STAFF SAFETY EVALUATION FOR EXTENSION OF THE
S PRATBYOT STATION. UMTS T R 2

INTRODUCTION

The Huclear Regulatory Commission authorfzed the construction of the Brafdwood
Statfon, Unfits 1 and 2 by issuing Construction Permit Mo, CPPR-132 and Construc-
tion Permit CPPR-133 to the Commonwealth Edison Company on December 31, 1975.
The latest date for completion of Unit 1 was November 1, 1982 and for Unit 2 was
November 1, 1983,

8y letter, dated & tember 30, 1982, Commonwealth Edison Company submitted an
annlication for amendment of the construction permits to reflect new "latest
completion dates" for each of the two units., The application requested an addi-
tional time of fifty-four months for eac* unit, 1.e., CPPR-132 for Unit 1 would
be extended to April 30, 1987 and LPPR-132 for Unit Z would be extended to

April 30, 1988,

In accordance with 10 CFR Section 50.55(b), the NRC staff, having found good
cause shown, recommends that the latest completion dates of April 30, 1937 for
Unit 1 and Apri) 30, 1938 for Unit 2 be granted for the reasons stated below.

ANALYSIS

Commonwealth Edison Company stated in the September 30, 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 beyond the present construction permit
completion dates is a result of a work stoppage which occurred at Brafdwood
from September 1979 to March 1980, In September 1979 Commonwealth Edison
Company halted work at Braidwood following the 111inois Commerce Cormission's
denial of a substantial portion of Commonwealth Edison's request for an
interim increase in rates. Following the I11inois Comerce Commission's
final decision on February 7, 1980 authorizing increased rates, construction
was resumed, Due to effort involved in restoring puildings, equipment and
services, and requalifying and retrainina contractor personnel following the
work stoppaqge, the period of delay attributable to the work stoppage was
substantially in excess of the seven montk neriod during which construction
was halted. As of August 1982, the rate of construction, in terms of manpower,
was back to the level which existed prior to the stoppage.

2. The need for extension is also based upon improvements in the manner in
which Commonwealth Edison Company is implementing NRC requirements, some of
which resulted from the NRC's response to the Three Mile Island incident,
These changes have increased the amount of desiaon work and installation
labor required to complete the installation of each component, nipe, cable
and structural member.
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3. The above additional measures have been and are beina implemented at a
pace consistent with the Company's need to spread financing requirements
more evenly throuchout the construction perfod in order to keep annual
financing requirements within Commonwealth Edison's capabilities,

Commonwealth Edison “ompany stated that the 54 months' extensfon for each Sraidwood
unit has been raquested to avoid another construction completion date extension at
some future time should any unanticipated delays in construction actually occur.
However, the present fuel load dates for Braidwood 1 and 2 of April 30, 1985 and
April 30, 1986, respectively, are s5til]l considered attainable,

The NRC staff has reviewed the cause for the delay stated in the letter of
Sentember 30, 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 recommends that the construction permits be extended an additional 54 months'
each for Braidwood Units 1 and 2 to provide for schedule delays as requested by
the anplicant,

As a result of the review of the Final Safety Analysis Report to date and con-
sidering the nature of the delays, the MRBC staff has {dentified no area of
sfgnificant safety consideration in connection with the extensfon of the con-
struction nermit completion dates for the Braidwood Station, Units 1 and 2.

The only change proposed by the Permittee to the existing construction permits
is an extensfon of the latest construction completion dates. This extension
will not allow anv work to be performed involving new safety information of 2
tvpe not considered by previous 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 involve a significant hazards
consideration, (2) orior public notice of this action 1s not required, (3) there
is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public will not be
endangered by the requested extension of the construction completion dates, and
(4) good cause exists for issuance of an Order extending the latest construction
completion dates,

CONCLUSION

The Commission's staff has reviewed the information provided in the applicant's
submittal and concludes that the factors discussed ahbove are reasonable and
constitute good cause for delay; and that extension of the latest construction
completion dates for the Braidwood Station, Units 1 and 2 are reasonable and
justifiable,

The NRC staff finds that this action does not involve a significant hazards
consideration, and that aqood cause exists for the issuance of an Order extending
the latest completion dates in Construction Permit Wos. CPPR-132 and CPPR-133

to Anril 30, 1987 and April 30, 1988, respectively.
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The NRC staff has determined that this action will not result in any sianificant
environmental impact and, oursuant to 10 CFR 51.5(d)(4), an environmental irmpact
statement, or negative declaration and environmental impact appraisal, need not
be prepared in connection with this action.
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