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August 22, 1980

Mr D G Eisenhut, Director
Division of Licensing
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
US Nuclear Regulatory Commission
1717 H Street, NW
Washington, DC

MIDLAND PROJECT
REVISED CONSTRUCTION AND LICENSING SCHEDfJLES
DOCKET NUMBERS 50-329, 50-330
FILE: 0505.2 UFI: 70*01 SERIAL: 9h09

As the Licensing Boards and parties for the Midland Plant proceedings were
advised en February 8,1980, a revised cost estimate- vith schedule projections
for the nuclear facility based upon updated information was submitted to
Consumers Power Company by its Architect-Constructor, Bechtel Power Corporation.
However, the schedule information was not accepted pending further analysis. As
noted in a subsequent July 22, 1980 letter to the Boards , the Company and 3echtel
have now completed a detailed review of that preliminary schedule. Based en this
reviev, the Company and Bechtel have developed, and the Company's Board of Directors
has approved, a revised construction schedule. In the current environment, the

Company's best estimate of the construction ec=pletien dates, ie, the fuel load
dates , for the Midland Plant , Units 1 and 2 are December 1983 and July 1983,
respectively.

These estimates are provided in response to your letter of July 11, 1980 and are
based on the latest available information. The details of the revised construc-
tion schedule are contained in Revision 11 of the Midland Plant Environmental
Report scheduled for submittal to the Nuclear Regulatory Cc= mission (NRC) by
September 15, 1980. The NRC timetable included with your July 11, 1980 letter
as Table 1, should be modified accordingly to reflect the revised construction
completion dates.

Table 1 also centains an error in the footnote related to the Midland Plant.
Contrary to Footnote (1), the most recent schedule revision has been caused
by substantial design changes resulting frem changing regulatory requirements,
the accident at TMI-2, and design evolution rather than by foundation proble=s
and financial considerations as stated by the NRC. This table should be socified
to reflect the actual reason for construction delay if such an explanation is
required.
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The. licensing schedule required to achieve the revised fuel load date for the
Midland Plant is predicated on the prompt resumption of formal docket review
by the NRC. In recognition of the anticipated hearing duration and other factors
that make the Midland licensing schedule unique, we earnestly request that the

.

Midland Plant application be given a high priority and prompt review by the NRC.
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