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Docket Nos.: 50-329/330

MEMORANDUM FOR: A. Schwencer, Acting Chief, Licensing Branch No. 3,
Division of Licensing

FROM: D. S. Hood, Project Manager, Licensing Branch No. 3,
Division of Licensing
SUBJECT: FORTHCOMING MEETING FOR CONSTRUCTION AND LICENSING
R‘VIEN.SCHEDULES - MIDLAND, UNITS 1 AND 2
DATE & TIME: August 57" 1980
10:00 A.M. - 2:00 P.M.
LOCATION: Room P-110

Phillips Building
Bethesda, Maryland

PURPQSE: To discuss the schedules for construction and licensing

review of the Midland Plant, Units 1 and 2.
PARTICIPANTSY]  CPC NRC

J. Selby H. Denton

S. Howell D. Eisenhut

J. Cook R. Tedesco, et al

J. Sullivan W. Love]ace
1 This meeting is open for interest s of the nublic, fe t1oners or

other parties to attend 2- obseryeps pu suant to E 1osur
EL: 4 /ltc{z{

Darl S. Hood, PrOJeu‘. nager
Licensing Branch No. 3
Division of Licensing

Enclosures:
Agenda

Open Meeting Policy
cc: See next page



Mr. J. W. Cook

Vice President

Consumers Power Company
1945 West P-rnall Road
Jackson, Micnigan 49201

cc: Michael 1. Miller, Esqg.
Isham, Lincoln & Beale
Suite 4200
1 First National Plaza
Chicago, I11inois 60603

Judd L. Bacon, Esq.
Managing Attorney
Consumers Power Company
212 West Michigan Avenue
Jackson, Michigan 49201

Mr. Paul A. Perry, Secretary
Consumers Power Company

212 West Michigan Avenue
Jackson, Michigan 49201

Myron M. Cherry, Esq.
1 IBM Plaza
Chicago, I1linois 60611

Ms. Mary Sinclair
5711 Summerset Drive
Midland, Michigan 48640

Frank J. Kelley, Esq.

Attorney General

State of Michigan Environmental
Protection Division

720 Law Building

Lansing, Michigan 48913

Mr. Wendell Marshall
Route 10
Midland, Michigan 48640

Grant J. Merritt, Esq.

Thompson, Nielsen, Klaverkamp & James
4444 DS Center

80 South Eighth Street

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55402



cc:

Mr. Don van Farowe, Chief
Division of Radiological Health
Department of Public Health

P. 0. Box 33035

Lansing, Michigan 48909 ‘

William J. SCainlon, Esq.
2034 Pauline Boulevard
Ann Arbor, Michigan 48103

U. S. Nuclaar Requlatory Commission
Resident Inspectors Office

Route 7

Midland, Michigan 48640



ce:

Commander, Naval Surface Weapons Center
ATTN: ?. C. Huang
G-4C2
white Qak
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910

Mr. L. J. Auge, Manager

Facility Design Engineering

Energy Technology Engineering Center
P. 0. Box 1449

Canoga, Park, California 912304

Mr. Wiliiam Lawhead

Us S. Corps of Engineers
NCEED = T

7th Floor

477 Michigan Avenue
Detroit Michigan 48226

Ms. Barbara Stamiris
5795 N. River
Freeland, Michigan 43623

Mr, Michael A. Race
2015 Seventh Street
8ay City, Michigan 43706

Ms. Sandra D. Reist
1201 Seventh Street
Bay City, Michigan 48706

Ms., Sharon K. Warren
636 Hillcrest
Midland, Michigan 438640

Patrick A. Race
1004 N. Sheridan
Bay City, Michigan 48706

George C. Wilson, Sr.
4618 Clunie
Saginaw, Michigan 48602

Ms. Caral Gilbert
903 N. 7th Street
Saginaw, Michigan 43601



cc:

Mr. William A. Thibodeau
3245 Weigi Road
Saginaw, Michigan 48603

Mr. Terry R. Miller
3229 Glendora Orive
Bay City, Michigan 48706



Enclosure

MEETING AGENDA
AUGUST 5, 1980

I. Midland Plant Status and Background
A. General Description and History
B. Finance Hearings (MPSC), and Plans
C. State and Local Activities
D. Midland Response to TMI

4 O Midland Schedule

Status of Engineering and Construction
Scope/Schedule Analysis Process

Scope Definition

Reconciliation with Previous Estimates
Action Plan to Complete Construction

monm?

ITI. Licensing Schedule Assessment and Resumption of Midland Docket Review

Bases for Midland Priority
CP Co. Schedule Assessment
Midland Review Plan Elements
NRC Input

Determine Follow-up Actions

mopw:b



in this order.

Commissioner Kennedy no' that
he would prefer the use of term
“defer” to “terminate” In 1 ms (1)
and (2) above.

The Commission will shos pubush
8 statement of the reasons Anderlying

this decision. This statemént will in-
clude the separate views/of Commlis-
sioner Kennedy on tr< above-men-
tioned matter.

It is so ordered.

