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The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment No. 74 to Facility 
Operating License No. DPR-66 for the Beaver Valley Power Station, Unit 
No. 1. The amendment consists of changes to the Technical Specifications 
in response to your application transmitted by letter dated February 7, 
1983 and amended by letter dated April 28, 1983.  

The amendment changes the Technical Specifications to impose limits on 
use of overtime by the operating staff, and to require the reporting 
of safety and relief valve challenges and failures. All of these proposed 
changes were requested by the Commission's Generic Letter 82-16.  

A copy of the related Safety Evaluation is enclosed. The Notice of Issuance 
will be included in the Commission's next regular monthly Federal Register 
notice.  

Sincerely, 

i±A 
Peter S. Tam, Project Manager 
Operating Reactors Branch #1 
Division of Licensing

Enclosures: 
1. Amendment No. 74 to DPR-66 
2. Safety Evaluation 

cc w/enclosures: 
See next page
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"UNITED STATES 
,NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSiON 

- • .. . W ASH!NGTC ," 0. C. 20 555 

DUQUESNE LIGHT COHPANY 

OHIO EDISON COMPANY 

PENNSYLVANIA POWER COMPANY 

DOCKET NO. 50-334 

BEAVER VALLEY POWER STATION, UNIT NO. 1 

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE 

Amendment No. 74 
License No. DPR-66 

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Comnission) has found that: 

A. The application for amendment by Duquesne Light Company, Ohio Edison 
Company, and Pennsylvania Power Company (the licensees) dated February 7, 
1983 and amended by letter dated April 28, 1983, complies with the 

standards and requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended 
(the Act) and the Commission's rules and regulations set forth in 10 CFR 
Chapter I; 

B. The facility will operate in conformity with the application, 
the provisions of the Act, and the rules and regulations of 
the Commission; 

C. There is reasonable assurance (i) that the activities authorizea 
by this amendment can be conducted without enoangering the health 

and safety of the public, and (ii) that such activities will be 
conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations; 

D. The issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common 

defense and security or to the health and safety of the public; 
and 

E. The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part 

51 of the Commission's regulations and all applicable requirements 
have been satisfied.  
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2. Accoraingly, the license is amenoed ty changes to the Technical 
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license 
amendment, and paragraph 2.C.(2) of Facility Operating License 
No. DPR-66 is hereby amended to read as follows: 

(2) Technical Specifications 

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices 
A and B, as revised through Amendment No. 74 , are 
hereby incorporated in the license. The licensee shall 
operate the facility in accordance with the Technical 
Specifications.  

3. This license amendment is effective as of the date of its issuance.  

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

*} I \}\ ., 

teven A. rga, C i f 
Operating Reactors ranch =1 
Division of Licensing 

Attachment: 
nhanges to the Technical 
Specifications

Date of Issuance: October 21, 1983



A'TAC HENT TO LICENSE AlDENDrKENT 

"AMENDMEtNT [-O. 74 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-66 

DOCKET NO. 50-334 

Revise Appendix A as follows:

Remove Pages 

6-1

6-14 

6-16

Insert Pages 

6-1

6-la 

6-14 

6-16



6,0 ] N :S:R!:Tý7'E Cc [T3OLS 

R6 : _ ESON SIBIIT 

6.1.1 The Plant Sunerintendent shall be responsible for overall 
facility operation and shall delegate in witing the succession to 
this responsibility during his absence.  

6.2 ORGANIZATION 

OFFSITE 

6.2.1 The offsite orzanization for facility management and technical 

support shalL be as shown on Figure 6.2-1.  

FACILITY STAFF 

6.2.2 The Facility organization shall be as shown on Figure 6.2-2 and: 

a. Each on duty shift shall be composed of at least the 
minu•-u shift crew composition shown in Table 6.2-1.  

b. At least one licensed Operator shall be in the control 
room when fuel is in the reactor.  

c. At least two licensed Operators shall be in the control 
room during reactor start-up, scheduled reactor shutdown 

and during recovery from reactor trips.  

d. An individual qualified in radiation protection procedures 
shall be onsite when fuel is in the reactor.  

e. ALL CORE ALTERATIONS after the initial fuel loading shall be 
directly supervised by either a licensed Senior Reactor 
Operator or Senior Reactor Operator Limited to Fuel :Handling 

who has no other concurrent responsibilities during this 

operation.  

f. A Fire Brigade of at least 5 members shall be maintained on 

site at all times. The Fire Brigade shall not include 3 
members of the minimum shift crew necessary for safe shutdown 
of the unit or any personnel required for other essential 
functions during a fire emergency.  

g. Administrative procedures shall be developed and implemented 

to limit the working hours of unit staff who perform safety
related functions; senior reactor operators, reactor operators, 
radiation control technicians, auxiliary operators, meter and 

control repair-nan, and all personnel actually performing work 

on safety related equipment.  

