UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

November 1, 1984

James L. Kelley, Chairman Dr. Paul W. Purdom
Administrative Judge Administrative Judge
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 235 Columbia Drive
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Decatur, GA 30030

Washington, D. C. 20555

Dr. Richard F. Foster
Administrative Judge
P.0. Box 4263

Sunriver, Oregon 57702

In the Matter of
DUKE POWER COMPANY, ET AL.
(Catawba Nuclear Station, Units 1 and 2)
Docket Nos. 50-413 and 50-414 © '~

Dear Administrative Judges:

In its Partial Initial Decision issued on June 22, 1984, (LBP-84-24, 19

NRC 141&), the Licensing Board rejected a contention on hydrogen control
for the Catawba facility on the ground that iinal Commission action on a
generic rule addressing the same h{drogen cortrol concerns was expected
before the anticipated date of full power op=ration of Catawba. LBP-84-24,
19 NRC 1418, 1425 at n.3. The Board's ruling in this regard was based

on the NRC Staff's expectation that a final hydrogen control rule would

be submitted to, and acted upon by, the Commission well before a full

power operating license would be needed for Catawba.

This is to advise you of the current status of the hydrogen control rule-
making. As of this date, the Staff expects to submit a final hydrogen
control rule to the Commission in thic month of November but cannot pre-
dict a date for Commission action on the rule. It is the Staff's under-
standing that Catawba Unit 1 will be ready for initial criticality by
early December 1984, for exceeding 5% of full power by mid-December 1984,
and for reaching full power several months later,

Siq;cre]y,

Counsel for¥YNRC Staff

cc: Service List

Bad 1S8R SAAAS)



