NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20888

UNION ELECTRIC COMPANX
DOCKET NO, STN 50-483
CALLAWAY PLANT UNIT NO, 1

SONSTROCTION PERMIT
Construction Permit ¥ CPPR-139

1. The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Comnission) baving found that:

A,

B.

cl

D.

The application for eonstruction permit conplies with the re-
quirements of the Atomic Energy het of 1954, as anended, and

the rules and regulations of the Commission, there is reanon-
able assurance that the activities authorized by the permit will
be onnducted in compliance with the rules and regulations of the
Commission, and all required notificationd to other agencies or
bodies have been duly aade;

The Urion Electric Company (the Applicant) has described the
proposed design of the Callaway Plant, Unit No., 1 (the facility),
ineluding, but not limited to, the principal architectural and
engineering oriteria for the design and bas identified the major
features or ocomponents incorporated therein for the protection of
the bealth and safety of tone publie;

Such further technical or design information as may be regquirec
to complete the safety analysis, and which can reasonably be
left for later cons.?sration, will be supplied in the final
safety analysis report,

Safety features or components, if any, which require research and
development have been described by the Applicant and the Applicant
bas identifisd, and there will be conducted, & research and
development program reasonably designed to resolve any safely
questions associated with such features or components;

On the basis of the foregoing, there is reasonable assurance that
(1) such safety questions will be satisfactorily resolved at or
before the latest date stated in the application for completion

of construction of the provosed facility ard (11) taking inte
consideration the site criteria econtained in 10 CFR Part 100, the
proposed facility can be constructed and operated at the proposed
location without undue risk to the bealth and safety of the publie;



3.

F. The Applicant is technically qualified to de.ign and construct
the proposed facility;

G. The Applicant is financially qualifivd to design and o nstruct
the proposed facility;

H. The issuance of a permit for the coastruction of the facility will
not be inimical to the vommon defense and security or to the health
and safety of the public; and

1. After weighing the environmental, economic, technical and other
penefits of the facility against environmental and other costs and
considering available alternatives, the issuance of a construction
persit subject to the conditions for protection of the environment
set forth herein is in sccordance with 10 CFR Part §2 of the
Comeission*s regulations and all applicable requirements have
been satisfied,

Pursuant to Section 103 of the Atomic Euergy Act of 1954, as amended
(the Aet), and Title 10, Chapter I, Code of Federal Regulations, Part
§0, "Licensing of Production and Utilization Facilitios," and pursuant
to the Partial Initial Decision ard the initial Decision of the Atomic
Safety and Licensing Board, dated August 8, 1975 and April 8, 1976,
respectively, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission hereby issues a cone-
struction permit to the Applicant for a utilization facility designed
to operate at 341) megawatis thermal as described in the application
and amendrants thereto (the application) filed in this matter by the
Applicant and as more fully desoribed in the evidence received at the
public bearing upon that application, The facility, known as the
Callaway Plant, Unit No, 1 will be located on the Applicant’s site in
Callaway County, Missouri,

This permit shall be deemed tc conta . and be subject to Lhe conditions
specified in foctions 50,54 and 50,55 of said regulitions; is subject
to all applicable provisions of tbe Act, and rules, regulations, and
orders of the Commission now or hereafter in effect; and - subject

to the conditions specifiel or {ncorporated below:

A. The earliest date for the completion of the facility is June 30,
1981, and the latest date for completion is February 28, 1982,

B. The facility shall be constructed and located at the site as
desoribed in the application, in Callaway County, Missouri,
approximately b miles north of the Missour. River,



D.

£,

“nis construction permit authorizes the Applicant to construet

e facility described in the application and the hearing record,
in accordance vwith the principal architectural and engineering
eriteria and envircamental protection ecomaitments set forth
therein,

1In view of the fact that the Attorney General has not recomaendnd
an antitrust hearing in this matter, that no antitrust issves have
been raised by another in & manner accor,ing with the Commission®s
Rules of Practice, and that no finding has been pade that an
antitrust hearing is otherwise required (10 CFR, Part & Section
2,104(d)), antitrust review of the application for this construction
permit under Section 105¢ of the Atomlc Energy Act of 1954,

as agended, has been completed and a bearing thereon determined

to be unnecessa™y.

