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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
REVIEW SCHEDULES - MIDLAND, UNITS 1 AND 2

N
DATE & TIME: Augustf,1980

10:00 A.M. - 2:00 P.M.

LOCATION: Room P-110
Phillips Building
Bethesda, Maryland

PURPOSE: To discuss the schedules for construction and licensing
review of the Midland Plant, Units 1 and 2.

PARTICIPANTS:/l CPC NRC
J. Selby H. Denton
S. Howell D. Eisenhut
J. Cook R. Tedesco, et al
J. Sullivan W. Lovelace .

/3- This meeting is open for interest memb s of the public, e 'tioners or
other parties to attend ai obser ps pi; nt to ur .s h

Darl S. Hood, Projecc i anager
Licensing Branch No. 3

. Division of Licensing

Enclosures:
Agenda

- Open Meeting Policy
cc: See next page
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Mr. J. W. Cook
Vice President
Consumers Power Company
1945 West P?rnall Road
Jackson, Micnigan 49201

cc: Michael I. Miller, Esq.
Isham, Lincoln & Beale
Suite 4200
1 First National Plaza
Chicago, Illinois 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, Illinois 60611

Ms. Mary Sinclair.

5711 Sunnerset 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 IDS Center
80 South Eighth Street,

'

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55402

,
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cc: Mr. Don van Farowe, Chief
Division of Radiological Health
Department of Public Health
P. O. Box 33035
Lansing, Michigan 48909 ,

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

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Resident Inspectors Office
Route 7
Midland, Michigan 48640
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cc: Commander, Naval Surface Weapons Center
ATTN: P. C. Huang

G-4C2-
White Oak
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910

Mr. 'L. J. Auge, Manager
Facility Design Engineering
Energy Technology Engineering Center
P. O. Box 1449
Canoga, Park, California 91304

Mr. William Lawhead
U. S. Corps of Engineers
NCEED - T
7th Floor
477 Michigan Avenue
Detroit Michigan 48226

Ms. Barbara Stamiris -

5795 N. River
Freeland, Michigan 48623

Mr. Michael A. Race
2015 Seventh Street
Bay City, Michigan 48706

Ms. Sandra D. Reist -

1301 Seventh Street
Bay City, Michigan 48706

Ms. Sharon K. Warren
636 Hillcrest
Midland, Michigan 48640 -

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

George C. Wilsen, Sr.
4618 Clunie
Saginaw, Michigan. 48603

.

Ms. Carol Gilbert -
903 N. 7th Street-
Saginaw, Michigan 48601
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cc: Mr. William A. Thibodeau
3245 Weigi Road
Saginaw, Michigan 48603

Mr. Terry R. Miller
3229 Glendcra Drive
Bay City, Michigan 48706
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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

II. Midland Schedule

A. Status of Engineering and Construction
B. Scope / Schedule Analysis Process
C. Scope Definition
D. Reconciliation with Previous Estimates
E. Action Plan to Complete Construction

III. Licensing Schedule Assessment and Resumption of Midland Docket Review

A. Bases for Midland Priority
B. CP Co. Schedule Assessment
C. Midland Review Plan Elements
D. NRC Input
E. Determine Follow-up Actions
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POLICY STATEMENTS
in this order. . dicates that. the program ' expected 43 FR 28058
Commfutoner Kennedy no that to be fully. operational by the end of Published 6/28/78

he would prefer the use of term February 1978 and th six of . the, /
** defer" to " terminate" in i ms (1) highest priority (Catego A). generic / DOMESTIC UCENSE APPUC.ADON!
and (2) above. tasks are currently sch u!ed for com- o, y,,4 g 3,% g g,g 3g
The Commission will shod publish pletion in fiscal year 1 78. One of the. pg

a statement of the reasons /mderlying Category A tasks was ompleted in De4
this decision. This statement will in- cember 1977. The Nuclear Regulm ry Co~mmis-
c!ude the separate views /of Commis. Interested perso may review the tion's (NRC's) regu1V. tons in 10 CFR
stoner Kennedy on t14 above-men , report at the NRC' Public Document 2.102 permit applicants to confer in-
tioned matter. Room.1717 H S et NW., Washing- formally witit the NRC Malcal staff

It is so ordered. ton. D.C. The report, . designated during reviews of domestic license or

NUREG-0410. m y be purchased from permit applications. These meetings

the National hnical Information have served as an essential means for
Service. Spr field. Va. 22161, at the exchange of technical infor=Atica

$14.50 a copy n or about January 17 and views necessary for the technical
]

43 FR 1565 1978. review of applications. For several .

Published 1/10/78 years other parties or potential parties
4

to domestic licensing proceedings, as !

