ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT APPRAISAL RY THE DIVISION OF LICENSING
SUPPORTING EXTENSION OF CONSTRUCTION PERMITY
HOS. CPPR-81 AND CPPR-82
MIDLAND PLANT
UNITS 1 AND 2

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT APPRAISAL

Description of Pronosed Action

By letter of July 22, 1981, Consumers Power Company filed a request with the Nuclear
Requlatory Commis-ion (NRC) to extend the compietion dates specified in Construction
Permit Nos., CPPR-A' and CPPR-B2 for the Midland Plant, Units 1 and 2. The action
proposed is the issuance of an order providing for an extension of the latest com-
nletion dates of the construction permits from October 1, 1982 to and includina
December 1, 1984 for Unit 1, and from October 1, 1981 to and including July 1, 1984
for Unit 2. The NRC staff has reviewed the application and found that qood cause
has heen shown for the requested extension of the completion dates specified in Con-
struction Permits CPPR-81 and CPPR-82 for the Midland Plant, Units 1 and 2, respec-
tively (see attached Safety Evaluation by the N0C staff),

Environmental Impact of the Proposed Action

A. Need for the Facility

The need for and direct henefits of this nlant, as discussed in the Final
Environmental Statement published in March of 1972 for the construction
permit review was to serve economically the qrowina electrical load in the
area with emphasis on the improvement of electrical system reliability and
replacement of fossil fired oceneration which did not meet air pollution
standards. Since preparation of the Final Environmental Statement, the
Toad has grown slower than projected at that time. Thus, the plant delay
as requested by Consumers Power Company will not have an adverse impact on
the electrical system relfability or replacement of fossil fired aeneration,
The need for and benefits of the plant to serve economically the load and
to imnrove system reliability continues as hefore except that the emphasis
of the need has now shifted to reduce production costs rather than to
improve reliability,

. Community Socioeconomic Impacts

The community socioeconomic impacts of construction were treated in the

Final Environmental Statement (FES-CP) for Midland and were undated, along
with the coverage of operating impacts, in the final supplement to the FES-CP,
Construction impacts which will be experienced durino the proposed extension
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