This facility is subject to the following conditions for the protection
of the cavironment:

(1) The disposal of the sludge from the water treatment plant
providing make up water in the cooling system as well as
sludges from the potible water supply at the facility shall
be in accordance with effluent guidance limitation documents
peing developed by *he U, S, Env‘*.omental Protection Agency
and ir the same manner as appro ed for all other public and
private water treatment plants using the Missowi River as &
raw water source, Detailed plans for the potable water supply
systenm shall be subpitted to the Missouri Division of Euvironmental
Quality, Public Water Supply Scotion, for review,

(2) Monitoring of the facility discharge shall be conducted iu
whatever manner is necessary to © e safety of downstreanm
water users, including the development of procedures for
monitoring of ~-pper concentrations in the effluents from
the Callaway . .ant,

(3) Toe Applicant shall take the necessary mitigating actions,
{ncluding those summarized in Section 4,6 of the Final
Environmental Stateas:t during construction of the facility
and associated transmission lines to avoid unnecessary adverse
environmental impacts from construction activities,

(4) The Applicant shall establish a control program which shall
{nclude written procedw-es and {nstructions to econtrol all
construction sctivities as prescribed herein and shall provide
tor periodic management audits to determine the adequancy of
implementation of environmental conditions, The fpplicant shall
paintain sufficient records to furnish evidence of compliance
with all the environmental conditions herein,



(%)

(6)

(n

(8)

(9)

(10)

.“.

before engacing in a construction activity not evaluated by

the Commission, the Applicant will prepare and record

an environaental evaluation of such sctivity, When the
evaluation indicates that such activity may result in a
significant adverse environmental iwpact that was not evaluated,
or that 1s significantly greater than that evaluated in the

Final Environmental Statement, the Applicant shall provide a
written evaluation of suech activities and obtain approval of the
Director of the Division of Projrot Management prior to conducting
suoh activities,

Ir unexpected harmful effecis or evidence of serious damage

arc detected during facility construction, the Applicant shall
provide to the staff an acceptable snalysis of the problcm and
@& plan of action to eliminate or significantly reduce the harm-
ful effects or danage.

The Applicant shall conduct his proposec monitoring pmograzs, as
sumaarized in Section 6 of the Final Environamental Statement, in-
eluding the modifications defined by the staff in Subsections
6.,1.1, 6,1,2 and 6,1,4.) of the Final Environiental Statement
ro;ardin; the duration of the water wells moni.oring progran,

the extent of the radiological moniioring progrin and the nanpling
frequency of thne ajquatic ecology monitoring prog.am,

The Applicant shall geologically mup in detail all major excavations,
The staff must be notified when the mapping is being done so

that the staff can make arrangements to examine the excavations

to detarmine if the subsurface structure correlates with the
interpretations made rrom the nearLy water well data and the onsite
core borings, The Applicent shall include the resulting maps and
evaluaticn in the Final Safety Analysis Report,

The Applicant shall conduct a program to assess the significance
of Logan Creek as a fish spawning cnd nursery area, the extent of
damage to the creek and its biota which may ensue from the cone-
structior of crossings for pipelines, and tbe need for protective
measures to ameliorate adverse impacts, Prior to starting pipeline
construction, the Applicant shall submit the impact assessaent and
plan for eonstru tion of the crossings to the staff for review and
approval as provided in Subsections 4,3.2.1, 4,4,) and 6.1.4 of the
Final Environmental Statement,

The Applicant will use a mine for obtaining rock for concrete
aggregrate and backfill, If the Applicant chooses to develop a

quarry instead of a mine, a revised desoription ard impact assessment
pust be submitted to the staff for review and approval prior Lo
commencement of work at the quarry.