PROGRAM FOR E30tt/ TION Of CENERIC well as members of the general public, I

tssuts atla. D TO MUCtEAR POWER have, upon request, been permitted to j

PLANTS ! 43 FR 42 attend applicant.NRC technical staff )
-

Publish /1/78 mMings aP @ sewers. However, the
|eport to Congma Commfulon's regulation 3 do not re- 1

QNotice hereby given that in accor< COYERAGE .0F HEARpeGg SEPOtt
at nd s ch rma meetdance wi the reporting requirements _ ATO SAFETY ANO UCEN5 SNG SOARDE '

tween applicant and staff, and the
of Secti 210 of the Energy Reorgani . AN ATO MC SAFETY ANO UCENSING general practice being followed in this
zation et of 1974. as amended, the. BOARDS regard has never been formally articu.

|Nucle Regulatory Commission has
publ ed and issued a report to Con- Geneemt Sewomovie M Poucy lated. This statement is intended to ,

provide such articulation. It is also igTe entitled "NRC Program lor the he Nuclear Regulatory Commi"' noted that this matter is related to the lRe lution of Generic Issues Related considered requests from tel 1- provision for increased public parttei~ l

to Tuclear Power Plants." The release sion stations and nenpapers to De pation which was approved by the
''

d te is January 1.1978. the use of cameras during procee Comnissica during its consideration
The Energy ReorganinUon Act of before Atomic Safety and T! of NUREO 0292 (Denton Report).
974 was amended by Pub. I. 95-20 Boards and At6mic Safety and cens- As a general matter, the Commluton

on December 12. 1977, to include: ing Appeal Boards. In the p t'tha and staff try to involve concerned cit!-
new section 210 as followS' NRC has permitted camcas used r. ens in any Coramission activity in

only before and after adjudl .ory ses- which they have e.xpressed an interest.UnassoLvxs SAFrry Issets PLa
sions and during remuew e Com- All meetings conducted by the NRC

Szc. 210. The Commission shall' dev op a mission has decided that, a trial teclutical staff as part of its review of
plan providing for specification and alysis basis It will permit the of televi- a particular domestic license or permit
*jj'djj"d" ","$ sion and still cameras b accredited application (including an application

news Inedia under ce conditions, for an amendment to a license ormay be necessary to implement rrecuve
measures with respect to such es. Such Car.; eras may be used news media permit) will be open to attendance by
plan shall be submitted to the nsress on during hearings and lated public all parties or retitioners for leave to
or before January 1.1978, and rogress re. proceedings before A mic Safety and intervene in t% case. These meetings
ports shall be included in the ual report Ucensing Boards Atomic Safety are intended by the NRC technical
of the Comnussion thereafter, and Urensing Appe Boards provided staff to facilitate an exchange of infor-
In October 1976, the C ssion di. they do not requir additionallighting mation between the applicant and the

rected the NRC staff develop the beyond that requ for the conduct suff. It is expected that the NRC

generic issues pro described in of the proceedin and are stasioned c.t technical staff and the applicant will

the report, and devel ment and im. a fixed positio within the hearing actively participate in - the meeting.