43 FR 1565
Published 1/10/78

PROGRAM FOR JNESOLUTION OF GCENERIC

ISSUES  RELAT TO NUCLEAR POWER
PLANTS
eport te Congress
Notice ig/hereby given that in accor-
dance with the reporting reguirements
of Sectigh 210 of the Energy Reorgani-
zation Act of 1974, as amended, the

Reguiatory Commission has
ed and issued a report to Con-
entitled “NRC Program lor the
lution of Generic Issues Related

on December 12, 1977, o include:
new section 21C as follows:

UNRESOLVED SArFrTy Issvrs PLan

plan providing for specilication and ysis
of unresoived safety issues relating tg/ nucie.
& reaclors and shall take such on &

may De necessary 0 impiement
measures with respect Lo such
plan shall be submitted w the
or before January 1. 1978 and
ports shall be inciuded in the
of the Commussion thereafter.

In Oclober 1976, the C
rected the NRC staff
generic issues p
the report, and devel
plementation of the
ceeded over the pasy year. The NRC
program, as develo by the staff is
considerably Uroad¢r than the “Unre-
solved Safety Issu¢s Plan” required by
section 210. It ingludes plans for the
resolution of ggneric environmental
issues, for the/ development of im-
psovements the reactor licensing
process, and for consideration of less
conservative design criteria or operat-

ing limitat} in areas where present
requireme may be unnecessarily re-
strictive orfcostly

The ? program described In the

c issues, the assignment of
, the development of ‘.etalled

and manpower costs, continuous
level] management oversight of
progress, and public dissemina-
of information related to the
ks as they progress. The report in-

POLICY STATEMENTS

dicates that the program expected
to be fully operational by/the end of
1878 and six of the
highest priority (Categofy A), generic
tasks are currently scheduled for com-
pletion in fiscal year 1#78. One of the
Category A tasks was gompleted in De-
cember 1977.

Interested perso may review the
report at the NRC’'g Public Document
t NW., Washing-

ton., D.C. The /report, designated
NUREG-0410 y be purchased rom
the National hnical Information

Service, Spr jeld, Va. 22161, at

ing Appeal Boards. In the p
NRC has permitted cameras
only before and after adjudi
sions and during recesses.
mission has decided thst,
basis, it will permit the
sion and still cameras b

news media under ¢ i conditions.
Ci_.eras may be used Yy news media
during hearings and /related public
proceedings before Atpmic Safety and
Licensing Boards d Atomic Safety
and Lirensing Ap Boards provided
they do not req tional lighting

of the pro

continue to be the
Jhe hearing and appeal
¢ Federn] or Stawe sourt
these facilities are avall-

able and s'ich cuses the policy of
those co in regard to the usz of
camerss § be observed.

The mmission plans t0 reassess

this pojficy {n about six months after
g and appeal boards hare
{izjent experfence with camera
e t0 determine whether it can
ed out witnout dhmpdon to

PS-i5

43 FR 28058
Published 6/28/78

/ DOMESTIC LICENSE APPLICATIONS

Open Meetings ond Stotement of NRC Stedf
Policy

The Nuclear Regule..ry Commis-
sion's (NRC's) reguls.ions in 10 CFR
2.102 permit applicants o confer in-
formally witlr the NRC (.. aaical staff
during reviews of domestic license or
permit applications. These meetings
have served as an essential means for
the exchange cf technical informatica
and views necessary for the technical
review of applications. For several
years other parsies or potential parties
to domestic licensing proceedings, as
well as members of the general public,
have, upon request, been permitted to
attend applicant-NRC technical staff
meetings as- obseivers. However, the
Commission's regulations do not re-
Guire that others be permitted to
attend such informal meetings be-
tween applicant and staff, and the
general practice being followed in this
regard has never been formally articu-
lated. This statement is intended to
provide such articulation. It is also
noted that this matter is related to the
provision for increased public partiei-
pation which was approved by the
Comnission during its considerstion
of NUREG 02932 (Denton Report).

As a general matter, the Commission
and staff try to ir volve concerned citi-
zens In any Cormission activity in
which they have ¢ xpressed an i{nterest.
All meetings conducted by the NRC
technical staff as part of its review of
a particular domestic license or permit
application (including an application
for an amendment to a license or
permit) will be open tu attendance by
all parties or petitioners for leave to
intervene in t'.. case. These meetings
are intended by the NRC technical
staff to facilitate an exchange of infor-
maLion between the appiicant and the
staff., It is expected that the NRC
technical staff and the applicant will
actively participate in the meeting.
Others may attend as observers. Like-
wise, when meetings are scheduled be-
tween the staff and other parties or
petitioners, applicants would be per-
mitted Lo attend only as observers.

The general policy of open meetings
described above wi)l admit of oniy a
few exceptions, which must be ap-
proved by the Director of the relevant
division. For example, some persons
may not be perinitted to atlend meet-
ings wnere ciassified or proprietary in-
formation (including sensitive safe-
guards (nformation) is to be discussed.
The NRC staff will prepare a written
summary of the unclassified and non-
proprietary portions of such meetings
and forward the summary to interest.
ed persons unable to attend so that
they will be informed of what tran-
spired at the meeting. However, at.
tendance will not be limited solely be-
cause preliminary opinions, recom-
mendations, or advice will be offered

September 1, 1978



/on the merits of the applications

during the meeting.

