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Joha Rarrow Leonard, Esquire K\\‘;,\ \\‘>\¢N
601 Rockwell Avenue A \ \.‘-\\)\)
Cleveland, Ohio 44114 “¢\\\ ik L\
Dear Mr. Leonard: \>

I am pleased to reply co yowr lettar of jemwary 19, 1971,
which was addressed to the Atomic Energy Cowmission.

On August 1, 1969, the Tolede Edison Company and The Clevelaad
Electric Tlluminating Company filed an application with the
Atomic Energy Commission feor a ceasiruction permit for the
Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Statiom. This application was re-
viewad by the regulatory staif of the Commission and by the
Advisery Commitiee on Resactor Safeguards (ACRS). By letter
of August 20, 1970, the ACRS reported to Chairmen Seaborg

that it believed the facility could be censtructed and
operated without undue risk to the public health ard safet:
The regulatery staff's safecy evaluation of the application
4ls0 stated that the facilicy eowld be zoastrucred and operated
without undue risk te tne hesith and szfety of the pubdlic.

By lettars dated Jume 4, July 24 and August 12, 1970, the
applicants requested from the Commission an exemption pursuant
te 10 GFR 50.12 of the Commission's “"Rules of Proctice”

from the provisions of 10 CPRR 50.10(d) to perform certaism work
prior to the issuance of a comstruction permit. On September 10,
1970, the requested exemption was grented. (copy enclosed)

The September 10, 1970 letter specified the work that cowld
be performed under the exemption aad closed with the foellowing
paragraph: . -

"I wish to emphasizs that the granting of this
exemption shall have no beariang upon the subsequent
gisnting or denial of a comstruction permit for the
preposed Davis-Besse Nuclear Power $tatiom, any
work performed pursuant te this exemption shall be
performed eutirely at the risk of the Toledo Bdiscn
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Company, ot al. Purthermore, the gramting of this
examption does net comstitute aa approval of the
: s”o or adequacy of the method of its installation.”
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; o A Thomss F. Bugelberdt
- ‘ Trlial Counsel

Baclogure:
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