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Nuclear Construction Diision (412) 923-1960
Robinson Plaza, Building 2, Suite 210 Telecopy (412) 787-2629
Pittsburgh. PA 15205 March 20, 1985

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

ATTENTION: Mr. Hugh L. Thompson, Jr., Director
Division of Licensing
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

SUBJECT: Beaver Valley Power Station - Unit No. 2
Docket No, 50-412
Duquesne Light Companv Backfits

REFERENCES: (1) NRC letter (G, W. Knighton to E. J. Woolever) dated 2/5/85
(2) NRC letter (G. W. Knighton to E. J. Woolever) dated 1/10/85
(3) DLC letter 2NRC-5-003 dated 1/8/85
(4) NRC letter (G. W. Knighton to E. J. Woolever) dated 2/13/85
(5) DLC letter 2NRC-5-038 dated 3/5/85
(6) DLC letter 2NRC-5-015 dated 2/1/85
(7) DLC letter 2NRC-5-025 dated 2/14/85
(8) DLC letter 2NRC-5-019 dated 2/11/85

Gent lemen:

In a recent letter (Reference 1), the NRC transmitted to Duquesne
Light Company (DLC) a brief discussion of six backfit requirements which the
NRC staff intends to impose on Beaver Valley Power Station - Unit 2 (BVPS-2).

Attachments to this letter provide the following:

(1) DLC positicns with respect to the staff positions transmitted in
Reference 1 (Attachments 1 through 6)

(2) Proposed schedule for appeal meetings on unresolved backfit
issues (Attachment 7)

(3) List of those issues on which the NRC and DLC have reached agree-
ment (Attachment 8)

DLC has not provided responses to the staff's positions on two of the
issues scheduled for appeal meetings in Attachment 7. The position statement /
appeal request for "4th Steam Generator Level Channel” issue will be trans-
mitted to the NRC in approximately one week., The position on "Air Dryers for
Emergency Diesel Generators™ will be delayed until DLC receipt of additional
informat ion from contractors/suppliers. This information should be available
to DLC within 3-4 weeks.

DLC, as evidenced in Attachments | through 6, perceives the need for
further clarification of several requirements and their justification in
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order to facilitate meaningful appeal meetings. NRR has developed a very
workable procedure to implement the requirements of NRC Manual Chapter 0514,
We believe NRR's procedure intends that the appeal meetings provide a forum
for evaluating the postulated increase in plant safety to determine whether
the new requirement should be imposed. Without an outline of the rationale
by which the staff concluded that the proposed requirement is necessary to
achieve an acceptable level of safety, DLC is unable to formulate and submit
the well-defined position which is requisite to productive discussion of
these issues.

In spite of these concerns, DLC shares the staff's desire to resolve
the backfit issues promptly. DLC, therefore, agrees that the meetings should
be scheduled. In order to facilitate the preparation required for the appeal
meet ings, DLC requests that the major points of the staff's basis (improve-
ment to safety) be included in the agendas for the meetings, and that the
agendas be provided to DLC at least one week prior to each meeting.

My staff is available, as required, to expedite the resolution of
these issues.
DUQUESNE LIGHT COMPANY
/]

. .

g e rey V
Vice President

RW/wis
Attachments

cc: Mr. S. Chesnut, Technical Assistant (w/a)
Mr. M. Clausen, Technical Assistant (w/a)
Mr. H. Denton, Director NRR (w/a)

V. Nerses, Project Manager (w/a)

T. Novak, Assistant Director (w/a)

Mr. B, K. Singh, Project Manager (w/a)

V. Stello, DEDROGR (w/a)
J. Tourtellotte, Chairman RRTF (w/a)
G, Walton, NRC Resident Inspector (w/a)
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Week of

3/25-3/29
4/1-4/5
4/15-4/19
4/15-4/19
4/29-5/3
5/13-5/17

5/27-5/31

ATTACHMENT 7

Proposed Backfit Appeal Schedule

Issue

Probable Maximum Precipitation

4th Steam Senerator Level Channel

Application of GDC 2 and GDC 4 to Communication Systems
Application of GDC 4 to Lighting Systems

Illumination Levels in Excess of SRP Criteria
Application of R.G. 1.26 to Areas Excluded by R.G. 1.26

Air Dryers for Emergency Diesel Generators



ATTACHMENT 8

Resolved Backfit Issues

The following backfits have not been included in the proposed appeal meeting
schedule:

Motor Operated Accumulator Isolation Valves (withdrawn by Reference 2)

Rocker Arm Lube 0il Reservoir Alarm (withdrawn by Reference 2)

Spent Fuel Pool Heat Loads (Reference 2 indicated that this issue would
be withdrawn upon docketing of information docketed by Reference 3)

Diesel Lube 0il Fill Procedure (withdrawn by Reference 2)

lE Power for Lighting and Communications (satisfactcry resolution indi-
cated by Reference 4)

Application of GDC 5 to Communication Systems (Reference |l indicated that
this issue would be withdrawn upon docketing of information docketed by
Reference 5)

Atmospheric Dispersion Calculations (Reference 1 indicated that docketing
of information provided in References 6 and 7 should provide basis for
withdrawal of this issue)

Roof Snow Loading (NRC indicated at meeting with DLC on January 15, 1985,
that information later docketed in Reference 8 appeared to resolve this
issue)




