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STATUS AND IWENDIN ACTION ON APPLICATIORS REQUIRING SHOW CAUSE ACTION 

The show eiase" determinations issued in November 1971 have resulted 
in responses baing received from license"s and intervenors on 9 of the detetm ntin.  

The ragulatory staff has reviewed the teehnical information received 
from li-censees in the time available and conclusions for action by the 
Camission have been developed. Legal counsel for the regulatory staff -has reviewed those responses requesting hearings or intervention and 
baprepared replies for the Director of Regulation or forml filings 
for conslderation by the Commission. The status and the impendlng 
action on each of the show cause cases for which responses were received 
are summarized below: 

Diblo canyon 1 2 2 

Scenic Shorelines, a conservation organization, has submitted a request 
for a hearing regarding certain construction activities at the Diablo 
Canyon Plant pending completion 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
tion is foreclosing othicr cooling alternatives and (4) seismic .design.  
In a formal answer to this request filed with the Commission, the 
regulatory staff has proposed that a hearing be hold on Items (1), (2) 
and (3) but that no hearig be held on Item (4).  

In our Determination and Order To Show Cause of November 29, 1971, we 
cotcluded that clearing of the right-of-ay and constructing the second 
Diablo-Midway transmission line should be suspended. Pacific Gas and 
glectric Company has not responded to our Order To Show Cause.
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A. lo s. r e ...  

Flo-id.-Pwer end 1i t CopaSWs tateut smitted In. respon-- to 
u._show'--.-, e dontsminarin reads as follow: aIt is requested that 

no-earng ha scheded in tvismatte? until further mtion by, the 
Pes"ea tz timea an It =y beeome clear that the NEPA revi 

-iW h oleted In time to print delays to work n the transsstion 

.hr s~het le for Covmet t sowohMo. unce i ai, but 
.s AS est4WAtd that It will not be complete until Septeber -orft e 

4572, 

e e praed t a order to suspend construction of te trane dsio 
ries. ISes aecmure B).  

T r0espoM =4 statement containing additional techiCal sformt 
r-ceived f rOm ViX9ginia HElectric Power Company did not request a. pulic 
eakin t Mes documa nts were not filed under oath r uaffirmatin.  

e n Project Leader, in reviewing the te ica information submie d 
-With the letter has noted that rigbt-of-uay clearing for owe of the 

trmaisaio lines (North Anna to Ladysmith). had, :in factbunbor 
November 29. 1971 and is now 53Z complete. we had no previous, kniWledge 
that this work was underway. VRP(X) has voluntarily sampedaed further 
clearift for this Lin only until the Comission has reviewed thir 
response of December 27, 1971.  

On all- other transmission lines, VEPCO has agreed to restrict their 
activities to planning and right-of-way acquisition until the end of 
the 8 Month REPA 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).
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Three Mile Island 1 & 2 

A reply and statement containing additional inform.  
submitted by Metropolitan Edison Company on Decembe 
response to our show cause determination. No reque 
was made; however, the company requested the Commis 
determination to suspend construction of off-site t 

In the cover letter transmitting their statement, t 
that "Both the answer and statement provide informa 
Ed) had not previously brought to your (AEC) attent 
corrects factual misunderstandings which we (Met Ed 
exist." We now find that clearing of the right-of
mile Bechtelsville transmission lines was completed 
1971. Towr erection has been started, but is not 
of the 7.16 Juniata line has not yet been started, 
to begin March 31, 1972.  

Wozk on these transmission lines is proceeding in a 
guidelines Issued by the Departments of Interior an 
entitled "Environmental Criteria for Electric Trans 

The imWact on the environment of constructing the U 
mission line has already occurred. However, we fin 
additional information submitted, for altering our 
regarding construction of the Juniata line. Theref 
pared an order suspending construction of this tran 
(See Enclosure D).  
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A request for intervention was received from a part 
tion permit hearing. In a formal answer to this re 
the Commission, the regulatory staff has taken the

tion and data was 
r 28, 1971 in 
at for a hearing 
sion withdraw its 
ransmission lines.  

he applicant stated 
tion which we (Met 
ion and which 
t) had allowed to 
way for the 67.3 
I on November 26, 
complete. Clearing 
but is scheduled 

ccordance with the 
AAgriculture 
nmdssion Sys ten ." 

echtelsville trans
d no basis in the 
determination 
ore, we have pre
smission line.

7 to the construc
quest filed with 
position that the

equtu does not satae a sufficient DasJs tor noing the hearing.  
However, the staff indicated 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. In 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.



A request was =a 
for an extension 
answer to this r 

* has indicated th 
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* for a hearing.
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dby the Attorney General for the State of Minnesota 
of time for requesting a public hearing. In a formal 

eques t filed with the Commission, the regulatory staff 
ait would have no-objection to an order allowing 

dititonal thirty days within which to file a request

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 Commission requesting that the latest 
date for the filing of answers to the MCCA request be extended until 
15 days after the latest date for the filing of the request by the 
State of Minhnesota.  

We have found that a potential exists for three public hearings on 
Moticello. They include: (1) a hearing on our determination not to 
suspend operations, (2) a hearing on issues covered by Appendix D to 
OFR 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 suspension 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 suspension matter in view of the accelerated 
schedule to which the staff has agreed.  

Davis-Besse 

The Coalition for Safe Nuclear Power, a party to the construction 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.
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OC advised the Coalition by letter dated January 3, 1972 that they 
could request In extension of time for filing a request for a hearing 
provided good came coud be shmn.' 

Brunswick 1 & 2 

Carolina Power and Light Company filed an answer to the Order To Show 
Cause and a statemet containing supplemental information on December 16, 
1971 The Company zuquested that the Director of Regulation withdraw 
or modidy his deteuruation to suspend certain construction activities 
at the Brunaw4 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 tranamission lines and off-site portions of the discharge 
canal should be suspended pending completion of those portions of the 
WPA review.  

We have concluded that the Company's answer to our Order To Show Cause 
does not provide a basis for altering our November 18, 1971 Determination 
to suspend coustrwtion activities on the off-site portions of the dis
charge canal and an the transmission lines. We have prepared a Order 
designating the time and place for the hearing demanded by the Company.  
(See Enclosure E).  

(signed) L. M. Muntzing 

L. Manning Muntzing 
Director of Regulation
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