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UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 205565

o
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do NPFE -34

Docket No.: 50-528

Mr. E. E. Van Brunt, Jdr.
Executive Vice President
Arizona Nuclear Power Project
Post Office Box 52034
Phoenix, Arizona 85072-2034

Dear Mr. Van Brunt:

Subject: Issuance of Amendment No. 1 to Facility Operating License NPF-34
for Palo Verde Unit 1

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment No. 1 to Facility Operating
License No. NPF-34 for the Palo Verde Nuclear Generating Station, Unit 1. The
amendment consists of a change to the Technical Specifications in response to
your application transmitted by letter dated April 12, 1985, and confirms the
telephone notification given to Mr. D. Karner of Arizona Public Service Company
on April 16, 1985, that the requested change has been granted.

The amendment revises Technical Specification 3/4.3.2, Table 3.3-5, Item 3.e,
to correct the response times for the containment spray pumps.

A copy of the Safety Evaluation is also enclosed. Notice of Issuance and Final
Determination of No Significant Hazards Consideration and Opportunity for
Hearing will be included in the Commission's Monthly Notice.

Sincerely,
George W. Knighton, Chief
Licensing Branch No. 3
Division of Licensing
Enclosures:
1. Amendment No. 1 to NPF-34
2. Safety Evaluation

cc: See next page
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Executive President
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Phoenix, Arizona 85073
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1700 West Washington
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Assistant Attorney General
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~ UNITED STATES ~
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C, 20555

ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY, ET AL.
DOCKET NO. STN 50-528

PALO VERDE NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, UNIT NO. 1
AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No. 1
License No. NPF-34

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

A.

The application for amendment, dated April 12, 1985, by the Arizona
Public Service Company (APS) on behalf of itself and the Salt River
Project Agricultural Improvement and Power District, E1 Paso Electric
Company, Southern California Edison Company, Public Service Company
of New Mexico, Los Angeles Department of Water and Power, and
Southern California Public Power Authority (licensees), complies

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

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

There is reasonable assurance (i) that the activities authorized
by this amendment can be conducted without endangering the health
and safety of the public, and (ii) that such activities will be
conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations;

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

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.

Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this 1icense amendment,
and paragraph 2.C(2) of Facility Operating License No. NPF-34 is hereby
amended to read as follows:



(2) Technical Specifications and Environmental Protection Plan

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendix A, as

revised through Amendment No. 1, and the Environmental Protection
Plan contained in Appendix B, are hereby incorporated in this
license. APS shall operate the facility in accordance with the
Technical Specifications and the Environmental Protection Plan.

3. This license amendment is effective as of April 16, 1985,

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

A, Viweneo -

George W. Knighton, Chie
Licensina Branch No., 3
Division of Licensing

Attachment:
Changes to the Technical
Specifications

Date of Issuance: MAY 1¢ 1983
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ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT

AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-34

DOCKET NO. STN 50-528

Revise Appendix A as follows:

Remove 01d Page Insert New Page

3/4 3-29 3/4 3-29



e

TABLE 3.3-5 (Continued)
ENGINEERED SAFETY FEATURES RESPONSE TIMES

INITIATING SIGNAL AND FUNCTION RESPONSE TIME IN SECONDS
2. Pressurizer Pressure - Low,
a. Safety Injection (HPSI) < 30%/30%*
b. Safety Injection (LPSI) < 30*/30**
c. Containment Isolation
1. CIAS actuated mini-purge valves < 10.6*/10.6**
2. Other CIAS actuated valves < 31%/31**
3. Containment Pressure - High
a. Safety Injection (HPSI). < 30%/30**
b. Safety Injection (LPSI) < 30%/30**
c. Containment Isolation
1. CIAS actuated mini-purge valves < 10.6*/10.6**
2. Other CIAS actuated valves < 31%/31**
d. Main Steém Isolation
1. MSIS actuated MSIV's 5.6%/5.6**

IAIA

2. MSIS actuated MFIV's# 10.6*/10.6**
e. Containment Spray Pump <33 %/p3**

4. Containment Pressure - High-High

a. Containment Spray < 33%/23*%*
5. Steam Generator Pressure - Low
a. Main Steam Isolation
1. MSIS actuated MSIV's 5.6%/5.6**

2. MSIS actuated MFIV's# 10.6*/10. 6**

1ALA

6. Refueling Water Tank - Low

a. Containment Sump Recirculation < 45%/45%*
7.  Steam Generator Level - Low

a. Auxiliary Feedwater (Motor Drive) < 46*/23**

b.  Auxiliary Feedwater (turbine drive) < 30%/30**

PALO VERDE - UNIT 1 3/4 3-29 AMENDMENT NO. 1



~ UNITED STATES ~
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION

RELATED TO AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-34

ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY, ET AL.

