
Docket No. 50-361 
and 50-362

July 17, 1990

Mr. Harold B. Ray 
Senior Vice President 
Southern California Edison Co.  
Irvine Operations Center 
23 Parker Street 
Irvine, California 92718

Mr. Gary D. Cotton 
Senior Vice President 
Engineering and Operations 
San Diego Gas & Electric Co.  
101 Ash Street 
San Diego, California 92112

Gentlemen: 

SUBJECT: ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT NO. 9 0 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO.  
NPF-1O, AND AMENDMENT NO. 8 0TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO.  
NPF-15, SAN ONOFRE NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, UNIT NOS. 2 AND 3 
(TAC NOS. 76788 AND 76789) 

The Commission has issued the enclosed amendments which are enclosed, to 
Facility Operating Licenses NPF-1O and NPF-15 for San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station, Unit Nos. 2 and 3, respectively. The amendments consist of changes to 
the Technical Specifications in response to your application dated May 14, 1990, 
known as PCN 318.  

The amendments revise Technical Specification 4.0.2 and its associated Bases 
in accordance with Generic Letter 89-14. This removes the 3.25 limit in 
Technical Specification 4.0.2.

A copy of our related Safety Evaluation is also enclosed.  
Issuance will be included in the Commission's next regular 
Register notice.

Finally, an 
3 Technical 
corrected.

The Notice of 
biweekly Federal

editorial error was discovered on page 2-3 of the San Onofre Unit 
Specifications. Specifically, item 11.b on Table 2.2-1 has been 
This page, including the overleaf, is enclosed.  

Sincerely, 
ORIGINAL SIGNED BY 
Lawrence E. Kokajko, Project Manager 
Project Directorate V 
Division of Reactor Projects - III, 

IV, V and Special Projects 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosures: 
1. Amendment No. 90 to 

License No. NPF-1O 
2. Amendment No. 80 to 

License No. NPF-15 
3. Safety Evaluation

cc w/enclosures: 
See next page
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Messrs. Ray and Cotton 
Southern California Edison Company 

cc: 
Charles R. Kocher, Esq.  
James A. Beoletto, Esq.  
Southern California Edison Company 
Irvine Operations Center 
23 Parker 
Irvine, California 92718 

Orrick, Herrington & Sutcliffe 
ATTN: David R. Pigott, Esq.  
600 Montgomery Street 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Alan R. Watts, Esq.  
Rourke & Woodruff 
701 S. Parker St. No. 7000 
Orange, California 92668-4702 

Mr. Sherwin Harris 
Resource Project Manager 
Public Utilities Department 
City of Riverside 
3900 Main Street 
Riverside, California 92522 

Mr. Charles B. Brinkman 
Combustion Engineering, Inc.  
12300 Twinbrook Parkway, Suite 330 
Rockville, Maryland 20852 

Mr. Phil Johnson 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Region V 
1450 Maria Lane, Suite 210 
Walnut Creek, California 94596 

Mr. Don Womeldorf 
Chief, Environmental Management Branch 
California Department of Health 
714 P Street, Room 616 
Sacramento, California 95814

San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station, Units 2 and 3 

Mr. Richard J. Kosiba, Project Manager 
Bechtel Power Corporation 
12440 E. Imperial Highway 
Norwalk, California 90060 

Mr. Robert G. Lacy 
Manager, Nuclear Department 
San Diego Gas & Electric Company 
P. 0. Box 1831 
San Diego, California 92112 

Mr. John Hickman 
Senior Health Physicist 
Environmental Radioactive Mgmt. Unit 
Environmental Management Branch 
State Department of Health Services 
714 P Street, Room 616 
Sacramento, California 95814 

Resident Inspector, San Onofre NPS 
c/o U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Post Office Box 4329 
San Clemente, California 92672 

Mayor 
City of San Clemente 
San Clemente, California 92672 

Regional Administrator, Region V 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
1450 Maria Lane, Suite 210 
Walnut Creek, California 94596 

Chairman, Board of Supervisors 
San Diego County 
1600 Pacific Highway, Room 335 
San Diego, California 92101
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Q= UNITED STATES 
00 'NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 
e •WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY 

SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 

THE CITY OF RIVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA 

THE CITY OF ANAHEIM, CALIFORNIA 

DOCKET NO. 50-361 

SAN ONOFRE NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, UNIT NO. 2 

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE 

Amendment No. 90 
License No. NPF-1O 

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

A. The application for amendment to the license for San Onofre 
Nuclear Generating Station, Unit 2 (the facility) filed 
by Southern California Edison Company (SCE) on behalf of 
itself and San Diego Gas and Electric Company, the City of 
Riverside, California and the City of Anaheim, California 
(licensees) dated May 14, 1990 complies with the standards 
and requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended 
(the Act), and the Commission's regulations set forth in 
10 CFR Chapter I; 

B. The facility will operate in conformity with the applica
tion, the provisions of the Act, and the regulations of the 
Commission; 

C. There is reasonable assurance (i) that the activities author
ized 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; 

D. 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 

E. 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.  

y007240386 900c717 
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2. Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical Speci
fications as indicated in the attachment to this license amendment, and 
paragraph 2.C(2) of Facility Operating License No. NPF-1O is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

(2) Technical Specifications 

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendix A, and 
the Environmental Protection Plan contained in Appendix B, 
as revised through Amendment No. 90 , are hereby incorporated 
in the license. SCE shall operate the facility in accordance 
with the Technical Specifications and the Environmental 
Protection Plan.  

3. This license amendment is effective as of the date of its issuance and 
must be fully implemented no later than 30 days from the date of issuance.  

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

John T. Larkins, Acting Director 
Project Directorate V 
Division of Reactor Projects - III, 

IV, V and Special Projects 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

Attachment: 
Changes to the Technical 

Specifications

Date of Issuance: July 17, 1990



ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO.90 

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-1O

DOCKET NO. 50-361 

Revise Appendix A Technical Specifications by removing the pages identified 
below and inserting the enclosed pages. The revised pages are identified by 
amendment number and contain marginal lines indicating the area of change.  
Also enclosed are the following overleaf pages to the amended pages.

AMENDMENT PAGE 

3/4 0-2 

B 3/4 0-4

OVERLEAF PAGE 

3/4 0-1 

B 3/4 0-3



3/4 LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION AND SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS 

3/4.0 APPLICABILITY 

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION 

3.0.1 Compliance with the Limiting Conditions for Operation contained in the 
succeeding specifications is required during the OPERATIONAL NODES or other 
conditions specified therein; except that upon failure to meet the Limiting 
Conditions for Operation, the associated ACTION requirements shall be met.  

3.0.2 Noncompliance with a specification shall exist when the requirements of 
the Limiting Condition for Operation and/or associated ACTION requirements are 
not met within the specified time intervals. If the Limiting Condition for 
Operation is restored prior to expiration of the specified time intervals, 
completion of the ACTION requirements is not required.  

3.0.3 When a Limiting Condition for Operation is not met, except as provided 
in the associated ACTION requirements, within one hour, action shall be 
initiated to place the unit in a MODE in which the specification does not 
apply by placing it, as applicable, in: 

1. At least HOT STANDBY within the next 6 hours, 
2. At least HOT SHUTDOWN within the following 6 hours, and 
3. At least COLD SHUTDOWN within the subsequent 24 hours.  

Where corrective measures are completed that permit operation under the ACTION 
requirements, the ACTION may be taken in accordance with the specified time 
limits as measured from the time of failure to meet the Limiting Condition for 
Operation. Exceptions to these requirements are stated in the individual 
specifications.  

This specification is not applicable in MODE 5 or 6.  

3.0.4 Entry into an OPERATIONAL MODE or other specified condition shall not 
be made unless the conditions of the Limiting Condition for Operation are met 
without reliance on provisions contained in the ACTION requirements. This 
provision shall not prevent passage through or to OPERATIONAL MODES as required 
to comply with ACTION requirements. Exceptions to these requirements are 
stated in the individual Specifications.

