STAFF SAFETY EVALUATION FOR EXTENSION OF THE
LATESY CONSTRUCTION COMPLETION DATES FOR THE FYROM
SYATION, UNTTS T AND 2

INTRODUCTION

The Nuclear Reaulatory Commissfon authorized the construction of the Byron
Statfon, Units 1 and 2 by issuing Construction Permit No. CPPR-130 and Construction
Permit NMo. CPPR-131 to the Commonwealth Edison Company on December 31, 1975.

The latest date for completion of Unit 1 was Jume 1, 1982 and for Unit 2 was
November 1, 1983,

By letter, dated April 19, 1982, Commonwealth Edfson Company submitted an
application for amendment of the constructicn pemmits to reflect new "iatest
coampletion dates" for each of the two units. The application requested an
additional time of twenty-eight months for each unit, i{.e., CPPR-130 for Unit

1 would be extended to October 1, 1984 and CPPR-111 for Unit 2 would be extended
to Aprii 1, 1986.

In accordance with 10 CFR Section 50,55(b), the NRC staff, having found good
cause shown, recommends that the latest completion dates of October 1, 1984
for Unit 1 and April 1, 1986 for Unit 2 be granted for the reasons stated below.

ANALYSIS

Commonwealth Fdison Company stated in the April 19, 1982 letter that the following
factors led to the overall delay in the completion of construction of the facility:

1. The need for an extension of time bheyond the present construction permit
completion dates is a result of an extended construction perfod, despite
the fact that construction has continued without interruption since its
inception. The longer period has resulted principally from the need to
install larger quantities of material and equipment than originally con-
templated, as well as changes in NRC regulatory requrements, some of
which resulted from the NRC's response to the Three Mile Island incident.

2. The need for extensfon i{s also based upon improvements in the manner in
which Commonweal th Edison Company is implementing NRC requirements. These
changes have increased the amount of design work and installation labor
required to complete the {nstallation of each component, pipe, cable, and
structural member.

3. The above additional measures have heen and are being implemented at a
pace consistent with Commonwealth Edison's need to spread financing
requirements more evenly throughout the construction poriod in order to
keep annual financing requirements within their capabilfties.

Commomwealth Edison Company also stated that the requested 28 months extension
{ncluded a conservative estimate of the actual completion of the units to allow
a margin for unforeseen contingencies.
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The NRC staff has reviewed the cause for the delay stated in the letter of
April 19, 1962 and concludes that the applicant has shown 700d cause for the
delay in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR Section 50.55(h). The

il staff further concludes that tne provisions of a substantial margin for
unforeseen contingencies is aporopriate in view of the status of construction
and the possible need for design changes. The NARC staff recommends that the
construction pernits be extended an additional <& wonths for Unit 1 and 29
months for Unit 2 to provide for schedule delays and continjencies as reguested
by the applicant.

As a result of the review of the Final Safety Analysis Report to date and
constdering the nature of tne delays, the nxC staff has identified ao area

of significant safety consideration in connection with the extension of the
construction permit coapletion dates for the Lyron Station, Units 1 and 2,

ihe only change projosed by the Permittee to the existing construction permits
15 an extension of the latest construction completion dates. This extension
will not allow any work to be nerformed involving new safety information of a
type not considered oy previous Commission safety reviews of the facility and
that s not already aliowed Ly the existing construction persits. Therefore,
the staff finds that (1) this action does not involve a significant hazards
consideration, (Z) prior public notice of this action 15 not required, (3)
there 1s reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public wil)
not be endangered by the reguested extaansfon of the construction completion
dates, and (4) gjood cause exists for issuance of an Order extending the construction
completion date.

