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MEMORANDUM;FOR: Richard A. Starostecki, Director
Division of Project & Resident Programs
NRC Region I

'FROM: Karl V.'"Shyfrit, Chief
..

Reactor Operations Analysis Branch
Office for Analysis and Evaluation

of Operational Data
'

SUBJECT: SALP INPUT FOR DUQUESNE LIGHT COMPANY FOR THE PERIOD
-

DECEMBER 1, 1982 THROUGH MARCH 31, 1984 '.
.

.

AE0D reviewed 51 LERs from the Beaver Valley Power Station, Unit 1 in support
of the ongoing SALP review. Our review concentrated on completeness, acpuracy,-

and consistency of the submitted information. We found no significant report
deficiencies.

'

A summary of the criteria used and the findings subject to those criter.ia is
attached for your information. If you have.any questions regarding this review,

.please co'ntact either myself or Wayne Lanning of my staff. Mr. Lanning can be
L reached at (301) 492-4433.

,
* Karl V. Seyf 't, Chief
. Reactor Operations Analysis-Branch

Office for Analysis and Evaluation
of Operational Data

'

f.ttachment:
. As' stated

, cc: .P. Tam, PM, NRR-
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ATTACHMENT
.

Beaver Ya', ley Unit 1

AE0D found 51 LERs including four revisions in the NRC Document Control
System for the December 1,1982 to March 31, 1984 assessment period. The
largest percentage of events (45%) was attributed to component failures.
The "other" category accounted for 22% of the events. Fifteen percent of

*

the reports were due to personnel errors and ten percent were due to
design, manufacturing, or construction errors. Six percent of the events
were due to deficient procedures. Two percent of the events were attribut-
able to external causes. Based on the review of the available reports, our
firidings are as follows:

''1. LER Completeness .

a. Was the information given sufficient to provide a good understanding
of the event? -

In general, sufficient information was given to clearly and
adequately describe the event. The licensee interpreted and
complied with the intent of the procedures of NUREG-0161 for
reporting events prior to 1984. The LERs submitted for 1984 -

events were consistent with the guidance provided in NUREG-1022'.

.b. Were the LERs c'oded correctly?

All of the entries reviewed appeared to be essentially correct
and the codes agreed with the information in the narrative
descriptions.

c. Was supplementary information provided when needed?

In general, supplemental information was provided when needed.
For a large number of LERs, the LER form was coded to indicate
that an attachment of additional information was provided.
However, the attachment indicated only that additional information
was not required to satisfy the reporting requirements.

.

d. When follow-up reports are promised, are they delivered?

No LERs were found that promised follow-up" reports.

e. Were similar occurrences adequately referenced?
.

Similar occurrences and repetitive events were usually referenced.
The reasons were not identified, nor obvious, for two of the

-- updated LERs (83/28-1 and 83/30-1).
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2._- Multiple Event Reporting in a Single LER,

In general, no multiple events were reported in a single LER that
; - should have been reported in separate LERs.
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APR 10 73g4 -

MEMORANDUM FOR: Richard A. Starostecki, Director
Division of Project & Resident Programs
NRC Region I

FROM: Karl V.bSeyfrit, Chief
Reactor Operations Analysis Branch
Office for Analysis and Evaluation

of Operational Data
.

SUBJECT: SALP IHPUT FOR DUQUESNE LIGHT COMPANY FOR THE PERIOD
DECEMBER 1, 1982 THROUGH MARCH 31, 1984

AE0D reviewed 51 LERs from the Beaver Valley Power. Station, Unit 1 in supp' ort
of the ongoing SALP review. Our review concentrated on completeness, accuracy,
and consistency of the submitted information. We found no significant report
deficiencies.

A sumary of the criteria used and the findings subject to those criteria is
attached for your information. If you have any questions regarding this' review,
please contact either r.1yself or Wayne Lanning of my staff. Mr. Lanning can be
reached at (301) 492-4433. -

'' original Signed tf91
h. V. sEYFRIT"

Karl V. Seyfrit, Chiff
Reactor Operations Analysis Branch
Office for Analysis and Evaluation

CC: P. Tam, NRR of Operational Data

. Attachment:
As stated
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