plementation of the gram has pro. room through t the course of the Others may attend as observers. L!ke-

ceeded over the pas year. The NRC proceeding. It .11 continue to be the wise when meetings are scheduled be-

program, as develo by the staff is practice of e hearing and appeal tween the staff and other parties or
considerably troad r than the "Unre. boards to Federal or State court petitioners, applicants would be per-
solved Safety Issu Plan" required by rooms whe these facilities.are avail. mitted to attend only as observers.
section 210. It ludes plans for the able and s'1ch cues the~ policy of The general policy of open meetings
resolution of g neric environmental those cc in ngard to the usa of described above wi'l admit of only a
issues for th development of im. camera.s ill be observed. few exceptions, which must be ap-

provements the reactor licenstng The mmMsion plans to reassess proved by the Director of the relevant
process, and * r consideration of less this po cy in about six months after division. For example, some persons

conservative esign criteria or operat- its he g and appeal boards have may not be perrattted to attend meet-

ing limitati in areas where present hads !!cient experience with ~camert ings where classified er proprietary in-
cove ge to determine whether it can formation (including sensith*e safe-requireme may be unnecessarily re-
be ed out without disruption to guards information) is to be discussed.

strictive or costly
th pmceeding, or unacceptable dis- The NRC staff will prepare a writtenThe. program described in the

report p ovides for the identificat'on #MEO the participants. c, summary of the unclassified and non-
-

,.s,

of gen e issues, the assignment of proomary portions of such meetings
and forward the summary to interest-

priorit s the development of f.etailed
ed persor:s unable to attend so thatTast Action Plans. projections of
they will be informed of what tran-

doll and manpower costs, continuous
'hig level management oversight of
te d ce nt it o el betas progress, and public dissemina; cause preliminary opinions, recom.

ti of information related to the mendations, or advice will be offered
t ks as they progress. The report in.

PS-15 September 1,1978
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POLICY STAT MENTS
/nC the mirits of th2 applications ThJ standardizati:n ogram has been PREtIxrN/J DEsrcN ArraoVALs

during the meeting. guided by this princi e from its incep-
When a party or petitioner for leave tion and it is our intent that this

To date, p liminary design appro-
vals for nuci at island designs and forto intervene requests. reasonable ef- should continue. he staff discussed nuclear ste m supply system designsforts win be made by the NRC staff to the revised stan ardization program have been issued for a period of 3-inform the party or petitionier of with the Depart ent of Justice. While
years; pr liminary design approvalsforthecming meetings conducted bF the Departmen of Justice did not con-
for bala. e f plant designs have beenthe NRC tcctinical staff so that appro- duct an indepe dent evaluation, which
issued f r a period of 3 3 ears from thepriate arrangements for attendance in its opinio would be unnecessarily earner date of me apal M dect.n be :nade. It is recognized that in duplicative,i did review the results of maw nudear suam soph systemsome cases the neeJ for a prompt the staff's forts. That review did not desi . These periods were selectedmeeting may 15ake 4 impossible or im- identify antitrust concerns inher- cw a um er p ant Spracticable to notify all parties and pe* ent in th revised standardization pro- cp se appMadons andebaW at metitioners. The policy described above gram be ond those perceived by the

'' E"I' ' ^E"also cannot practicably be app!!ed to staff. owever, the potential exists fety re"mmen s dat wen men oc-chance encounters between NRC tech' thati roper utilization of the stand- nng W dme, and W newnns Mnical staff personnel and other parties afd ion program by applicants may
or petitioners but such chance encoun- lead do these antitrust concerns. Ac- the concept. Experience has shown

the effectiveness of the preliminarters sin not be permittect to serte as a cor gly, the staff will monitor the
source of information for the ecnduct design approval in construction pe

sta dardization program to assurecf IIcensing reviews. application reviews. However, it is w,
t t each applicant properly conside apparent that, because of the pr dil-

titrut matters in developing
ing standard designs. The staff ly ing depressed market for n ear

take appropriate action if it det ets plants. the 3 year period of ef , limits
otve-

ness used to date for the PD
% FR M954 the development of a situation hat

the ability of an architect-en neer toappears to have the potential f cre-
develop balance of plant igns toPansned 8/31/78 ating problems of an antitrust ature.