LUNCLUSION

The Comaission's staff has reviewea the i1nfurmation provided in the applicant's
submittal and concludes that the factors discussed above are reasonadble and
constitute jood cause for delay; and that extension of the latest coastruction
completion dates for the Syrua Station, Units 1 and ¢ is reasonable and
justifianle.

fhe URC staff finds that this action does not involve a significant hazards
consideration, and that jood cause exists for the fssuance of an Urder extending
the latest completion dates in Construction “ermit L0s. LPPL=130 and CPPR-131

to Uctober 1, 1944 and April 1, 1360, resnectivelv,

The WRC staff has determined that this action will nol result in any significant
environmental impact and, pursuant to 10 CF1 51.5(d)(4), an environmental impact
statement, or negative declaration and eavironmental impact appraisal, need not
be prepared in connection with this action,

; stephen Chesnut, Project Manager 3 Jo Youngblood, Chief
Licensing Branch wo. 1 Licensing Hranch no,. 1
Uivision of Licensing Jivision of Licensing
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The NHC staff has reviewed the cause for the delay stated in the letter of
April 19, 1952 and concludes that the applicant nas shown g cause for the
delay in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR Section 50.55(b). The

NRC staff further concludes that the provisions of a substantial margin for
unforeseen contingencies is appropriate in view of the.Status of construction
and the possible need for desion changes. The NKC spaff recommends that the
construction peraits De extended an additional 28 wénths for unit 1 and 29
months for Unit £ to provide for schedule delays/lgg contingencies as requested
by the applicant. /
As a result of the review of the Final Safety Analysis Keport to date and
considering the nature of t e delays, the NAC staff has identified no area

of significant safety consideration in cophection with the extension of the
construction permit completion dates for the Byron Station, Units 1 and 2.

ihe only change proposed Dy the Permittée to the existing construction permits

is an extension of the latest construction completion dates. This extension

will not allow any work to be performed involving new safety information of a

type not considered by previous Commission safety reviews of the facility and

that 1s not already allowed Dy the existing construction permits. Therefore,

the staff finds that (1) this actfon does not involve a sianificant hazards
constderation, (<) prior public notice of this action is not required, (3)

there 1s reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public will

Aot oe endangered by the requésted extension of the construction completion

dates, and (4) joud cause exists for issuance of an Urdér extending the construction
completion date.

CUNCLUSTUN

The Commission's staff has reviewed the information nrovided in the applicant's
submittal and concludes that the factors discussed above are reasonable and
constitute youd cause for delay; and that extension of the latest construction
completion dates for the Byron Station, Jnits 1 and 2 is reasonadle and
Justifiadle,

The ukC starf finds that this actfon does not involve a significant hazards
consideration, and that good cause exists for the issuance of an Urder extending
the latest completion dates in Construction Permit Hos. CPPR-130 and CPPR-131

to uctober i, 1¥54 and April 1, 1950, respectively.

The WRC staff has determined that this action #4111 not result in any significant
environmental impact and, pursuant to U CFK 51.5(d)(4), an environmental impact
statement, or nejative declaration and environnental impact appraisal, need not

be prepared in connection with this action,

stephen Chesnut, Project lanager
Licensing sranch fio. 1
Uivision of Licansing
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CONCLUSION ‘.&"
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The NRC staff has reviewed the cause for the delay stated in the letter of

April 19, 1982 and concludes that the applicant has shown good cause for the

delay in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR Section 50.55(b). The

NRC staff further concludes that the provisions of a substantial margin for

unforeseen contingencies is appropriate in viev of the status of construction g’
n need for design changes. The NRC staff recommends that the construction Vo
permits be extended an additional 28 months for Unit 1 and 29 monthis for Unit 2

to provide for schedule delays and contingencies as requested by the applicant.

As a result of the review of the Final Safety Analysis Report to date and
considering the nature of the delays, the NRC staff has identified no area

of significant safety consideration in connection with the extension of the
construction permit completion dates for the Byron Station, Units 1 and 2.

The only change proposed by the Permittee to the existing construction permit® »
is an extension of the latest construction completion dates. This extension

will not allow any work to be performed involving new safety information of a

type not considered by previous Commissicon safecy reviews of the faciiity and

that is not already allrved by the existina construction permits. Therefore,

the staff finds that (1) this action does nvt involve a significant hazards
consideration, (2) prior public notice of th.s action is not required, (3)

there is reasgnable assurance that the hzalth and safety of the public will

not be endanInged by the requested extension of th,azonstruction completion X
dates, and (4) good cause exists for issuance of an Jrder extendin? the consti iction

The Commission's staff has reviewed the information provfded in the applicant's ){
submittal and concludes that the factors aiscussed above are reasonable and
constitute good cause for delay; and that extension of the latest construction
completion dates for the Byron Station, Units 1 and Z ish;ustifiable.

