UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION
PELATED TO AMENDWENT K0, 121 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPP-66

DUQUESNF LIGHT COMPANY

OHIO EDISCN_ COMPANY

PENNSYLVANIA POKER COMPANY

BEAVER VALLEY POWER STATION, UKIT NO, 1

-

DOCKET NO. 50-334

INTRODUCTION

By letter dated Movember 20, 1987, Muquesne Liaht Company (the 'icensee,
acting on pehalf of all thre> of the atcve-listed utilities), submitted a
report to amend the radioactive effluent technical specifications. The
purpose was to bring the subject specifications into conformance with the
staff's technical position expressed in draft Stancdard Technical Speci€i-
cations for Vestinghouse Pressurized Water Reactore (NUREG-N425, Rev, 5), and
in a letter to Cuquesne Light Company dated Ma, 7, 1987.

DISCUSSION AND EVALUATION

The changes re€lect draft Pevision 5 of NUREG-CATS by addressina effluent
requirements apnlicable to each reactor unit instead of the entire site, The
changes provide clarification, consistency and improved accuracy and do not
affect any licensing hasis., CLCetails are as follows:

1. Section 3,11.1.2 has been revised by "from the site" to "from the reactor
unit", replacing "Figure 5,1-?" with "5.1-1" and revising the * note bv
adding "within 3 miles of the plant discharge /3 miles downstream crlv®,
The rewording of the effluent technical specifications conforms it to
10 CFR 50 Appendix ', and cur technical position as expressed ir draft
Pevision 5 nf NUREG-0425, and is thus acceptable. The rewording
reflects the fact that there are now twe, instead of one, cperating units
at the site. Fioure 5,1-1 and 5.1-2 hzve heen combined into one (See
Item 14 below). The change is editorial and acceptable, The revised
footnote reflects our position in NUREG-04?5, Rev, 5, regarding a Special
Report on drinking water supplies. The change is acceptable,

2. Page 3/4 11-R, Section 3.11,1.2 has been revised by rewording "from the
site" to "from the reactor unit" replacing "Figure 5,1-2" with "5§.,1-1",
relocating surveillance requirement 4,11,1,3,1 from page 3/4 11-9 and
2dding a note "(next page is 3/4 11-10)", For the same reasons as in
Ttem 1 above, these charces are also acceptable.
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Page 3/4 11-9 has been deleted since all material has beer relocated,
intact, to Page 3/4 11-8, This change is editorfal and 1s acceptable,

Sectfon 4,11.1.4 has been renumbered to 4.11,1.4,1 on Page 3/4 11-10,
This change is editorial and is accentable,

Section 3.11.2.1 has beer revised by adding an * note applicable to the
dose rate "During containment purges the cdose rate may be averaged cver
960 minutes"., The note is added for clarification purpose to specifv the
time applicable when cetermining the dose rate for comparison to the
limits. There is no change to safety limits, The same note already
exists in the Unit 2 Technical Specifications, and conforms with
NUREG-0425, and is thus accrptable,

Table 4,11-2 has been revised by removina the words "Release frem Padin-
fodine and Particulates (Airborne) may be 11m1tpg?to the Inhalation
Pathway only", <

These words are not applicable to the samp . :ng and analvsis program for
radfoactive gaseous waste. Their removal is an editorial correction of an
error, and is acceptabie,

Pace 3/4 11-14, note ¢ has been revised bv adding "/from the appropriate
ventilation release pathway)". The existing note implies that tritium
grab samples are to be taken from all ventilation systems, hcwever, thie
note is only applicable to that ventilation pathwav 1ined up to the
refueling cavity ventilation exhaust.

The change clarifies the required acticn, is identical to the same para-
graph in the Unit 2 Technical Specifications and 1s acceptable,

Section 2,11.2.7 has been revised by adding "from the reactor unit",
Surveillance requirement 4,.11,2.7 has been renumbered to 4,11,2.7.1,

The first change is acceptable “or the same reason stated in [tem 1
above, The second change is purelv editorial and is thus acceptable.

