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" STATUS AND IMPENDING ACTION ON APPLICATIONS muxunnm;samaemmsx‘mmuan

The "show cause” determinations issued in November 1971 have tesulted
in responses being received from licensees and 1ntatvenars on 9 of the
&atenninatians

The regulatory staff has reviewed the technical 1nformat!on received
‘from licensees in the time available and conclusions for aetion by the
Coanission have been developed. Legal counsel for the regulatory staff
SO . 'has reviewed those responses requesting hearings or interveation and
SR .~ bas" prepared replies for the Director of Regulation or formal fildings
ok ’ for consideration by the Coumission. The status and the impending

- : - action on each of the show cause cases for which responses were received
are- summarized below'

Dieblo Camyen 1 & 2

Scenic Shorelines, a conservation organization, has submitted a regquest
for a hearing regarding certain construction activities at the Diablo
Canyon Plant pending completiom of the NEPA review. General issues

. that have been raised include: (1) the availability of alternate
sources of power (geothermal), (2) the potential damage to the environ-
ment of construction of transmission lines, (3) that continued construc—

A 1 tion is foreclosimg other cooling alternatives and (4) seismic design.

N i In a formal anewer to this request filed with the Commission, the

VvOE regulatory staff nas propesed that a hearing be held on Items (1), (2)

' and (3) but that no hearing be held on Item (4).
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In our Determination and Order To Show Cause of November 29, 1971, wve
concluded that clearing of the right-of-way and constructing the second
Diablo-Midway transmission line should be suspended. Pacifie Gas and
Electriec Coupany has not responded to eur Order To Show Cause.
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E’lo:iaa Puwer and Ligxt cmany 8 stateuen: aub:d.t:ed tn tesponse to
_our show. cause determination reads as follows: "It {s requested that
. B8O heating, ba scheduled in this matter until furtber motion by the
licmeeatsﬁnh timeanitnayhmmclear that the NEPA review

Vi.u 'ﬁi cowletsd in time to ptevent delaya tn work on the :rmsw.ssion

; for completing the NEPA review is somwhat uncertain, bnt:

Wehm prepated a ordex o suspend wnstmcuan of :he tzanmﬁ.as:mn

. hm (Sea Enclosm B)

The mponsa and scatemenz conta.tn:lng addiumal uchnieal tnfermctﬂn»

j. ‘Bmae documant.s were not f!.lad unde: oath or afﬂmt.ion

“The DEL Project Leades, in reviewing the technical informatica suhmeced:
-~ with the letter has noted that right-of-way clearing for one of the :

- transmission liues (North Anma to Ladysmith) had, in fact, begun before

. November 29, 1971 and 1s now 532 complete. We hed no previous knowledge

that this work was underway. VEPCO has voluntarily suspended further
eleartng for this line only until the Commission has teviezed theiy
mponse of December 27, 1971. :

O all other transmission lines, VEPCO has agreed to restrict their

activities to planning and ught-of-way aequisitien untu the end of
the 8 month NEPA period. :

Based on our preliminary review of the information submitted, we find
no bases for altering our original determination and have prepared an
~order to suspend construction of the transmission lines. (See
Enclosure C).

S 1a esumated :hat it will not be complete until Say:ed:er or October, :
1.972 e _

K -\:E‘ce:!.vad from Virginia Elsctrie Power Company did not request a public: el 7T
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‘Three Mile Island 1 & 2

A reply and statement containing additional information and data was
submitted by Metropolitan Edison Company on December 28, 1971 in
respouse to our show cause determination. No request for a hearing
was made; however, the company requested the Commission withdraw its
determination to suspend constructi¢n of off-site transmission lines.

In the cover letter transmitting their statement, the applicant stated
that "Both the answer and statement provide information which we (Met
Ed) bad not previously brought to your (AEC) attention and which
corrects factual misunderstandings which we (Met Ed) had allowed to
exist." We now find that clearing of the right-of-way for the 67.3

‘mile Bechtelsville transmission lines was completed on November 26,

1971. Tower arection has been started, but is not complete. Clearing
of the 7.16 Juniata line has not yet been started, but is acheduled

to begm March 31, 1972.

Work on cheae transnission lines is proceeding in accordance with the
guidelines issued by the Departments of Interior and Agriculture
entitled “Environmental Criteria for Eleectric Transmission Systems."

