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In your mendment approval letter
1983, you reiterated the request transmitted
Letter 82-16 dated September
Power Company propose an
Plant Technical Specificatior
o"ortjﬂu worked by plwnt staf

functions in accordance with
hours. As you know, we notod in our
82-16 datcd December 15, 1982 that tl
addressed by administrative procedures

1ited December 2, 1981 had acknowledc
adequately address the overti j
subsequently revised to compl
as promulgated in NRC Generic Le
We are, in summary, in ajraomwnt
and giidance concerning staff over

Notwithstanding cur conformance with thi
believe that [hlS top c 14 an auwrmpriato item
in the plant Technical Spec<i The Commi

a proposed rule concerning - cal SU((lFL ation

power reactors in 47 Federa 2q1 ey 13369. This S2¢

was prompted by the iﬁZEFESu:'n ume and detail of technical
specificaticns and is an attemp - educe the ultant paperwdrk
hurden for both licensees ard tl] NRC s due t the large number
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Mr. H. R. Denton

of proposed change requests that must De processed. ¢
he proposed rule, the NRC would modify the categories of

required specifications to those items which focus directly
on the aspecis of reactor cperation that are important to the
=

public health and satety and would define a new category o
requirements that would be of lesser immediate importance t
safety than t:chnical specifications. This would permit greater
flexibility to both the NRC and licensees 1in ¢ sing changes
to this latter category of requirements. We » the policy
on limiting staff overtime would properly k -his latter
category of issues with lesser immediate 1 e to safety
and is not appropriate for irclusion in plan .anical specifi-
cations. Althe h the NRC has not, as yet, acted on this proposed
rule, we believ: t is appropriate to consider this reguest for
an overtime technical specification in light of %ilis proposed
rule.

Licensees are already required by their technical
specifications to operate their nuclezr plants in accordance
with approved procedures. Should a licensee schedule overtime
hours contrary to approved proceduires, the NRC, including the
Resident Inspectors, already have adequate a:-hority and precedent
to enforce this overtime policy.

In light of the pending Commission position on technical
specifications and our conformance with the overtime policy statement
in our plant procedures, we propose to delay amending our operating
licenses and revising our technical specifications ir anticipation
of the adoption of the Commissicn's proposed rule on technical
specification content.

Very truly yours,

Vice President-Nuclear Power

NRC Resident Inspector