6-1 
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As'r~:-~- CONTROLS (Conzinued)

L.ne objective shall be to have operating personnel work a 
normal 8-hour day, 40-hour week while the plant is ooera
ting. However, in the event that unforseen problems recuire 
substantial amounts of overtime tc be used, or during 
extended periods of shutdown for refueling, major maintenance 
or major plant modifications, on a temporary basis, the follow
in- guidalines shos_1 bc foko : 

- A. A individual rhould v_-t be permitted to work more than 
16 hours straight, excluding shift turnover time.  

b. An individual should not be permitted to work more than 
16 hours in any 24-hour period, nor more than 24 hours 
in any 48-hour period, nor more than 72 hours in any 
seven day period, all excluding shift turnover time.  

c. A break of at least eight hours should be allowed between 
work periods, including shift turnover time.  

d. Except during extended shutdow'n periods, the use of over
time should be considered on an individual basis and not 
for the entire sta'ff on a shift.  

Any deviation from the above guidelines shall be authorized 
by the Plant Superintendent or predesignated alternate, or 
higher levels of management. Authorized deviations to the 
working hour guidelines shall be documented and available 
for NRC review.

BEAVER VALLEY - UNIT 1 6-la

Amendment No. 74



ADIN!S TRATIVE CONTROLS 

ANNUAL REPORTS 1 

6.9.1.4 Annual reports covering the activities of the unit as described 

below for the previous calendar year shall be submitted prior to March 1 

of each year. The initial report shall be submitted prior to March 1 of 
the year fc11"eing i•'r1a i 

6.0•-15 Reports required oy. an annual basis shall include: 

a. A tabulation of the number of station, utility, and other 
personnel (including contractors) receiving exposures greater 

than 100 mrem/yr and thei associated man-rem exposure according 
to work and job functions (e.g., reactor operations and 
surveillance, inservice inspection, routine maintenance, special 
maintenance (describe maintenance), waste processing, and refuel
ing). The dose assignments to various duty functions may be 
estimated based on pocket dosimeter, TLD, or film badge measurements.  
Small exposures totalling less than 20 percent of the individual 

total dose need not be accounted for. In the aggregate, at least 
80 percent of the total whole body dose received from external 

sources should be assigned to specific major work functions.  

b. Documentation of all challenges to the pressurizer power 
operated relief valves (PORVs) or pressurizer safety valves.  

1. A single submittal may be made for a multiple unit site. The 
submittal should combine those sections that are common to all units 
at.the site.  

2. This tabulation supplements the requirements of Section 20.407 of 
10 CFR Part 20.  

BEAVER VALLEY - UNIT 1 6-14
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_M!NSTTp:T7VE CONTROLS 

PROMPT NOTIFICATION WITH 'TR!TTEN FOLLOWTP (Continued) 

d. Reactivity anomalies involving disagreement with the predicted 
value of reactivity balance under steady-state conditions 
during power operation greater than or equal to 1% k/k; a 
calculated reactivity balance indicating a shutdown margin 
less conservative than specified in the technical specifications; 
short-term reactivity increases that correspond to a reactor 
pzriod of lesc th=n 5 secoadc or, if subcritical, _n unplanned 
reactivity insertion of more than 0.5% ak/k; or occurrence of 
any -- planneA -- iticality.  

e. Failure or malfunction of one or more components which prevents 
or could prevent, by itself, the fulfillment of the functional 
requirements of systems required to cope with accidents 
analyzed in the SAR.  

f. Personnel error or procedural inadequacy which prevents or 
could prevent, by itself, the fulfillment of the functional 
requirements of systems required to cope with accidents 
analyzed in the SAR.  

g. Conditions arising from natural or man-made events, that, as a 
direct result of the event, require plant shutdown, operation 
of safety systems, or other protective measures required by 
technical specifications.  

h. Errors discovered in the'transient or accident analyses or 
in the methods used for such analyses as described in the 
safety analysis report or in the bases for the technical 
specifications that have or could have permitted reactor 
operation in a manner less conservative than assumed in 
the analyses.  