8.

5.

-$ .

This peranit is subject to the 1imitation thei 2 Livense authorizing
operation of the facility will not be isaued by the ¢ ‘oission
unlesr (a) the Applicant submits to the Commission t’ e ¢ aplete
Pinal Safety Anslysis Report, portions of whieh may be sibzmitted

and evaliated from tize to time; (b) the Commission finds that

the final deaign provides reasonadble assurance trat the health

and safety of the public will not be endangered by tne operation

of the facility in accordance with procedures approved by it

in connection with the issuance of said license; (¢) the Commission
finds that operation of tne facility will be in accordance with

10 CFR Pa. . 51 of the Coms.ssion's regulations and all applicable
requirezents were satisfied; and (d) the Applicant submits proof of
financial protection an{ executes an indemnity agreement =8 regquired
by Section 170 of the Act,

This permit is effective as of its date of issuance and shall expire
on the latest completion date indicated in paragraph 3.A above,

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COHMISSION

o I :

. -

iBior 8. Boyd, Director _
Division of Project Manageaent
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Date of Issuance: April 16, 1576



UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 30888

Ual0y ELECTRIC COMPANY
DOCKET NO. STN 50-486
CALLAWAY PLANT UNIT NO. 2
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT
Construction Permit No, CPPH-1&0

1. The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) having found that:

I

C.

D,

The application for construction permit complies with the re-
quirements of the Atomic Energy At of 1954, as amended, and
the rules and regulations of the Commission, there is reason-
able assurance that the activities authorized by the permit vill
be conducted in compliance with the rules and regulations of the
Commission, and all =egquired notifications to other agencies or
bodies have been d.  aade;

The Union Electric Company (the Applicant) bas described the
proposed design of the Callaway Plant, Unit No. 2 (the fa.ility),
including, but not limited to, the principal architectural and
engineering criteria for the design and bas identified the major
features or components incorporated therein for the protection of
the health and safety of the public;

Such further technical or design inforaatisn as may be required
to coaplete the safety analysis, and which can reasonably be
left for later consideration, will be supp.sed in the final
safety analysis report,

Safety features or components, if any, which require research and
development have deen described by the Applicant and the Applicant
has identified, and therd will be conducted, a ressarch and
development progran reasonably designed to resclve any safety
questirns associated with such features or componcnts;

On the basis of the foregoing, there {s reasonable a>surance that
(1) such safety questions will be satisfactorily resolved at or
tefore the latest date statec in the application for completion

of construction of the proposed facility and (41) takiog into
consideration the site criteria contuined in 10 CFR Part 100, the
proposed facility can be constructed and operated at the proposed
location without undue risk to the health and safety of the publie;



2.

3.

§. The Applicant {s technically qualifiel to ¢esign and construct
the proposed facility;

G. The Applicant 18 financially qualified to design aud censtruct
the proposec fecility;

H. The issuanve of a permit for the construction of the facility will
pot be inimical to the common defense and security or to the health
and safaty of the public; and

1. After weighing the environmental, economic, technical and other
penefits of the facility against environmental and other costs and
consider ing available alternatives, the {ssuance of a construction

permzit subject to the conditions for protection of the environpent
set forth herein is in sccordance with 10 GFR Part 51 of the
Compission's reg.lations and all applicable requirements have

peen satisfied.

pursuant to Section 103 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended
(the Act), and Iitle 10, Chapter 1, Code of Fecera)l Regulations, Part
50, "Licensing of Production anbd Utilization Facilities," and pursuant
to the Partial Initial Decision and the Initial Decision of the Atomic
Safety and Licensing Board, dated August 8, 1975 and April 8, 1976,
respectively, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission heredy iss \es a con=
struction perait to the Applicant for a utilization facility designed
to operate at 341l megawatts thermal as described in the application
and amendments thereto (the applieation) filed in this matter by the
Applicant and as more fully described in the evidence received at the
publie nearing upon that application. The fa2ility, known as the
Callaway Plant, Unit No, 2 will Le located on the Applieant‘: aite in
Callaway County, Missouri,