PALO VERDE NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, UNIT NO. 1

DOCKET NO. STN 50-528

Introduction

By Tetter dated April 12, 1985, the Arizona Public Service Company (APS) on
behalf of itself, the Salt River Project Agricultural Improvement and Power
District, Southern California Edison Company, E1 Paso Electric Company, Public
Service Company of New Mexico, Los Angeles Department of Water and Power, and
Southern California Public Power Authority (licensees), requested an emer-
gency change to the Technical Specifications (Appendix A to Facility Operating
Licensee NPF-34) for the Palo Verde Nuclear Generating Station, Unit 1. The
proposed change would revise Technical Specification 3/4.3.2, Table 3.3-5,
Item 3.e, to correct an error which was identified by APS on April 9, 1985,

Discussion

Palo Verde Unit 1 is currently completing scheduled surveillance and maintenance
activities in preparation for initial entry into Mode 4 (k eff< 0.99, 350°F >

T cold > 210°F§. During surveillance testing of the containment spray system,
APS determined that the measured response time for the containment spray pumps
to reach rated speed was greater than the 17 seconds allowed by Table 3.3-5

of the Technical Specifications. As a result, Palo Verde Unit 1 cannot

enter Mode 4 until the measured response time for the containment spray

pumps is in conformance with the Technical Specifications.

An investigation by APS revealed that the response time value presented in the
Technical Specifications is significantly less than the 23 seconds used in the
accident analyses presented in FSAR Section 6.2.1. APS proposes to change the
Technical Specifications to include containment spray pump response times which
are consistent with the FSAR. APS states that the need for a correction was
not obvious prior to submitting the request since the response times in
question required a calculation of timing sequences to determine the total
response time.



APS states that the current schedule for entering Mode 4 during the present
power ascension program is April 16, 1985. Therefore, it has requested an

. emergency change since failure to allow the change prior to April 16, 1985
would delay the present power ascension program. APS also states that the
proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration nor an
unreviewed environmental question since the change is being made solely for
the purpose of correcting an error in the Technical Specifications.

Evaluation

This proposed change falls into the category of an emergency change since
failure of the NRC to take action would result in Palo Verde Unit 1 not being
able to enter Mode 4 on April 16, 1985 which, in turn, would prevent the
continuation of the present power ascension program until the request is
granted.

As stated in the licensees' request, the need for the proposed action was not
determined until April 9, 1985. The staff has reviewed the facts concerning
the request and concludes that APS has made a timely submittal, that the power
ascension program cannot proceed without NRC action, and that action by the
1icensees could not preclude this situation.

The action requested by the licensees is to change the containment spray pump
up-to-rated-speed response times listed as Item 3.e on Table 3.3-5 in the
Technical Specifications. The licensees state that the response times should
be changed from 27/17 seconds to 33/23 seconds to correct an error (the first
number of each set includes a 10 second delay to account for time to start the
diesel generator if off-site power is lost). The initial values do not
include time for the pumps to reach rated speed after start. The propnsed
revised values include this additional time and are consistent with the
accident analyses presented in Section 6.2.1 of the Palo Verde FSAR,

The staff has reviewed the information submitted by the licensees and concludes
that it is acceptable to change the response times since they are consistent
with the FSAR accident analyses. Staff approval of the change was granted to
APS by telephone on April 16, 1985,

-Environmental Consideration

The staff has determined that the amendment does not authorize a change in
effluent types or total amounts nor an increase in power level and will not
result in any significant environmental impact. Having made this determination,
the staff has further concluded that the amendment involves an action which is
insignificant from the standpoint of environmental impact and, pursuant to

10 CFR Part 51.5(d)(4), that an environmental impact statement, or a negative
declaration and environmental impact appraisal, need not be prepared in
connection with the issuance of this amendment.



Final No Significant Hazards Consideration Determination

The State was informed by telephone on April 15, 1985 of the staff's proposed

no significant hazards consideration determination. The State contact had no
comments on the proposed determination. The Commission has provided guidance
concerning the application of the standards by providing certain examples.

The proposed change matches the example cited in 48 FR 14864; i.e., the proposed
change involves a purely administrative change to the Technical Specifications
in ‘that it provides for correction of an error in the Technical Specifications.
Based on the review of the licensees' submittal as described herein, the staff
has made a final determination that the licensees' amendment request does not
involve a significant hazards consideration since operation of Palo Verde

Unit 1 with the requested change would not (1) involve a significant increase

in the probability or consequences of an accident .previously analyzed, (2) create
the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident
previously analyzed, or (3) involve a significant reduction in a margin of
safety.

Conclusion

The staff has 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, (2) such activities
will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations, and (3) the
issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common defense and
security or to the health and safety of the public.

Dated: MAY 10 1385