The staff has prepared a r ort of mate with approved nuc! at steam
$7ATIMENT ON STANDARDIZATION CF supply system designs wel' before theits study; the report provide a sum-

NUCt!AR PCWER PLANTS latter terminate, and t s obtain a
mary of the information d in thee

reasonable return on i vestment byThe initial statement of the A mic study, presents the public comments ,

Energy Commission (AEC) on nd- received in response to t e Commis- use of Rs designs in one or mon
plants. Considering t e factors. theardization of nuclear power pl was sion's prior statement, d presents

issued in April 1972. In Mar 1973, the staff's assessment o this informa- current low order r te for nuclear
the AEC announced the staf s readi- tion in support of its nelusions and plants, which effect ely reduces the

number of units lik y to use a specific
ness to implement the stand rdization recommendations. e Commission

3 d d
policy utilizing three distin concepts; has reviewed these ommendations

t a qunamely, the manufactur g license with the staff. The pecific actions to
ments obtained hrough use of the

concept, the duplicate ; t concept, be taken by the st f are described in
standard revie plan ed No.t.nd the reference syste concept.In the following disc lon.

REFERENCE YsTEM CONCEPT posed change in staff safety require-he egli plan cept oul b

*'$ h # t ee !est blis eacceptable as a t ansitional step The referen system concept in- , Comtoward standardizat n. The AEC was volves the proval of a standard
in early I e4), the staff will increaseabolished and its r gulatory responsi- design for m t of a nuclear plant or a the effe ive period of preliminary

bdities assigned the newly formed major fract' n of a nuclear plant out- design a provals issr'd in the futureNuclear Regulat Commission (the side of th context of an appIlcation N .

Comelon) on anuary 19,1975. On for a co ruction permit or operating A re i ary design approvalsJune 29.1977, e Commission issued license. proval by the staff is grant- issue to date for balance of plant de-a statement t at reaffirmed its sup- ed to a esigner in the form of a pre *- sigr are set to terminate 3 years afterport of stan rdization and requested limina design approval (PDA) or a
iss ice of the earlier PDA for thecomments d suggestions on pro- final esign approval (FDA). Twelve

f en if it is eposed new dance developed by the prel' ary design approvals have
1 n a re a el tstaff and other steps that the Com- bee issued to date and 5 of the ap-

fetime f r the balance of plant P A.mission 'ght undertake to further pr ved designs have been referenced he stan now news Ws re@ entcncourt standardization. The state- 11 construction permit applications. an unnecessary penalty o babment, s .ich was published in the FE> taff approvals of such designs do not ance $ t deERAL IotsTER on July 5,1977, also onstitute Commission approval. Each.

, tf l ex e th pe inote staff plans to use such com- utility application referencing a PD cach PDA already issued for a alance=en and suggestions in its continu* must be subjected to a public hear' f plant design to 3 years .om theing tudy of standardization. process prior to the award of a c - date of its issuance, and W mah
n the basis of its study, the sta struction permit. No application fo an ead a anc d Mamh concluded that certain changes o FDA has yet been received. The om-

design issued in the fut e effectivee Commission's standardization o- mission's po!!cy statement of Ju e 29,'

for a period of 5 years. If he PDA for.am should be implemented, and at 1977, described two types- o final
the nuclear steam sup y system hasthese changes can be implem . ted design approvals then being'consid-
expired, the staff will dll permit thew'. thin existing regulations. Th staff ered by the staff; one was FDA-1

has further concluded that t e pro- which could be referenced o4ly in op- mating standard nce of plant.

gram, as changed, will con nue to erating license applications /for plants design to be referen d in a construc-
on permat a eallow applicants to utilize a ~ ety of whose construction pe t applica-

p , , d d desi providedesign options in ways that can avoid tions referenced the tresponding
that the applicat'. n includes the in-the development of sign'fic t adverse PDA and the other an FDA-2

antitrust consequences. T e Commis- which could be refere ed in applica- (o nf ed ef
ate r

sion continues to recogn e its respon- tions for* construction ermits or com- p, de
will be treate as a custorn design.sit:lity to provide a s dardization bined construction rmits and final

program that can be ' sed effectively design approvals fo purposes of issu- fbnh e so
,

without ecntributing such concerns, ance of operating I enses.
of the reve sal in the normal staff

Se:temer 1,1o78 PS 16