This peramit stall be deemed to contain and be subject to the econditions
specified in sections 50,54 and 50.55 of said regulations; is subject
to all applicadl? provisions of the Act, and rules, regulations, and
orders of the Commission now or pereafter in effect; and is subject

{5 the conditions specified or {poorpcrated pelov:

A. To~ earliest Jdate for the wompletion of the facility {s December 31,
1982, end the latest date for conpletion is Febrvary 28, 1984,

B. The facility shall be constructed and located at the oite as
described in the applicatior, in Callaway County, Missoury,
approxinntoly 5 miles north of tne Missouri River.



D.

.’.

Tais construction jerait authorizes the Applicant to construct
the facility cesirided in the application and tre» hearing roeord,
in accordance with the principul architectursl and engineering
eriteria and environzental protection comaitzents cet forth
therein,

In view of thne ract that the Attorney General has not recomzended

an antatrust bearing in this patter, that no antitrust issues have
been raised by another in & manner accoraing with the Compissic:'s
Rules of iractioce, and that no finding has been made that an
antltrust hearing is otherwise required (i0 CFR, Part 2 Section
2.104(d)), entitrust review of the apolication for this construction
pernit under Section 105¢ of the Atrmic Energy Act of 1064,

as apended, has been completed and & hearing vhereon determined

to be unnecessary.

This facility is subject to the following conditions for the protection
of the eavironnent:

(1) The disposal of the sludge froa the water treatment plant
providing make up water in the cooling system as well as
sludges from the potable water supply et the facility shall
be in accordance with effluent guidance limitation documents
being developed by the U, S, Environmental Protection Agency
and in the same manner as approved for all other public and
private water treatment plant: using the Missouri River as a
raw water source, Detailed plrns for toe potable water supply
system shall be subnitted to the Missouri Division of Environmental
Quality, Public Water Supply Section, for review,

(2) Monitoring of tne facility d charge snall be conducted in
wLatever manner is necessary to assure safety of down tream
water users, including the development of procedures for
monitoring of copper concentrations in the effluents fron
t'e Callaway Plant,

(3) The Appllcant shall take * e necessary mitigiting actions,
inolrding those summarizeu in Section 4,6 of the Final
Environmen.al Statement during ccnstruction of the facility
and associated transmission lines to avoid u .recessary adverse
euvironmencal impacts from construction activities,

(4) The Appiicant shall establish a contrel program which shall
include written procedures and instructions to control all
construction activities as prescridbed herein and shall provide
for periodic management audits to detercine the adequancy of
implementation of environmental conditions, The Applicant ahall
paintain sufficient recurds to furnish evidence of coapliance
with all the environmental conditions herein.
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(6)
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(8)

(9)
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Before engaging in a construction activity not evaluated by

the Coazission, tne Applicant will prepars and record

an ervironzental evaluation of such activity., When the

evaluation indicates that such activity may resuit in a
significant adverse environmental iupact that vas not evaluated,
or that is significantly greatesr than tnat evaluated in the

Firal Environzental Statement, the Applicant shall provide a
written evaluation of such activities and obtain approval of the
Director of the Division of Project Management prior to conducting
such activities,

If unexpected harpful effects or evidence of serious dazage

are detected during facility constiruction, the Applicant shall

provide to the staff an acceptable analyris of the problea and

a plan of action to eliminate or significantly reduce the haro-
ful effects o damage.

The Apolicand shall ~onduct his proposed ponitoring prograns, as
sumparized in Section 6 of the Final Environmontsl Stategent, in-
eluding the aodifications defined by the staff in Subsections
6.1.1, 6,1,2 and 6,1,4,) of the Final Euvironmental Statement
regerding tne duration of the water welly monitoring program,

the extent ~f the radiological monito) ing progras and the sagpling
frequency of uhe aguatic ecolegy monitoring prograx.

