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i o ‘ Docket Fi,'lesé“"’"‘?ﬁ E. Hughes

" NRC PDR, " L. Dreher
APR 21 1978 jocat pDR H. Denton

NRR Reading R. Mattson

LWR 1 File V. Stello

E. Case
D. Crutchfield

and 503277~ . R. Boyd

w.. 8. Skinner

R. DeYoung
. D. Vassallo
J. Stolz

1744 Countrywood Court = D. Allison
Walnut Creek, California 94598 E. Hy Tton

Dear ir. Skinner:

I aim pleased to
lir . Edscn Case.

M Gr‘off (NRR—2089)

~

respond to youf letter of Noverber 17, 1977 to
You expressed support for Pacific Gas and Blectric

Company's application for an interim‘operating 11cense for the Diablo
Canyon Huclear Power u‘lant:.

As a result of discovery of the Hosgn Fault, the Dlablo Canycn Plant
is being reevaluated to determine what modifications may be hecessary
in order to withstand a more gevere earthguake than was assumed in the
plant's original desmn. PGuB has nearly completed the reevaluation
and tihe NRC staff is now reviewing it. In the weantime, PCSE is
installing the modifications and expects to'have them completed for
Unit 1 by this summer. This action is intended to provide the basis

for a normal or

full~term operating license.

In -ddltion, PG&E requested an interim operating hcense in August
1977. The interim license request would, if approved, allow operation

of Unit 1 for an
L wodifications.

interim pericd of time pending completion of the

»

The HRC staff reviewed the interim license request intensively for

several moths.

However, in early November 1977, as the review was

nearing completion it became apparent that the additional time that.
would be needed to resolve some of the technical issues would make it
unlikely that an interim license decision could be reached either in

time to allow full power operation before the summer 1978 peak electrical

v

desand or very much sooner than a full-tern decision could be reached.

It also appeared that pursuing the interim license review tcgether with

the full-term license review would delay, both reviews. -Furthermore,
- PG&E was proceeding rapidly to install the modifications. The modifi-

cations were scheduled for completion about the same time as a decision

- ‘could be reached on the interim operating license request.
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W. B. Skinner S -2- APR 21 1978

ES

Based cn these considerations and others which are discussed sore fully
in the enclosures, the N&C 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 reguest on a lower
priority in order to concentrate its efforts on the full-term license
review. ’ .

I trust you will £find this information responsive to your concerns.

Sincerely, .
Original Sigped BY;
John Fl S‘om e \l

John FP. Stolz, Chief
Light tlater Reactors pranch Ho. 1
Division of Project Management

Enclesures:
1. Summary of meeting held
on November 3, 1977
2. Letter to PGsE dated ‘
January 23, 1978 enclosfing
sumnary of meeting held on
December 15, 1977
3, Letter from PG&X dated -
Pebruary 8, 1978 , ¢

somane> | DATVison/red| JStolz

orrcez- | LR 1 LWR 1

DATE D= 4/ /78 . 4/ /78 .
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\Q...,u . ® ENCLOSURE 1. b
Yy, . . UN S
% _ HUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
leL fl S - : WASHINGTUIL, . C. 20566 ///5// /
\ prNa K (7
4y N / ' Y c:-/dﬁ el Ly

Taae® g HOY 10 104

DOCKET NOS: 50-275 and 50-323
APPLICANT: Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E)

FACILITY: Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power.Station, Un1Ls ] and 2 (Diablo

- Canyon) /______,___\~_\
SUMMARY OF MEETING HELD O NOVEMBER 3, 1977)[0 DISCUSS STATUS OF OPERAIING
LICENSE REVIEW ~— I
We met with PGAE on November 3, 1977 in Bethesda, Maryland to discuss the
status of our ‘review of the interim operating license request and the full-.
term operating license application. A list of attendees is provided in
Enclosure No. 1. . '

Background

In accordance with the construction permits, the plant. had been originally
designed to witnstand an earthquake with a refevence horizontal ground
acceleration of 0.4g. Construction of Unit 1 had becn substantially
complete since 1976.

