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WeB. Notes re Schedule ar? Caracity Pacto» Trfn

Concerning the schedule, I've recelved & 3«24«03 sum~arv of
NRC's Caseload Forecast Panel meetings with CPAL !r Tebruary 19713,
which states (p,3) "the estimated commletion dete determined br
the CF® is December 1985." us, Av-licants' June 1985, ™he CFP reviewed
"ecomnletion of such items as large ard small bore n'’ne, nipe hengers,
and electrizal work" from Aoplicants' info erd on-site obsevwyvations,
This sugpgests that slinpage of up to 6 months in the heering schedule
would not prevent completion of hearirges before fuel lozding.

I raise this point because T believe it would be highly desirr -

for the same persons to hear the entire evidence in thies nroceed!ng,
if at all possible. If the same fact-finders ectunlly hear all the
evidence, I belleve their abllity to coherentlr decide the case &8s &
whole will be enhanced, by direct knowledge of all the matéers at iscne,
by knowing the "demeanor evidence" of 211 witrescea, atc,, crmmaved
to what would be avallable to different panels of fact-finders hearing
different phases or parts of this c ase,
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I intend to address these latter issues in a 2.758 petition and
affidavits by 6-30-83, specifically re need for power and alternatives,
2., I believe the answer to question 1 above is No. But 1f it

were considered to be Yes, then (a) the Staff cannot Include any

operating cost savings comared to alternate fuels -- oOr their asso-
clated 0&M and other costs which depend on type of fuel or very from
nuclear to other fuels -- in i1ts cost-benefit analysis, gince everv

cost and benefit is litigable under NTPA and Calvert Cliffs and the

NRC regulations 10 CFR 51.52(b) and 51,26(d) as cited by the Board 3/25,

(b) If the Staff does include such benefits, I believe the cholces
would be (1) to waive the rule of 51.53(e); (2) to exclude those
benefits fron congideration, as a metter of law; or (3) to certify
or otherwise apnropriately bring the question before the Arnesal
Board as promptly as possible. 1 favor ovotions 1, then 2; but ontion
3 may be necessavy since this is an i{moortant issue 1ikely to arise
tn all other overating license crses under §1,53(c) and it would clearly
delay the proceedings significantly if these {ssues had to be re-
litigated later.

With respect to option 3, 61.26(4) requires that the EIS be

evidence and 51.52(b)(1) requires it to be sunnorted as evidence
by the staff and allows any party to take a position on it. It is
clear that nothing can be litigated in these hearings except con-

tentionas and issues raised sua sponte by the Boerd. The only way for

an intervenor to take a p.osition 1s thus to raise a contention
(unless the intervenor agrees with the DEIS in which case the

intervenor need do nothi‘ng)., Calvert Cliffs, howevar, recuires

a full opportunity at each stage of major federal action (e.p.
issuing an ovperating 1icense) to litigate NEPA issues, and the cost-
benefit is clearly a centrsl NFPA issue under that decision and in

this case.
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proceeding, which is a dilemma of perhaps tek'ng more time than

would be required fc hearing the same matters before & nanel that
had actually seen the other phases of the case, versus not be'‘rg eblixe
to make connect!ons needed to orove & roint. There may well bhe
other complexities of hearing the case before multiple vanels thet T,
& non-lawyer, am not aware of ard have not analyzed vet,

I think the best course of ection at thie no’rt wou'd bHe to exnlore
the extent to which hearing the case before the tsame becard Ip ell nhases
1s (a) possible or more possible if the later comletfor of Eerrls

orojected by N3XC's CFP is correct, and (b) how desirable %t 1s to do so.

YOT"S we CAPACITV FACTOR ¢

The following fects have recentl™ come tc mr attention; e’rce thevw
are relevent to Tddlemer centention 15 and fts 2-11ef3 "offsnrirg”, I
bring then to your attention, please:

In a 3-24-83 letter from G.':.. Knighton, YW°C's Chief of Licenslrg
3ranch #3, to CP&L, the power Aistribution veaking fector, Fg, It
stated to be 'nadequately fustfied for the FAAR chepter 15 LOCL
(lo3s of coolant accidert) analysis. Knighton stetes (p.2)

"The only conclusion that one can drew from this irformatlion, as 1t
etands, 1s that 1t will be necessery to depate the reactor to 91

vercent power". As snown by the exverience of McCulre 1, R!nghals 3,
Krsko, et al, such deratings have the effect of decreasing cavac'tv fetor.

According to WorldwWide Nuclear Power (USDOT, Jenuary 1982), p.7,
Ringhals 3 had a capecity fector of 39,6 vercent for the vear end’'nf
October 19%1, Ringhals 3 has a Westinghouse mcdel D steam generctor,
as do Harris 1 and 2, McGuire 1 ard 2, V.C. Sum-er #1, Catewba 1 &erd 2,
and numbers of other Westinghouse PWRs. T understerd the Swedes have

ordered fullscale tests of the _ Westinghouse "fix" for the problers

with Westinghouse model D stearm generators. eél,
@0 /p/ / Q’fﬂ/ (ng
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