The Applicant shall geologically map in detail all major excavation
The staff must be notified when the mapping is being done so

that the staff can make arrangements to examine the excavations

to determine if the subsurface structure correlates with the
interpretations made from the neardy water well data and the onsite
oore borings, The Applicant shall include the resulting maps anc
evaluation in the Final Safety Analysis Report.

The Applicant shall conduct a prograun to assess the significance
of Logan Creek as a fish spawn'.g and pursery ares, the extent of
darage to the creek and its biota which may 2nsue from the con-
struction of crossings for pipelines, and the need for protective
measures to ameliorate adverse impacts, Prior to starting pipeline
construction, th Applicant shall submit the iapact assessaent and
plan {or constrution of the ¢:nssings to the staff for review and
approvel as provided in Subsections §,3,2,1, 4,4,1 and 6,1.4 of the
Final Environmental Statement,

The Applicant will use a mine for obtaining rock for concrete
aggregrate and backfill, If the Applicant shooses to develop a
quarry instead ~* . mine, a revised description and improl ascessa
must be submitt. to the staff for review and approval prior to
compencenent of work at the quarry.



4, This permit is subject to the limitation that a license authorizing
operation of the facility will not be issued by the Comnission
unless (a) the Applicant submits to the Cosmission the complete
Finel Safety Analysis Report, portions of which may be submitted
and evaluaied from time to time; (p) tie Commission finds that
the final design provides reasnnable assurance that the health
and safety of the public will not be endangered by the operation
of tne facility in sccordance with procedues approved by it
in connection with the issuance of caid lisense; (¢) tne Comzission
finds that operation of the facility will bLe in accordance with
10 JFR Part 51 of the Commission's regulstions and all applisadle
requirenpents were satisfied; and (d) the Applicant subnits proof of
financial protection and exeoutes ar indemnity agreement as required
by Section 170 of the Act,

$, This perwit is effective as of its cate of issuance and shall expire
on the latest compietion date indicate¢ .n paragraph 3.A above,

}Qﬂ THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
"l

-
\ |

¥ e "';,.\J
RéROP S, Boyd, Director .

Division of Project Mmu'-iont.
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Date of Issuance: April 16, 197€



UNION ELECTRIC COMPANY
CALIAWAY PLAKT, UNIT WO, |
DOCKEY NO, STH 50.48)
ORDER EXTENDING THE CONSTRUCTION COMPLETION DATE

Unfon Electric Company 1s the hcider of Construc *fon Permit No. CPPR-139
tssued on Apri) 16, 1976 for construction of the Calliaay Plent, Unit No. 1
on a site 1n Callaway County, Missourd,

By letter, dated July 22, 1981, Unfon Electric Company filed 3 request
for the ertensfon of the latest construction completion date for the Callaway
Piant from Fehr:ary 28, 1982 to December 31, 1983, The requested extension
{s required because of changes to Unfor E1s~* ic's construc’ on program delaying
scheduled completinn for twelve months resulting fram, according to Unfon Electric:
(1) o change n the Missour! pubifc utility law which prohibits the inclusion of
construction work in progress in the rate base; and (2) projected 1oad growtn
being .ess than originally anticipated. The aforementicned state law change,
sccording to Union Electric, affected the amount of funds available for
construction of the Callaway Plant., Additional ressons for the extension
include successive strikes by the laborers' and the operating engineers' unions
whizh together lasted nine weeks, and design changes to the plant inftiated
to satisfy NRC requirements resulting from tne accident at Three Mile Island.
Imcluded 1n the new requirements sre two new buildings, ¢ Technical Support Center
and an Emergency Operations Faciifty, and associated data systems which are to be

gadtashebs— oW




vperational prior %0 fuel Yoading. The time required for desfgn and construction
of these two fac‘lities will extend beyond the earlfer fuel load date of Apri) 1981,
In addition, the productivity of construction labor has been lower than enticipated
anc s requiring more sanhours than estimsted at the inftia) planning stage due, in
part, to increased quality control requirements.