As requested by the HRC staff in April 1976, PGKE was performing a re-
analysis to determine whot modifications might be necissary in order Lo
withstand an earthquake with a reference horizontal ground acceleration
of 0.75g. The results fram a substantial portion o1 the rcana1y51s héd
been submitted in Awendment 50 to the Final Safety Analysis Report (FSAR) -
in June 197b. PGLE was expected to submlt the remainder of the results
in the near future.

In addition, in August 197/, PG&E had réqunstgd an interim operating
license to allow plant cpruat1on pending a decision an the normal or fulj-
term operating license. The techmical information submivted in support
of the interim’operating license had included:

1. Information concerning the need for an interim OpgldLlnq ]|cgnse
(need for electric power).

2. Probabilistie analyses ot the Iikelihcod of majur edn thyuakes in
the vicinity of the plant and tue jikelikoad of the plant with-
standing such earthquakes without unacceplable reieuses of radio-
activity.






s FA

e °
oY 10 W7

3. Information conterning.the relative risk inpvolved (risk associated
with the interim operating period vs risk 'associated with a full-
term operat1nq period after p]ant modlllrdt1on)

4. A commitment to couwplete the reanatysis and perfo;m any modifications
determined Lo be necessary. . T

5. A commitment to.perform prior to initial opera ation, any nodi fications
that would involve substantial radiation doses to viorkers i{ they were
deferred until after the plant had been operated.

Need for Power . . E

‘We had received a report from the California Lnergy Rt uurces Lonservatlon‘

and Development Commission (ERLDC) indicating that it did not appear there
would be a drastic shortage of electrical gengratlng capacity in the State
of California in tne Summer of 1978, even assuming apother dry year. e
~indicated to PGSE that our tentative preliminary assessment was in sub-
stantial agreement with that of ERCDC, .

PG&E disagreed strongly with 'this conclusion and provided a letter
responding. to the ERCUC report. We indicated that we would review
PG&E's response. -
PG&E indicated that Lhe disagreement seemed to be aboul the conclusions
drawn rather than the basic data. They indicated that federal Power
Commission (FPC) data from the past 10 years suggests that any time

the generating capacity margins are less than 15 percent on a systenm,
the system may be subject to reliabjlity problenrs, We indicaved thal we
had asked FPC for an opinion as well as ERCGC. '

Interim License Review ‘

We told PGLE that we would need additiohd] dnformativn in order to
complete our evaluation of the interim Ticense request. The informa-
tion we needed foll into four cathorles

P

1. Questions on the earthquake probability studies (Epclosure 2).
2. Questions on the Relative risk assessuent (Enclosinre 3).

3. Quest1on> on long term cooling Jduring Lhe.intey iw up\idl1ng
period (Lnr]osunu 4). “

4. \We had decided thal, in order ro include a definitive [Tnding -on
the practicality or future monifications and lhe adequacy of the .
existing seiswic Jdesign, it would ba-uecessary to resolve cectain

-

y/
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outstanding generic questions prior to 1ssuance of a Safety Evaluation :
Report (SER) on the interim license request (rather than prior to - H 3
licensing). These generic questions involved the effects-of loads
due“ to postulated pipe breaks at the reactor vessel nozzle in. combina- 1
tion with an assumed concurrent, @arthquake. PGRE had nearly completed )
the analysis uf Lhese effects and was planning to repurt the initial .

results at a meeting on November 10, 1977. ‘

We also discussed the prospective‘schedule for.completing the intérim

license review (Enclosure .5). It currently appeared that item (4) above J
would control the schedule. However, depznding upon assumptions regarding
submittal dates and review time, item (]S above might be controlling. In .
any event, it appeared that the earliest a SER could be issued would be
early January 1978 (two months past the existing schedule). As indicated .
on Enclosure 5, it could be later depending upon submitlal 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, PGSE was planning to submit

the results of the remaining reanalysis about December 1, 1977 so the

soonest possible date to issue a.SER on this subject would be April 1,

1978. It could be later. S g ‘

PGA&E stated that the reanalysis was substantially coupleted, deSign'of
modifications was proceeding on an expedited schedule, and that the
plant modificaticns should be completed by July 1975,

General Review Slatus

We said that the schedules did not seem to indicate thav a decision could
be reached on an interim license 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 and Enclosure 6 due Lo interference and other factors,