Section 3,11,2.3 has been revised,rewording "from the site" to "from the
reactor unit", Section 4,11.7.23 ﬁas been renumbered to 4,1',2,3.1.

The first change is acceptable fcr the same reasons as stated in Item 1,
The second rchange is purelv editorial and is thus acceptable.

Section 2,11,2.4 has been revised by rewerding "from the site" to "from
the reactor unit", Section 4,11,7,.4 has been renumbered to 4,11,7.4,1,

The first change 1s acceptable for the same reasors as stated in Item !,
The secend chanae is purely editorial and is thus acceptable.



Formerly, specification 3,11,7,6,a stated that if the oxvgen concentraticr
in the waste gas holdup systenm is greater than 2%, immediatelv suspenrd

all additions of waste gases anc reduce the concentration to less than 4%
by volume. The new specification states that the oxygen concentration
should be reduced back to 2% or less, This corrects the inconsistencv

and is thus acceptable,

Section 2.11,2.6.b is correrted by restating the hydrogen concentratior
to he 4% by volume, instead of 7% as formerlv stated. (The entire
Section 2.11.2.6 only app'ies when the hydrogen concentration exceeds #*

by volume, tated at the beginning of the section), The correction is

g
thus acceptable,

A 1

Section 3.11.2.f.b is also modified to specify that if hydrogen concentra-
tion is qreater than 4% by volume, it should be immediately reduced to 47,
and the provision of Section 3.11.7.6.a should then be followed, The old
specification required reduction of the hydrongen to 2% within 12 hours,

an action independent of and detached from Section 3,11,7.6.a, The chanage
ties Sectiors 2.11.72.f.a and b together as logical! steps, and eliminates
an inconsistency. The charge is acceptable,

Section 4,11.4 hac been renumbered to be 4.11.4,1,1, This is a purely
editorial change and is acceptabie,

Rases Section 3/4.11.7.1 has been revised to reflect Draft Revisinn 5 of
the Standard Technical Specifications, The last sentence in the first
paraqraph has beer revised by replacing "an infant via the cow-milk-infant
pathway to < 1,500 mrem/year for the nearest cow ‘o the plant" with "a
child via the inhalatinr pathway to s 1,500 mrem/year",

This is rect’¢ of an error, and would conform the wording to that in
the Stanca: & Tec'nical Specifications, The change 1s acceptable.

Page 5-1b, Figure 5.1-1 has been revised by combining with Ficure 5,1-?
and chanaina the title to address both gaseous and liquid effluents, An
* note provides clarification of the site bouncarv for liquid effluent=
since this 1s identical to the site boundary for gaseous effluents except
for that area over the Chio river,

~

There is no more need for Figure §.1-?2, which has, therefore, heen
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deleted. The chance is purely editorial and is acceptehle,

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION
This amendment involves changes in the installation or use of facility
component located within the restricted area as defined in 10 CFR Part 20,
The staff has determined that the amendment involves ro sianificant fncrease
in the amounts, and no significant change in the ty of any effluents that
may be releasec offsite, and that there is no sigrifice increase fir
individual or cumulative occupational radiation exposure, The Commission has
» S

previouslv {csued a proposed finding that this amendment fnvoives no signifi-

cunt hazards consideration and there has been no public comment on such findina,




‘s

Accordingly, this amendment meets the eligibility criteria for categorical
exclusior set forth in 10 CFR 51.72(¢)(8), Pursuant to 10 CFP 51,22(b) no
environnental impact statermert or environnental! assessment need be prepared in
connection with the issuance of this amendment,

CONCLUSTON

We have concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, that: (1)
there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public
will nut be endangered by operation in the proposed manrer, and (?) such
activities will be conducted in compliarce with the Commission's
regulations and the issuance of this amendrent will not be inimical to the
commen defense and securitv or to the health and safety of the public,

Dated: March 14, 1988

Principal Contributor:

Peter Tam