This action fnvolves no significant hazards consideration, good cause has been
shown for the delays, end the requested extension 1s for o reasonable tine, the
bases for which are set forth n the staff's evaluation of the request for
extension,

The Comisston has determined that this action will mot resu.. 1n any
stenificant envirommental iwpact and, pursuant to 10 CFR Part 51.5(d)(4), an
environmental fmpact statement, or negative declaration and snviromment.) fmpact
sppraisal, need not be prepared in connection with t'is action,

The NRC staff evaluation and the order and the request for extension of the
construction permit are available for public fnspection at the Commission's Public
Document Room located at 1717 W Street, N, ., Washington, D. C. 20555 and at the
Fulton City Library, 709 Market Steeet, Fulton, Missour! and at the 01in Library
of Washington Unfversity, Skinker and Lindel! Boulevards, St. Louls, Missouri
63130,

IT 1S HEREBY ORDERED THAT the latest construction completion date for CPPR-139
be extended from February 28, 1982 to December 31 1083,

FOR THE WUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

vepdin 3P

DEC 21 98 SAPPVed ¥ SoAS.

Darrel) G. Efsenhut, Director
Division of Licensing

Dete of Issuance:




EVALUATION OF REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF
S TONSYRUCYION PERMTY WO, CPPR-130
O YRE TALCARKY PLEART . URTY T
= TOCRLT WO, STV SU-TET

A. INTRODUCTION

Unfon Electric Company 1s the holder of Construction Permit No. CPPR-139
fssued by the Nuclear Reguletory Comeigsion on Apri) 16, 1976 for construction
of the Callaway Plant, Unit 1. The plant 1s presently under construction at
o site Yocated in c.ﬁuu County, Missour! approximetely 30 miles south of
Cclumbia, Missouri. In sccordance with Section 185 of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, as emended, 42 U, S, C. Section 2235, and In accordance with the
Commission's regulations, 10 CFR Section so.sl. the Construction Permit
states the earliest and iouu detes for the campletion of construcifon. By
letter dated July 22, 1981, the permittee advised tse NRC staff that comstruce
tion could not be completed by the latest date presently specified, namely
Fedbruary 28, 1982,

The permittee hes therefore requested 1n the July 22, 1981 Tetter that the
Construction Permit be extended to December 31, 1983, In accordance with

10 CFR Sectfon S0.55 (b), the staff, having found gond cause shown, and for
::;Jnuons stated below, 1s extending the latest conpletion date to December 31,

This evaluation contains the following Sections: Section B, the specification
of "good cause® shown by the permittee for an extension, f.e., the specific
delays which the permittee has cited in support of 1ts request for an
extension; Saction C, the staff's (ndependent judgment as to the "reasonadble
time"® necessary rom the present fuiward to compensate for each factor of
delay; Section D, a finding as Lo significant hazards and envirommental

ht;ct consideration, and Section £, ¢ conclusion and recommendation for

an Order.

B. Specified Delays

The permittec stated fn the July 21, 1981 Yetter that the fonc-‘lng foctors
led to the overal) delay 'n .ne completion of construction of the facility,

1. A change 1n ¥{ssour! public ut 111ty law prohidbited the inclusion of
construction work 1n the rate base, which affected the amount of funds
available for construction.

2. Petween 1973 and 1977 the projectea load growth for the company decreased
from 5.6% to 4.4% per year.




3. A nymber of additions and aod"ic‘niom to design have been made late
in the corstruction schedule to meet recent and changing NRC requirements
{n the aftermath of ™M, The construction schedule has been adversely
affected by the additiona] work to implement plant modifications required
as & result of reassessment made following the TMI accident. This
tncludes the construction c¢f two new buildings, the Technical Support
Center and the Emergency Operations Facility.

4. A significent drop in Yabo* productivity has occurred due to Increased
regulatory requirements in the ared of quality control.