We indicated thaz, in these circumstances, & ditficull decision faced
PG&E on whether or not to continuc vigorous prosccution of the interim
license request. ' . ‘

1t was also noted that the Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards had
not yet provided a recomiendation on the acceptability of the design
basis for the reanalysis (0.759). The ACRS Subcomitice nad recommended
probabilistic studics similar to tue studies offered in suppurt of the
interim license raquest. Accordingly, even if the isterim license request
were- not prosecated vigorously, the work thal nad been done might be an
important element in the Carmnittec's recomsemdation on the adequacy of the
design basis. ' .
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~

It did not appear, at that time, that the resolution ofF other (non-seismic)
issues would control cither schedule. llowever, signjficant.concern was
expressed about this conclusion. Ue indicaled that, in the near: future,
we would provide a complete punch list of all items Lo be resolved.

. A ,."/'/ . _7 ’
?../)/1([6&([‘.(.4 (RN
: - -, Allisony, Project iHanager
Light Yater Reactors Branch Ho. 1
Division of Project Hanagement
" Enclosures:. : ,
As Stated- '







racific Gas and Fleutric Coipany .7 -

vero Prilip Al Creane, Jr., beq.
pPacific Gas and lectric Company
77 Beale Stieet
San Francisco, California 94106
Janice L.* Kere, LSy.
California Fulddis Utilities
- Comamissicu )
' 350 FchAllistur Siruil ‘
San Franciscu. Catlitornia 9410z
Mr. Frederich tisster, rresident
Scenic Shorelwne Presecvation
Conference, Inc.
4623 Hore Mesa D ive .
Santa Barbara, ﬂ]l!Olnla 93104
Ms. Elizabeth .
1415 CazZadero
San Luis Obispo,

;’\pfellu.rg .

California 93401
Ms. Sandra A, Silviy
425 Luneta Dreive

San Luis Obspo, Calitornia 93401
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Silver :

Mr. GordonEA.

425 Luncta Lrive

San Luis ‘)lvi&l,'(l’, california 93401

o Paul C.'VJleullnr; i 5.
A00 Channineg % eemn
Palo Alto, (a! Pivenrnia 94301

Yale |. Juneb.‘tsq.

100 Van Ness Avenug

19th Floor

san Francisco, .Califoraia 94107 °

Ms.. Raye flewing

1246 Chord Street

San Luis Obispo, Califurnia

»

934

. Pacific Gus und lectric Company
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Center for Law in the Public
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NRC Staff

oDLoLLIOMOEmMmI oo o

Allison

. Stolz

Tourtellotte
Schroeder

D. Davis
Gammill
Mattson

.- Denton

Case

J. Youngblood
C. DeYoung
Murphy

C. Stepp

. Knight
. Vassallo

ENCLOSURE HO, )

LIST_OF ATTENDLLS

DIABLO CAIYON MEETIiG

HOVENBER 3, 1977

PGEE

tl. Goymly

i1, LenfesLy
R. Betlinger
J. Hoch

M. Fuybush
B. Shakelford
. Crane

E. Kaprielian

PG&E Cousul tant

A. Corneld

Intervenor's Cutcaliunt, &

- B, Rushiva th

R. Hubbard
. Fleischaker

-






— © ENCLOSURE 2

Request for Additional Information: * . .
” Diablo Canyon e

»

* , .
v 5

thile we find the assumptions and arguments uséed in report DyLLQ];to be .
"reasonable, a test of the results using more ustal methodologies for |
computing earthquake probabilities has:uot Leen made, To aCQomp1fSh

this, the applicant should compute the prqbahi]ity pf}brounu motion at

‘the site usiné the usual method. The seismicity samp]é shpuld be dravin
from the San Andreas fault systeﬁ sectoy pf“;he Pacific/torth America plate
poundary. Theipccurrence of thé predicted event in space should be
d;termined by the relative movements on varfous fau]f; within the San

Andreas system. °

-

Yhe attenuation curves used. in D-LLA1 give values that are low'rzlative
to those obtained using the competing curves of Trifunac apd Brady. Tnis

difference should be explained.

vt 2.