When a party or petitioner for ieave
to intervene requests. reasonable ef-
forts will be made by the NRC staff io
inform the party or pelitioner of
fortheeming meetings conducted by
the NRC techinical stati so that apprn
priate arrangements for aitendance
can be made. It is recugnized that in
some cases the need for a prompt
meeting may (nake 't impossible or im-
practicabie to notily al! parties and pe-
titioners. The policy described above
aiso cannol practicably be applied to
thance encounters between NRC tech-
nical staf{ personnel and other partics
or petitioners but such chance encoun-
ters 1 ill not be permitied 10 sere as a
source of informatior for the corduct
cf licensing reviews.

3> 43 FR 32954

Published 8/31/78

STATEMENT ON STANDARDIZATION CF
NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS

The initial statement of the Atémic
Energy Commission (AEC) on
ardization of nuclear power pl
issued in April 1972. In Mar
the AEC announced the stal{f's readi-
fess Lo implement the standgrdization
policy utilizing three distingl concepts:
namely, the manufactu license
concept, the duplicate pjint concept,
znd the reference systeji concept. In
August 1974, the AEC ounced that
the replicate plant cept would be
acceptable as a itional step
toward standar
abolished and its r|
bulities assigned
Nuclear Regula

atory responsi-
the newly formed
Commission (the

e Commission issued
at reaffirmed its sup-
dization and requested
d suggestions on pro-
idance developed by the
other steps that the Com-
ight undertake to further
standardization. The state-
lich was published in the Fep-
GISTER on July 5, 1977. aiso
staf{ plans to use such com-
and sugyestions in its continu-

n the basis of its study, the sta.
concluded that certain changes
e Commission’s standardization

gram, as changed, will con
allow applicants to utilize a

design options in ways that avoid
the development of sign ficgnt adverse
antitrust consequences. e Commis-
sion continues Lo recogn its respon-
sidility to provide a sfandardization
program that can be effectively

without contridbuting such concerns.

Seatembar 1,1

POLICY STATEMENTS

The standardization
guided by this princi
tion and it is ouy
should continue. e staff discussed
the revised stangardization program
with the Departpient of Justice. While
the Department/of Justice did not con-
duct an indepepdent evaluation, which
in its opinion/ would be unnecessarily
duplicative, if did review the resuilts of
the staff's efforts. That review did not
identify antitrust concerns inher-
ent in the/revised standardization pro-
gram beyond those perceived by the
owever, the potential exists
roper utilization of the siand-
fon program by applicants may
these antitrust concerns. Ac-
ly, the staff will monitor the

gram has been
e from its incep-
intent that this

titrust matters in developing
ing standard designs. The staff

appears to have the potential {
ating probiems of an antitrust
The staif has prepared a

recommendations,
has reviewed these

system concept in-
proval of a standard

beefl issued to date and 5 of the ap-
prgved designs have been referenced
11 construction permit applications.
talf approvals of such designs do not
nstitute Commission approval. Each
utility application referencing a PD
must be subjected Lo a public hear:
process prior to the award of a cgh-
struction permit. No application foy an
FDA has yet been received. The Zom-
mission's policy statement of J
1977, described two types o

ered by the staff, one was
which could be referenced

tions for’ construction
bined construction rmits and final
design approvals roy purposes of issu-
ance cf operating u/enses.

PS-16

PRELIMINARY DESIGN APPROVALS

liminary design appro-
ar island designs and for
supply system designs
issued for a period of 3-
design approvals
e of plant designs have been

nuclear steam supply system
These periods were selected

the experience of changes in
fety requirements that were then oc-
urring with time, and the newness of
the concept. Experience has show
the effectiveness of the preliminar
design approval in construction pe
application reviews. However, it is pow
apparent that, because of the prefail-
ing depressed market for n
plants. the 3 year period of ef{ACtive-
ness used to date for the PD

develop balance of plant igns to
mate with approved nuclgar steam
supply system designs wel)/before tne
latter terminate, and t obtain a

reasonable return on i
use of its designs

plants. Considering ¢
current low order te for nuclear

v Lo use a specific
the significantly

number of units lik
standard design. a

plan (issued in No-
d the review of pro-
in staff safety regquire-

standard revie
vember 1975)
posed change

ments by e Regulatory Require-
ments Revi Committee (established
in early . the staff will increase
the effegfive period of preliminary

5 years.
Al reiiminary design approvals
to date for balance of plant de-

iss ce of the eariier PDA for th
ing nuclear steam supply syste

t0 be an unnecessary penalty o
ance of plant designers. Accor

of plant design to 3 years
date of its issuance, and
each PDA for a balanc
design issued in the fut
for a period of 5 years. 1L

of plant
e effective

expired, the staff will
mating standard '

an approved standafd design, provided
that the applicatjon includes the in-
formation needed/to update the nucle-
ar steam supply/ system design which

as a custom design.
ere will likely be some
attendant delAy in review time because
of the revefsal in the normal staff




