i; l): c":(('I I'» bc i i i»g tl)a(it might create an at)Aosl)he)e of ui)(!:)e p).essu).e oi) th(i stafl', l,". ii;dicat.:d
that, as is r)ormal ly the case, P(<+E's coi)tacts > itl) tlie llRC staff irould
be controlled by the LPll., llost co»tacts would be»i(ii the Ll>ll. PGf~E
would only be co»tactinq reviewers directly in tl)ose specific i!usta»ces
where the LPll decided U)at it 'would be approp) iate. The coiitacts v(ou1d
be docume»ted. I'e did iiot believe that this proced»re vroi!1d create undue
pressure o» tlie staff. ll), Fleisclial;ei. p) ovided us a letter o» tliis
subject to v.l)icl) vre state(l.;;e >could pi.ovide a )I) itten re"poi)se.

P(( <.i'-.2 dw.q

D. A11iso», f'reject tlanager
Light (tater Peactors Bra!!el) llo. 1

Division of I'roject llanagemeflt

Enclosure:
Attendees List
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D. R I 1 i son
R ~ DeYoull(I
R. Goddard
J. Tourl:ellotte
E. Case

G, Blanc
B. Shal;el ford
Il, Ful t)usil
J. Schuyler
F ~ tloutz
II. Goniily
J. Itocli

l es I'.'I ll:Ill~u'.e

ll. Gariglofr"

t»t.': ~At
D. Fleiscl>at:e>
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February 8,, 1978

mrs. Elizabeth S. Bowers, Chairman
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
U. S . Nuclear Regulatory Commission

'Washington, D.C. 20555-

Dockets 50-275
,50-323

Dear Mrs. Bowers:

This is a reply to the Board's order dated February 1, 1978
in which we were requested to eport on the status of the interim
operating license application.

A't a meeting with the NRC Staff on December 15, 1977 the
Staff informed us that they thought the best prospect for an early
decision on an operating license was to concentrate on the full
term license application rather than the in"crim license application.
Their opinion was based upon the fact that (i) the schedule estimates
indicated that a decision on an interim license probably could not be
reached much sooner than a decision on the full term application,
(ii) reviewing both applications at the same time would delay

them'oth,(iii) an interim license involved a novel approach which could
result in extra delays, and (iv) we had informed the Staff that we
would have all the modif ications result3»ng from the Hosgri seismic
evaluation completed by mid-1978. We indicated to the S'taf f that

'we were prepared to accept their'udgment on the matter'ased upon
their agreement to give our application top priority (See the
meeting summary dated January 23, 1978).

Accordingly, as indicated in ~lr. Edson G. Cases'etter dated
January 23, 1978, the 'NRC Sta" is now concentrating its review
on the full term license. ln addition, the Staff is also conti.Suing





Mrs. Elizabeth S.- Bowers, Chairman
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
U. S. Nucleai Regulatory Commission
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to review the "robabi'istic studies submitted in support of the
interim operating license application because they'will be useful
for the full term license proceedings." 1n any event, we
definitely do not wish to withdraw the interim operating license
.application because we may wish to reactivate it should review of
the full term application be delayed by some presently unknown
event.

Very truly yours,

PHILIP A. CRANE, JR.

cc: Service List
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