ENCLOSURE 3 —_—

STRUCTURAL ENGIHEERMNG BRANCH
Divizion of Systems Safely

0 *

A

REQUEST £CR ELITIONAL THFORMATION REGARLING THE KEPOWY ENTITLED
WANALYZIS ©F HELGIWVN | lsK ASSCCIATED WITH OPERATION OF THE DIABLO
CARYQN NUCLIa? FNIZH ? ANT UNTIL FOR AN THTERIM LICENSTNG PERIODY
BY W. K. EE"NOT ‘ .
1. The mzior oou:ilnailon of this study indldated on poge 5 1s that °
"ior all :;ssa.analvﬁcc, the ratlo or rdsk duriug the jnterim
license v the
glaborats n fihis
damage Trovanilizy ¢
the regors, 3 zczricully, d;seuss VaPlOUS comblndtiog- of selsmicity and
failure probatility curves that will produce a risk ratio of
greater in: ., anpd provide the bases, Lf any, for coacluding that’
sucx 22ses ot sipgnifiecant, For exawple, discusa the combination
of the Cage “or Mg nominal deslign) -with Case A (for .75g nominal
] design). Sfnte plaat railure bs treated, conservatively for both
O.4g ani €./955 designs, the risk computed for cach case Je Yikely '
the upper bounld. ilowever, taking the ratio of L20 uppar bonnﬂs“
reveals Little alout the ratio of the trus ricks. Discuss possibie,
means o silevizne taic conecern lneluaing spiciflic proposals
for coniustime an adesiatz number of case-bounding’ studies
with unosonzepvative zesusntions for both the plant fallure and
seismiclty navprd probzdility curves. ‘
o, i3 & simple dne-paldaelur (acneleration)
) anid the failupe probabitity in the
= , considiring these ore a function
< cund accsleration, :requency vonlent or
s abiliyy of selsmic capacity of varicus
2. 53 simplistic mg:hu, if any, to accom:l
f Puxutlvu risi analysls model,
b
“ »
A .

-
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Diablo Canyon Long-Terw Couling

The applicant must submit procedures aad identify equipnent that would
be: available to provide an extended vater soucceé (such a$-the ultimate
heat sink) that'wvoula be available following a 0.4G carthquale bLefore
the normal supp]y vould be exhausted, 150 eatunded water source anu5
its ava1]ab111ty to the au\|11auy feedwater pamps muJL weet cingle
active fa1]ure reguirements and be operublg unLhOuL oftsite pover,

Py
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’zl ] of .'\0\" . )
“eaat JAN 23 1970
Locket MHes, 50275 !
and 50-323 {
* 'Ih!
s, Bavton V1, Shacwsliord
Executive Vice Presidont
Pacific Gas and Electric Lompany
17 Leale Strect ;
San Francisco, California 94106 ‘
]
Near Mr. Shackelford: "
SUBJECT: DIARLO CAIYOR OPERATING LICENSE REVIEY ,
‘ ]
!
) e writing o confive the ctatawinis vhet ihe 17 6 el 1 nadn (ol
ihe Disble Cenyou operating license reviey ot our meeling of :
Decerber Y6, 1977, A copy of Lne'staff's swansry of that meeting
is enclosed.
As indicated in tie meeting stmmary, we are noy proces |1hq to comr]n\e,
on a high priority basis, cur roview of youv full- tnx\ operat1nq license
app]ication. For the past several wonths, we have also izeen cowductlng j
an intensive review of your request for an interim license. Ve are now
concentrating cur activity on the full terwm license since we belicve .
it 1ikely-that this appreach will result in reaching a licensing decision
on Diablo Canyen Unit 1 at an earlier date. Accordingly wve are continuing ;
our review of only that portien of the interim licensc anplication related
to probabilistic studies, since the results of our evaluation of these
studies will be useful for the full term license prnceedings. H
|
Please contact us at any time if you have any questions or comments’
about this matter
Sincerely, .- ) '
/’ Au(’ (/,/)
»” r/ . .
(-,O”)‘\'\ - " -w..o(x-l- e »,

Foclosurn:
eoting Srwmary

cc: Seo nexlt pagn

Edsen G, Case, Actiua Divector
« Office of Nucledr Eoactor Requiation






A,

cc:

Barton A. Shakelford -2 -
Facific Gas and Electric Company

ATHE: e, Jahn C, Horrissuey

Vice Presidrnt & Geneval Counsel

77 Leale Stirect
San rancisco, California 94706.

Janice E. Kerv, Esq.