The NRC staff finds that this action does not involve a significait hazards
consideration, and that good cause exists for the issuunce of au Order extending
the latest completion dates in Construction Permit Nos. CPPR-15C and CPPR-131

to October 1, 1984 and April 1, 1986, respectively. G AAA T
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The naC staff nas reviewed the cause for the delay stated in the letter

April 19, 1982 and concludes that the applicant has shown jood cause fop th

delay in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR Section 50.55(b). //rn

Wil staff further concludes that the provisions of a substantial mar in for

unforeseen contincencies 1s appropriate in view of the status of cphstruction

and the need for design changes. The NRC staff recommends that the construction

pernits be extended an additional 28 months for Unit 1 and 29 mpnths for Unit 2

to provide for schedule delays and contingencies as requested/bv the applicant.

As a result of the review of the Final Safety Analysis llepgrt to date and
considering the nature of the delays, the NRC staff has identified no area

of »ignificant safety consideration in connection with the extension of the
construction nerait cewpletion daces for the Byron J:;;}gn, Units i and Z.
The only change proposed by the Pemittee to the existing construction permit
ts an extensioa of the latest construction completiph dates. This extension
11 not allow any «0ork to be performed involving new safety information of a
“ype not considered by previous Commission safety reviews of the facility and
that is not already aliowed by the existing construction permits. Therefore,
the staff finds tmat (1) tnis action does nat, nvolve a significant hazards

consideration, (2) prio. : notice of tds action 1s not required, (3)
there 1s feasonable as’ chat the n;zléh and safety of the public will
not be endanadere’ by .. cequested extendion of th econstruction completion
datey. and (4) Jvod cause exists for issuance of an Order extending the construction
complation date. 3
7/
CONCLUSTON //’

The Coamission's staff has revtgced the information orovided in the applicant's
subniittal and concludes that she fucturs discussed above are reasonzble and
constitute good cause for delay; aand that extension of the latest construction
complétion dates for the 5y+nn Station, Units L and 2 1is justifiable.

Too #XC staff finds thax this action does not involve a siynificant hazards
consfderaticn, and taat good cause exists for the issuance of an Urder extending
the latest completiun dates in Construction Permit Nos. CPPR=-130 and CPPR-131

to Uclober 1, 1984 ang April 1, 1950, respectively.

/
’_//
//
/ Stephen Chesnut, Project Manager
Licensing Branch no. 1
, _Division of Licenzing
4
Dated: ,’
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Tre NRC staff has reviewed the cause for the delay stated in the letter of

April 19. 1982 and concludes tha* the applicant has shown good cause for the
delay in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR Section 50.55(b). The

NRC staff further concludes that the provisfons of a substantfal margin for
unforeseen contingencies s appropriate in view of the status of construction
and the need for desfgn changes. The NRC staff reconmends that the construction
permits for Units 1 and 2 be extended an additional 28 months to provide for
schedule delays and contingencies as requested by the applicant.

As a result of the review of the Final Safety Analysis Report to date. and
considering the nature of the delays. the NRC staff has identified no area
of significant safety consideration in connection with the extension of the
construction permit completion dates for the Byron Station, Units 1 and 2.
The only change proposed by the Permittee to the existing construction permit
is an extension of the latest construction completion dates. This extension
will not allow any work to be performed 1nvolving new safety information of a
type not considered by pervious Commission safety reviews of the facility and
that 1s not already allowed by the existing construction permits. Therefore.
the staff finds that (1) this action does not fnvolve a significant hazards
consideration, (2) prior public notice of this action is not required. (3)
there 1s reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public wil)
not be endanagered by the requested extension of th econstruction completion
dates. and (4) good cause exists for {1ssuance of an Order extending the construction
completion date.