i. Performance of structures, systems, or components that 
requires remedial action or corrective measures to prevent 
operation in a manner less conservative than that assumed 
in the accident analyses in the safety analysis report or 
technical specifications bases; or discovery during plant 
life of conditions not specifically considered in the safety 
analysis report or technical specifications that require 
remedial action or corrective measures to prevent the 
existence or development of an unsafe condition.  

j. Offsite releases of radioactive materials in liquid and gaseous 
effluents which exceed the limits of Specification 3.11.1.1 or 
3.11.2.1.  

k. Failure of the pressurizer PORV's or pressurizer safety valves., 

BEAVER VALLEY - UNIT 1 6-16 
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UNITED STT7, E 
•.• :...=-.<•NJCLEr REGUATOC,\ COMMISSION 

WASH 1b T~N. .C 

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION 

RELATED TO AMENDMENT NO. 74 

ir_,nfrT ~ ERATT it2 I'N; OP . 60R

DUQUESNE LIGHT COMPANY 
OHIO EDISON COMPANY 

PENNSYLVANIA POWER COMPANY 

BEAVER VALLEY NUCLEAR POWER STATION, UNIT NO. 1 

DOCKET NO. 50-334 

Introduction 

By our Generic Letter No. 82-16 issued on September 20, 1982, we requested all 
pressurized water reactor licensees to submit an application for a license 
amendment for identified NUREG-0737 "Clarification of TMI Action Plan Require
ments," items for which technical specifications (TS) are required. By letter 
dated February 7, 1983, Duquesne Light Company (the licensee) responded to our 
Generic Letter No. 82-16 by submitting a TS change request for the Beaver Val
ley Nuclear Power Plant, Unit No. 1 for NUREG-0737, Item I.A.1.3 - limiting 
overtime, and II.K.3.3 - reporting safety and relief valve failures and chal
lenges. By Generic Letter 82-12 dated June 15, 1982, we transmitted to all IiceŽnsees of operating plants a revised-version of the Commissions' policy 
sata-ment on nuclear power plant staff working hours. In the same letter, we 
also- transmitted revised pages of NUREG-0737 (Item I.A.1.3) that requests the 
administrative sections of the TS be revised to reflect procedural requirements 
which follow the policy statement guidelines. By Generic Letter 82-16, we 
transmitted guidance for incorporation of reporting requirements for safety and 
relief valve failures and challenges. The licensees proposed TS change request 
is in direct response to the NRC staff's letter of September 20, 1982 (Generic 
Lazter 82-16).  

Discussion and Evaluation 

1. I.A.1.3 - Limit Overtime 

On June 15, 1982, we transmitted to licensees of operating plants a re
vised version of the Commission's Policy Statement on nuclear power plant 
staff working hours (Generic Letter 82-12). The licensee has proposed 
adequate technical specifications to establish administrative procedures 
to limit working hours of the staff who perform safety-related functions 
and establish guidelines on the use of overtime. We have reviewed the 
licensee's proposed TS change and find that the limits on staff working hours adequately reflects procedural requirements which meet Commission 
policy and stated guidelines for controlling overtime hours and is there
fore acceptable.  

s31td03032 831021.  
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2

SI K.3.3 - Reporting of Safety and Relief Valve Challenges and Failures 

By our letter of September 20, 1982 (Generic Letter 82-16), we requested 
thAt the licensee formalize reportinq requirements for safety and relief 

valve challenges and failures. The licensee has proposed a 1. change 

which will require submission of an annual report prior to March 1 of 

each year, on safety and relief valve challenges and prompt notification 

,yit.1 written followup of safety and relief valve failLres. We find this 

change acceptable.  

Envi ronmental Consideration 

,.r e have de-termined tnat the. amendment does not authorize a change in 

efluent types or total amounts nor an increase in power level and 

will not result in any significant environmental impact. Having made 

2v,: dz.termination, we have further concluded that the amendment 

4rvolves an action which is insignificant from the standpoint of 

V nroonmiennal impact and, pursuant to 10 CFR §51.5(d)(4), that an 
nLAro.•nmerrt al impact statement or negative declaration and environ

,-xl impact, appraisal need not be prepared in connewction with the 

is.aance of this amendment.  

,cnclusion 

We have concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, that: 

(1) there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the 

public will not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner, and 

(2) such activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's 

regulations and the issuance of this amendment will not be inimical 

t3 the~ cxnr n defense and security or to the health and safety of the 

Date: October 21, 19U3 

Principal Contributor: 
W. Lazarus