California Public Utilities Coamission
- 350 HichAllister

Siiecl
San Francisco, California 94102

Mr. Frederick Eissler, President

Scenic Shoreline Preservation
Conference, Inc.

4623 liore Mesa Drive :

Santa Carbara, Califorania 93105

. Flizebath E,
14158 Cazadero
San Luis Obispo, Ca11forn1a 93401

refelberg

Hs. Sandra A. Silver
. 425 Luneta Drive ‘
~ San tuis Oblfpo fa11fonn1a 33401

the, bordon A. Silver

,423 Luncta Avenue

San Luis Obispo California 9340}

pPaul C, Valentlne Esq
321 Lytton. Avenue
Pa]o Ato, California 94302

Yale 1. Jones, £sq. .
19th Floor : ;
100 Van liess Avenue

San Francisco, California 94102

Philip A, Crane, Jr., .Esq.
Pacific Gas & Electric Company
77 Beale Street

San Francisco, California 94106

e, R, C. Hartin

California Oivision of Ilipes
:and Geology

107 South frcadesy, Reom 1065

los Angeles, California ©0M2

~

Ty ey i it
Y

* " .
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Phoenix, Arizona 85073

- Wr. James Q. Schuyler, Project

tnginear
Pacific las L]octrxc Compeny
17 Begte ﬂt'ﬂct .
Sap Francisco, Calitornia  #04F

Siruce flovton, [sq. . )
3216 ilorih 3rd Street

Suite 202 ‘

Phoenix, Arizona 85012

th. ¥, C. Gangloff i
Hestinghouse Electric Corporets -
. 0, Box 355 1
Pittsburgh, Pennsylyunla 1523C

lichael R. Klein, Esq.

- Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering e
Y666 K Street, H. U :

Washipgton, D, C. 20006 |
David F. Fleischaker, Esq.

1025 161 Street, N. |\

S5th-Floor :

Washington, D. C. 20005






I - o e,

X v e—Le s W

vy .
: T, ‘ COUIITE D STATE S . |
A |.| _" - ¥ ® “

. R NEISN £ B RS SR NS 8 T AP & S Rl M E Fi g o el et iy
Y

RN Dach NUCLLAHHIGULAIOHYFﬂRmNruOH .
N q 1“\ "' } 9
‘ *‘:qﬁ¢émr: . . WASHINGION, O G, 20055
& il £ g - . ; ‘ .
'.’-% S JANE 23 1;1?0
AR WERS i .
* DOCKEY UG5 50-27% and 50-322 N - o ,
L} . ,.“ ‘ ‘ ' »
AUPLICEIL: Pocific Gas and Biectric Compumy (v 3K :
CT T TACILYTY: T Dizblo Grnzen tuelear Powsw Glljcn, Unit: 1 and 2 .
(Dizbio Convon) ’ ’ ' :
SUMIARY OF MELTING ULLD O PECLHBER jS, .19']’1‘ O DI.‘?(.U:'SS DYABLO CANYCH
C"’LP-\TI'U LICEASE RIVIEY . ‘ ]
We met with the applicant on Dcerdar 15, 1977 in Bethesda, Hd, to
discuss the Diablo Canyon cparating licangse reviey. R list of - g }
attendezs is provided in the encloswe, ‘ ) m
Pociur eand e ) v v

[P, .
.

P3RE-hald nrarly eotploted a selsmde ro-annlysis ¢l the plaat Lo doborming
vhat medlflc“LLon. mluhL L2 neczzeary Un vithsbe 1J & lerger "earlhauake
than had bren considercid in the plant's oviyginal dssign. ‘he res uLLq

of most of this re-analysis had bien subinitted for NRC staff review
g and svlbmittz2l of the remainder was expocted in the near future, PGLE .

was procecding to imnlamant the modifications that-had bzen idantifiecd

in the le—unaly LER

) : , : |

The nommal or full-term eperating license review would ba based upon C
the re-analysis and modifications. In additien, PAGE. had reugested
en interim oparating license based upon prooabilistic studias and other
information and this request had been under review for ssveral months,