CONCLUSION

The Commissfon's staff has reviewed the information provided in the applicant's
submittal and concludes that the factors discussed above are reasonable and
constitute good cause for delay; and that extension of the latest construction
completion dates for the Byron Statfon., Units 1 and 2 is justifiable,

The NRC staff finds that this action does not involve a sianificant hazards
consideration. and that good cause exists for the issuance of an Order extending
the latest completion dates in Construction Pemmit Nos. CPPR-130 and CPPR-131

to October 1. 1984 and April 1. 1986. respectively.

Stephen Chesnut. Project Manager
Licensing Branch No. 1
Divisfon of Licensing

Dated:
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The NRC staff has reviewed the cause for the delay stated in the letter of
April 19, 1982 and concludes that the applicant has shown good cause for the

delay in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR Section 50.55(b).

The

NRC staff further concludes that the provisions of a substantial margin for

unforeseen contingencies is aopropriate in view of the s

and the need for desian changes.

schedule delays and contingencies as requested by the applicant.

_As a result of this review of the Final Safety Apo1§s£s Report,

us of construction

The NRC staff recomme that the construction
permits for Units 1 and 2 be extended an additional 22 months to provide for

the nature of the delays, the NRC staff has id
safety consideration in connection with the

" pemit completion dates for the Byron Station, Units 1 and 2.

-

and considering

.

tified no area of significant
ension of the construction

“The staff finds

\  that this proposed action does not: .
(1) Involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences
N of an accident proviously evaluated;
{2) Create the possibility of an accident of a type different from any -
evaluated previously; or =
(3) Involve a sign1ficnht reduction in a margin of safety.

The NRC staff finds that because the request {s merely for more time to complete
work already reviewed ant approved for Construction Permits CPPR-130 and CPPR-131,
no sianificant hazards consideration {s involved {n grating the reauest and thus
prior notice of this action {s not required,

CONCLUSION

The Commission's staff has reviewed the information provided in the applicant's
submittal and concludes that the factors discussed above are reasonable and

constitute qopd cause for delay; and that extensfon of the latest construction
completion dates for the Byron Statfon, Units 1 and 2 is justifiable,

The NRC staff finds that this action does not irvoive a significant hazards
consideration, and that good cause exists for the {ssuance of an Order extending
the latest completion dates in Construction Pemit Nos. CPPR-130 and CPPR-131

to Ociober 1, 1984 and April 1, 1986, respectively.

Dated:

*See previous yellow.

Stephen

Cnesnut, Proicct Manager

Licensing Granch No, 1
Division of Licensing
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The NRC staff has reviewed the cause for the delay stated in the letter of
April 19, 1982 and concludes that the applicant has shown good cause fop the
delay in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR Section 50.55(b). - The
NRC staff further concludes that the provisions of a sibstantial ‘
unforeseen contingencies is appronriate in view of the status of gonstruction
and the need for design changes. The NRC staff recammends thap/the construction
permits for Units 1 and 2 be extended an additional 28 months to provide for
schedule delays and contingencies as requested by the appljCant.

As a result of this review of the Final Safety Analysis Report, and considering
the nature of the delays, the NRC staff has 1dent1f;‘d no area of sianificant
safety consideration in connection with the extensjon of the construction
permit completion dates for the Byron Station, Upits 1 and 2.,

The NRC staff finds that because the request is merely for more time to complete
work already reviewed and approved for Consgruction Pemits CPPR-130 and CPPR-131,
no significant hazards consideration is involved in agrating the request and thus

prior notice of this action {s not required.
CONCLUSION

/
The Commission's staff has reviewed the information provided in the applicant's
submittal and concludes that the factors discussed above are reasorable and
constitute good cause for delay; and that extension of the latest construction
completion dates for the Byron Station, Units 1 and 2 is Juszifianle.

{s action does not involve a significant hazards
consideration, and that d cause exists for the {ssuance of an Order cxtending
the latest completion d&tes in Construction Permit Nos. CPPR-130 and CPPR-131

to October 1, 1984 and’April 1, 1986, respectivaly.

The NRC staff finds that

Stephen Chesnut, Project Manager
/ Licensing Branch No. 1
NDivision of Licensing

Dated:
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