The impact on the enviroument of constructing the Bechtelsville trans~
wission line has already occurred. However, we find mo basis in the
additional information submitted, for altering our determination
regarding construction of the Juniate line. Therefore, we have pre-
pared an order suspending eonstruction of this transmissioa line.

(See Enclosure D) :

Trojén

A request for intervention was received from a party to the construc~
tion permit hearing. In a formal amswer to this request filed with
the Commission, the regulatory staff has takem the position that the
request does not state a sufficient basis for holding the hearing.
However, the staff imdicated in its answer that it would have no
objection to allowing the petitioners additional time to clarify

the basis for their request.

Indian Point 3

A request for a hearing was received from Mary Hays Weik. 1Im a

formal answer to this request, filed with the Commission, the regula-
tory staff has taken the position that the request should be rejected
on the ground that it does not state a sufficient basis for a hearing.




Monticello
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A request was made by the Attorney Gemeral for the State of Minnesota
for an extension of time for requesting a public hearing. Im a formal
answer to this request filed with the Commission, the regulatory staff
bhas indicated that it would have no objection to an order allowing
Monticello an additional thirty days within which to file a request
for a kearing.

In addition, an environmental organization, MECCA, has filed a request
for a public hearing. The applicant and the regulatory staff have filed
letters with the Secretary of the Cormission requesting that the latest
date for the filing of answers to the MECCA request be extended until
15 days after the latest date for the filing of the reguest by the

State of Minnesota. _

We have found that a potential exists for three public hearings om
Monticello. They imnclude: (1) a hearing on cur determination mot to
suspend operatioms, (2) a hearing on isaues covered by Appendix D to
CFR Part 50, and (3) a hearing on issuance of a full-term license.

We had hoped that a single hearing could be designed to achieve the
objectives of the three potential hearings mentioned above. Efforts

to develop the basis for agreement among the interested parties for = .

the single hearing were unsuccessful because MECCA would not agree to
withdraw or defer its request for a hearing on the suspensiom matter.

Nonetheless, the staff has agreed to use its best efforts to complete
the Monticello draft environmental statement by the first week of

May 1972 and to provide an opportunity for a hearing at that time.
The State of Minnesota has indicated that it will defer any request
for a hearing on the suspemsion matter in view of the accelerated
schedule to which the staff has agreed.

Davig-Besse

The Coalition for Safe Nuelear Power, a party to the comstruction permit
hearing, requested by their letter to the Director of Regulation dated
December 8, 1971, that the Determination and Findings in this case be
submitted to the United States Court of Appeals, Washington, D. C. No -
request for a hearing was made.




| OGC advised the Coalition by lotter dated January 3, 1972 that they
could request an extension of time for filing a requsst for a hearing
provided good cause eould be shown. A

Brunswick 1 & 2

Carolina Power and Light Company filed an amnswer to the Order To Show
Cause and a statement containing supplemental information on December 16,
1971. The Company requested that the Direetor of Regulation withdraw

or mwodify his determination to suspend certain construction activities
at the Brunswick Plant and issue instead a determination not to suspend.
They further stated that in the event their request was denied, CP&L
demands a hearing to determine whether construction activities involving
the off-site transuicsion lines and off-eite portions of the discharge
canal should be suspended pending completion of those portions of the
NEPA review, -

We have concluded that the Company's answer to our Order To Show Cause
does not provide a basis for altaring our Hovember 18, 1971 Determination
to suspand construction activities on the off-site portions of the dis-
charge eanal and on the transmission lines. We have prepared an Order

. designating thas time and place for the hearing demanded by the Company.
(Ses Enclosure E).

(signed) L. M. Muntzing

L. Hanning Muntzing
Director of Regulation

Encloaures:
A. Order - Diablo Canyon Distribution:
B. Oxder - Hutchinson Island Docket F. Schroeder
C. Order - North Anna DR Reading R. S. Boyd.
D. Oxder - Three Mile Island DRL Reading R. C. DeYoung
E. Order - Brunswick BWR-1 File G. Ertter
L. M. Muntzing 0GC
ec: Secretary (2) S. H. Hanauer W. Butler
General Counsel (2) C. L. Henderson D. Knuth
General Manager (2) P. A. Morris S. Kari
E. G. Case J. Cook
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