INTERUI OPEPATIUG LICEASE REQUEST: ’ ‘ ; |

At.a previous mesting on ilovember 3, 1977 we had discussad the prospective
schedules for completing the review. We had inforuwd PGSR that, basad on
the prospactive scihedules, it-'did not appear that a decision on an interim
Jicense covld be reached very awich seoncr khan ¢.moc1410n on a full teria
licens? could be reached, “In addilisn, if bolh approachcs ncre pursusd in
tandzn, both would ba dz2laycd dun to interirance and othar factors.

At this meceting (Deoccaher 13, 1977), w2 informsd LGaY thot ve thought

. it: would be befter to concentrale on the ful) Lorm liceng2 review angd
to porform the dinterim licensa reviou with o Voner pricriey. sys indarisd,
Lo fef)err tris covrsz., 2 indicaled Lhat vhis wis based en Ehy orespleting
vebrdulas and othar facleons as yell. e diffrevitics that would b
cncounlered with an interim Jicense vould e cangjderable sings It v






‘The stoff had scheduled a meeting to reyiew Diablo Canyon seismic
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' ‘ -2- ‘ .
. v .- . .
. ) .

a novel-approach. Thus the prospects are better on reaching -a decision
on the full term licenze in a timely wanper.: ~ Acather cienificant faclor

wes 1hot PO&EE Rad baen prececding vepidly to ivncment jiani mdilicaliong

and intonded 1o have Lhe modifications cospleted for Wit 1 by fugia s 0,
1670, '

hs to the interim Yicense application, ve intoudud to complebe our
revicw of “the probability studizs and publich oy cvaivaticon of tivis
pert of Lha @ynlication prior to the nent AUBS toegfemiiiee mactingg o)
Dichlo Cenyen, ' -

PGEE expressed dissppointmant with the situatiop but indicated that,
since the staif belicved this approach offercd the bast prospect for
ehtaining a timely decision on an operating license, FGie would accept |

the staff's judgement on the matter. PGEE  {nquired whether the

full-term oporating liconse review vould be ‘conducted with top priority.

He indicated that ve would give this our highest prioriiy, excoept for

unforescen itens Chat wight arice in the fubwre with higpor priority,
sttel as safety gquostiohs abeut wpzrating plepls,

SEISHIC DESIC'E REVIEM: .

design calculations and other backup data on Decswber 12, 1977, at
the Hestinghouse offices in Moaroceville, Pennsylvania, However, on
December 9, 1977, we had postponed the meeling hecause Westinghouse
had not been willing to have the intervenors' technical consultant
accompany the staff as an observer.. :

Ne discussed this metter and ipdicated that it was juportant to the
schedule to resolve the controversy regarding -the extent of the inter-
venors' consultant's participation.in this review.

DISCUSSIONS WITH IMTERVENOR:

Atthough the meeting was between the staff and PGAE, an attorney for
the intervenors, M, David Fleischpher, was present and
some discussion betveen I, Fleischaker and the siaff took place.

M. Fleischakar expressed some concern about whe shey or nat PGEE should
be preceeding with plant wodi(ications, as il wis doing, hefura the 1C

stovf's review of Lho seismice-analysis vas cowpicted, e was conces nd

that in completing its review of the scismic re-avaluation, the staff's

¢

o

.-






Judgihent might be affected by the fact (hat sowe construction vork
had already been accomplished. e indicated that the applicant was
proceading at its ovn vis™, atrompting to preparve the plant for opzra-
Lion as quickly as possible. The applicant's resevaluation wori had iven
 based on seiamic desian c.i'"niu thai the staff had already revicmed ind
foreally apmoved.  This was analooous Lo 'the noy wal pld(llCP uhore a -’
constrvction perilit was issuad based gpon principal ariteria cppreved
by the Commission. Tha planu final design veuld teen be coapleicd and
censtivclion would procecd besed on thoze priscips) eritoria: 4o vere
conducting ot review of the re-asalycis of the {ingl desicn os rapidly
&s ve could. Lo expected to finish in 3 to-4 wonilks. 1In any event, we
stated that owr judgement would not be sffected by the applicant's pno
ceeding with modificatieas in the meantime. .

