UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555-0001

June 11, 2012

MEMORANDUM TO: FILE

FROM: Joseph M. Sebrosky, Senior Project Manager
Plant Licensing Branch IV
Division of Operating Reactor Licensing
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

SUBJECT: DIABLO CANYON POWER PLANT, UNIT NOS. 1 AND 2, SAN
ONOFRE NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, UNITS 2 AND 3, PALO
VERDE NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, UNITS 1, 2, AND 3, AND
COLUMBIA GENERATING STATION - SUMMARY OF TELEPHONE
CONFERENCE RE: NEAR TERM TASK FORCE
RECOMMENDATION 2.1 SEISMIC REEVALUATIONS

This memorandum summarizes a telephone discussion on May 31, 2012, between the

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) staff and representatives of Pacific Gas and
Electric (PG&E), Southern California Edison (SCE), and Arizona Public Service (APS)
(licensees). The purpose of the call was to discuss the process found in the March 12, 2012,
request for information associated with Near Term Task Force Recommendation 2.1 Seismic
Reevaluations. The March 12, 2012, request for information was sent to operating reactors
pursuant to Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations (10 CFR), paragraph 50.54(f) and can
be found in Agencywide Documents Access and Management System (ADAMS) Accession
No. ML12053A340. A list of attendees is provided in Enclosure 1. The handouts that were
provided by the licensees are provided in Enclosure 2.

The licensees discussed their plans for addressing the March 12, 2012, request for information
associated with the expectation that plants in the Western United States (WUS) develop seismic
source and ground motion models to characterize their regional and site-specific seismic
hazards. Consistent with current practice for 10 CFR Part 52, new reactor licensing, the

March 12, 2012, request for information states that the WUS plants should perform a Senior
Seismic Hazard Analysis Committee (SSHAC) Level 3 study to develop a probabilistic seismic
hazard analysis.

The licensees indicated that they have formed a Southwestern WUS (SWUS) group to
coordinate activities in this area. The licensees indicated that there would be four to six
separate SSHACs needed to develop the information to respond to the March 12, 2012, letter.
The number range is based on three SSHACs (one for each site) being needed to develop the
seismic source models. There is expected to be little overlap for these three SSHACs because
the source models are driven by seismic features that are within approximately 40 miles of each
site. There are expected to be one to three SSHACs needed to develop the ground motion
models. It is anticipated that there will be some overlap for the ground motion model SSHACs
so a SSHAC for each site may not be necessary.
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The licensees stated that they intend to meet the March 11, 2015, completion date for providing
a seismic hazard evaluation consistent with the schedule provided in the March 12, 2012,
request for information; however, an alternate plan may be necessary because of limited
personnel with seismic expertise. If it becomes apparent during the process that the licensees
cannot meet this date, the licensees proposed to meet with the NRC to develop a mutually
agreeable schedule. The licensees indicated that they would document the potential
impediments to meeting the March 12, 2012, request for information schedule for a seismic
hazard evaluation in a letter to the NRC. The letter will also document the licensee’s proposal
that if it becomes apparent that the schedule cannot be met, a meeting be arranged with the
staff to determine a mutually agreeable schedule.

Enclosures:
1. List of Attendees
2. Licensees’ Handouts

Docket Nos. 50-275, 50-323, 50-528, 50-529,
50-530, 50-397, 50-361, and 50-362
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The licensees stated that they intend to meet the March 11, 2015, completion date for providing
a seismic hazard evaluation consistent with the schedule provided in the March 12, 2012,
request for information; however, an alternate plan may be necessary because of limited
personnel with seismiic expertise. If it becomes apparent during the process that the licensees
cannot meet this date, the licensees proposed to meet with the NRC to develop a mutually
agreeable schedule. The licensees indicated that they would document the potential
impediments to meeting the March 12, 2012, request for information schedule for a seismic
hazard evaluation in a letter to the NRC. The letter will also document the licensee’s proposal
that if it becomes apparent that the schedule cannot be met, a meeting be arranged with the
staff to determine a mutually agreeable schedule.

Enclosures:
1. List of Attendees
2. Licensees’ Handouts

Docket Nos. 50-275, 50-323, 50-528, 50-529,
50-530, 50-397, 50-361, and 50-362
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