§. Successive strikes by two labor unfons lasted » total of nine weeks
during the spring of 1980,

C. REASONABLE COMPEMSATION TIME

We concur with the applicant that the conttruction permit should de
extended an additiona) 22 months to account for schedule celays ond
contingencies. We find that the justification for this extension 1§
primarily a combination of less funds availadble for construction, lower
demand growth rate for electric power, and increased ro?uhtory require-
ments which require changes in construction as well as Yowering labor
producivity. ~

We have a1so examined the construction times for other cormercial
pressurized water reactors constructed during the seme period. We find
that the construction time for this facility is comparable to other plants
and reasonable, Because of this and the above reasoms, we find Decémber 31,
%n::‘:cc»ub\e as the latest date for completion of construction for this

D. SIGNIFICANT MAZARDS AND ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT CONSIDERATION

We find that because the request is merely for an extension of time t
complete work already reviewed and approved, no significant hazard consid-
eration 15 involved in granting the request; thus, prior notice of this
action 1s not required. It 13 a1so concluded that there will be no

e {romental fmpact attributadble to the proposed sction other than that
already predicted and described in the Commission's Draft Environmental
Statement fstved in September 1981, Pursuant to 10 CFR §1.5(4)(4), on
envirommenial fmpact statement, or negative declaration and environmental
{mpact aporaisal, need not be prepared in connection with this action.




€. CONCLUSION AND RTCOMMENDATIONS

For the ressons stated herein, the staff concludes that fssuance of an
Order extending the Totest construction completion date for construction
of the Callaway Plant, Unit l Construction Permit No, CPPR-139, to
December 31, 1983 {3 nnonb ¢ ond 30 ordered. /

s/

6. E. Edison, Project Manager
Licensing Branch No. )
Division of Licensing

/
8. J. vwa’ \Sdoo. Chief

Licensing Branch No. )
Division of Licensing

Dated: DEC 21 198"




SUTED STATES KUCLEAR REGULATORY COrm4ission

LKTON ELECTRIC COMMARY
CALLAKAY PLANT, UNIT NO, 1
DOCKET NO, STN 50-483
ORDER EXTENDING CONSTRUCTION COMPLETION DATE

Union Electric Company is the holder of Construction Permit No, CPPR-13%
fssued on Apri) 16, 1876 by the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commisson for construce
tion of the Cellawey Plant, Unit No, 1 located in Callaway County, Missouri,

By letter, detec October 28, 1882, Union Electric Company filed an epplie
cetion for extensfon of the latest construction completion date ‘or the Cellaway
Plent, Urit Lo, 1 Corstruction Permit. It was requested that Constructicn
,Permit (PPR-115 be extended from Decemu.. 31, 1983 to June 30, 1985, The
reesons given for the reoguested extension in time were: (1) the eracting
neture of the work curing latter stages of construction; (2) the slow pro-
gress of censtruction due in part to increasingly stringent quality require
rents; and (3) numerous changes and additiona) requirements for plant design,
fncluding those ~equired as & result of the Commission's regulatory review of
the Three 'ile Island accident.

This ection invelves no significant hazards cornsideration, ¢ood cause has
been shown for the delays, and the requested extension s for & reascneble period,
the beses for which are set forth in the staff's safety evaluation for this

extension,

43 ta132e Fpp
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The Commission hes determined that this action will not result in any sige
nificent environmenta) mpact and, pursuant to 10 CFR 51.5(d)(4), an environmenta)
fmpact statement or negative declaration and environmenta) impect appraisa) need
not be prepared fn connection with this action,

The applicant's letter, deted October 28, 1883, and the NRC staff's safety
eveluation supporting the Orcer are available for public inspection ot the Come
rission's Public Document Rocm, 1717 W Street, N. W., washington, D, C, 20888
end 2t the Fulton City Library, 709 Market Street, Fulton, Missourd.