/¢
As had been previously discussed at a meeting oy Dzcember 6, 1977,
PG&E was planning to have a licensing enginecer jresent in Bethesda
much of tha tiwe for the next few months. He would contact the staff
Licensing Project Hanceer (LIW) ipeﬂhﬂnllv in o)cwr to lcair uf ststf
concnrnn &5 quichly g¢ possilie and (o chilpin rej id resaintion of e
concerns,  Hr. Flodschidher ebjected o tiis m o:cfuln' birieving that
it might create an atwosphera.of undaa pressure on the staff. e indicated
that, &s is novmally {ne case, PGS GE's contacts with the URC staff would
be controlled by the LPi. lost contscts would be vilh the L4, PG&E )
would only be contacting reviewers directly in those specific instances
where the LPH decided that it would be appropriare. The contacts would
be documented. Ve did not beljeve that this procedire would create undue
pressure on the staff. Mr. Fleischaker provided us a letter on this,
subJecL to vhich we stated.we vould provide a writien response

.‘¢;>Z%/ 7;n}671 | _ '

D. Allison, Preject Manager
Light Uater Reactors Branch to, 1
Division of Project Management

Enclosure: ‘ _
Attendees List ) NN

——— —
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ATVORNIYS

ebruary 8, 1978

Mrs. Elizabeth S. Bowers, Chairman

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board . ,
J.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission ‘
Washington, D.C. 20555.

Dockets 50-275 -
50-323

=

‘Dear Mrs. Bowexs: ' .
- This is a reply to the Board's order daLed February 1, 1978 °
in which we were requestad to report on the status of the interim
operating license application. . A

At a meeting with the NRC Staff on December 15, 1977 the
Staff informed us that they thought the best prespect for an early
decision on an operating license was to cencéntrate on the full
term license application rather than cthe interim license applicacion.
Their opinion was based upon the rfact 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 bhoth aoollcatwons at the same time would delay them
both, (iii) an interim license involved a novel approach wh‘ch could
result in extra delays, ané (iv) we had informed the Staff- that we .
would have all the ' modifications resulting from Lhe Hosgri seismic
evaluation completed by mid-1978. We Lndmgataj to the-.-Staff that -
we were prepared to accept:their Judgment on the matter based upon
their agreement to give our application cop pricricy (See the
meacing summary dated uanLary 23, 1978) .
) According
January 23, 18
on the full te

ly, as indicated in Mr. Edson G. Cuucs' letter dated
78, the NRC Staif is now concantrating its revisw
rm license. In addition, the Staff is also continuing
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to review the probabilistic studies submitted in support of the
interim operating license application’because-they "will be useful i
for the full term license proceedings." ' In any event, we

definitely do not wish to withdraw tha interim operating license
application because we may wish to reactivate it should review of

the full term application ‘be delayed by scme presently unkncwn

event. " : ) )

Very truly yours, g cL

PHILIP A.’ CRANE, JR.

cc: Service List







November 17, 1977

. Mr. Edson Case, Action Director
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
Nuclear Regulatory Commission

1717 H Street, N.W.

Washington, D. C. -20555

Dear Mr. Case:

-1 am in receipt of a letter addressed to you dated October 27,
1977 from the Energy Resources Conservation and Development Commission
regarding California's' electrical supply situation and your granting
Pacific Gas and Electric Company an interim license for the Diablo
_ Canyon HNuclear Plant. :

I-feel this report has taken thé negative side of the California

energy situation. My question; why must we the people in PGandE

Company service area suffer the lack-of electrical energy or be forced

to reduce our standard of 1iving through conservation because of minority
groups' opposition to nuclear energy for reasons I am sure are for the
most part unknown to them. Why do we allow our country to become weak
while foreign countries become strong in the area of energy indipendence.

I am concerned for my grandchildren and what type of 1ife you and 1
will leave for them and about our country's future.

Granting PGandE an interim license, you and you} commissjon-wil] be
doing the right thing for the U.S.A., California and the populace.

Sincerely,~

P

Bh o
., 5," // > ~
i

«* "W. B:* SKINNER
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