1T 1S HEREBY ORUERED that the Yatest comstruction completion cate for

CFFRAIZE be extended “rom Decerber 21, 1083 to June 30, 188§,

FO? THE KUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

ﬂw E( (L({'

Darre11 hut. irector
Divigion of 1cens1n
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Pete of lssuance: pEL 12 1387




" UNITED S/ATES
W NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
w1 WABKINGTON, D € 20886
- -/.c‘.!
STEFF SAFETY EVALUATION FOR EXTENSION OF THE
LATEST CONSTRUCTION COMPLETION DATE FOR THE
CALLAWAY PLANT, UNIT ]
Introduction

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) authorized the construction of the
Callewey Plant, Unit 1 by fssuing Construction Permit ho, CPPR-138 to Union
Electric Compary, The latest dete for completion of the Callaway Plant,
Unit 1 is December 31, 1883,

By letter deted October 28, 1983, Union Electric Company submitted an application
for arerdment of the construction permit to reflect the new "latest completion
gete" for Calleway Plant, Unit 1, The applicant requested an adcitiona) tire

of 18 rerths for completion of construction, This would extend the completion
gite to June 30, 10€S,

In accordence with 10 CFR Section 50,55(b), the NRC staff, hav1ng found good
ceuse shown, recommends that the latest completion date of June 30, 1585 be
prantec for reasons tt2ted below,

Aralysis

Union Electric Company stated in the October 28, 1983 letter that the extension
of time for completion of construction was nceded because of the following:

1. The exacting nature of the work during the latter stages of construction,

2. Construction has not progressed as rapidly as projected, due in part to
increasingly stringent quality requirements,

3. MNumerous .hanges and additinna’l requirerents for plant design and analysis
have beer incorporated, including those required by the Commission 2s 2
result of the Three Mile lsland accident and during the course of the
NRC's regulatory review.

The NRC staff has reviewed the cause for delay stated in the October 28, 1803
letter and has concluded that the applicant has shown good ceuse for the delxy
in accordance with the requiremerts of 10 CFR Section 50.55(b), The NRC staff
resommends that the construction permit be extended ar additional 18 months to
provide fer schodule delays as requested by the applicant,

3t et PSS JPP-




.2.

Fe e result of the review of the Fina) Safety Analysis Report to date and
consicering the nature of delays, the NRC staff has identified no area of
sfgnificant safety consideration in connection with the extension of the con-
struction permit completion date. This is the only change proposed by the
epplicant end the extension will not allow any work to be performed involving
new safety information of @ t{po not considered Ly previous Commission safety
reviews of the facility and that 1s mot already a1lowed by the existing con.
struction permit, Therefore, the staf’ finds that (1) this action does not
involve ¢ significant hazards consideration, (2) prior public notice of this
action is not required, (3) there fs ressonable assurance that the health and
safety of the public will not be endengered by the requested extersion of the
construction completion dates, and (4) good cause exists for issuance of an
Order extending the Yatest construction completion date,

Conclusion

The Commission's staff has reviewed the informetion provided in the applicant's
submittal and has concluded thet the factors discussed above are reasonable and
const tute good ceuse for celay, Therefore, the NRC staff has concluded that
the letest construction completion date for the Callaway Plant is ressonable
eng Justifiable

The NPC steff finds that this action does not involve a significant hazards con-
"siceretion, and that good cause exists for the issuance of an Orcer extending

the latest conpletion date for Construction Permit No, CPPR-13¢ from December 31,
1983 to Jure 30, 1985,

The NRC staff has determined that this action will not result in any sionificant
environmental impact and, pursuant to 10 CFR §1,5(d)(4), an environmental impact
statement, or negative cdeclaration and environmental impact appraisal, need not
be prepared in connection with this action,

an>\34$$Jas.\33§QJ>-£4:!- o ((2 U, %zégz\

Joseph J, Holonich, Project Manager . J'. foungb)ood, Chief
Licersing Branch No, 1 Licensfing Branch No, 1
Division of Licensing Pivision of Licensing

Date of lssuance; DEC 12 1983