SAN ONOFRE-UNIT 2 3/4 0-1



APPLICABILITY 

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS 

4.0.1 Surveillance Requirements shall be applicable during the OPERATIONAL MODES or other conditions specified for individual Limiting Conditions for Operation unless otherwise stated in an individual Surveillance Requirement.  
4.0.2 Each Surveillance Requirement shall be performed within the specified 
surveillance interval with a maximum allowable extension not to exceed 25% 
of the specified surveillance interval.  
4.0.3 Failure to perform a Surveillance Requirement within the allowed surveillance interval, defined by Specification 4.0.2, shall constitute noncompliance with the OPERABILITY requirements for a Limiting Condition for Operation. The time limits of the ACTION requirements are applicable at the time it is identified that a Surveillance Requirement has not been performed.  The ACTION requirements may be delayed for up to 24 hours to permit the completion of the surveillance when the allowable outage time limits of the ACTION requirements are less than 24 hours. Surveillance Requirements do not have to be performed on inoperable equipment.  

4.0.4 Entry into an OPERATIONAL MODE or other specified condition shall not be made unless the Surveillance Requirement(s) associated with the Limiting Condition for Operation have been performed within the stated surveillance interval or as otherwise specified. This provision shall not prevent passage through or to OPERATIONAL MODES as required to comply with ACTION requirements.  
4.0.5 Surveillance Requirements for inservice inspection and testing of ASME Code Class 1, 2 and 3 components shall be applicable as follows: 

a. Inservice inspection of ASME Code Class 1, 2 and 3 components and inservice testing ASME Code Class 1, 2 and 3 pumps and valves shall be performed in accordance with Section XI of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda as required by 10 CFR 50, Section 50.55a(g), except where specific written relief has been granted by the Commission pursuant to 10 CFR 50, Section 50.55a(g) 
(6)(i).  

b. Surveillance intervals specified in Section XI of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda for the inservice inspection and testing activities required by the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda shall be applicable as follows in these Technical Specifications:

SAN ONOFRE - UNIT 2 AMENDMENT NO. 903/4 0-2



3/4.0 APPLICABILITY

BASES (Continued) 

required, the time limit for reaching the next lower MODE of operation 
applies. However, if a lower MODE of operation is reached in less time than 
allowed, the total allowable time to reach COLD SHUTDOWN, or other applicable 
MODE, is not reduced. For example, if HOT STANDBY is reached in 2 hours, the 
time allowed to reach HOT SHUTDOWN is the next 11 hours because the total time 
to reach HOT SHUTDOWN is not reduced from the allowable limit of 13 hours.  
Therefore, if remedial measures are completed that would permit a return to 
POWER operation, a penalty is not incurred by having to reach a lower MODE of 
operation in less than the total time allowed.  

The same principle applies with regard to the allowable outage time limits of 
the ACTION requirements, if compliance with the ACTION requirements for one 
specification results in entry into a MODE or condition of operatior for 
another specification in which the requirements of the Limiting Condition for 
Operation are not met. If the new specification becomes applicable in less 
time than specified, the difference may be added to the allowable outage time 
limits of the second specification. However, the allowable outage time limits 
of ACTION requirements for a higher MODE of operation may not be used to extend 
the allowable outage time that is applicable when a Limiting Condition for 
Operation is not met in a lower MODE of operation.  

The shutdown requirements of Specification 3.0.3 do not apply in MODES 5 
and 6, because the ACTION requirements of individual specifications define the 
remedial measures to be taken.  

Specification 3.0.4 establishes limitations on MODE changes when a Limiting 
Condition for Operation is not met. It precludes placing the facility in a 
higher MODE of operation when the requirements for a Limiting Condition for 
Operation are not met and continued noncompliance to these conditions would 
result in a shutdown to comply with the ACTION requirements if a change in MODES were permitted. The purpose of this specification is to ensure that 
facility operation is not initiated or that higher MODES of operation are not 
entered when corrective action is being taken to obtain compliance with a 
specification by restoring equipment to OPERABLE status or parameters to 
specified limits.  

When a shutdown is required to comply with ACTION requirements, the provisions 
of Specification 3.0.4 do not apply because they would delay placing the 
facility in a lower MODE of operation.  

Exceptions to this specification have been provided for a limited number of 
specifications when startup with Inoperable equipment would not affect plant 
safety. These exceptions are stated in the ACTION statements of the appro
priate specifications.  

SAN ONOFRE - UNIT 2 B 3/4 0-3 AMENDMENT NO. 81 
DEC 7 1989



3/4.0 APPLICABILITY

BASES (Continued) 

Specifications 4.0.1 through 4.0.5 establish the general requirements applicable to Surveillance Requirements. These requirements are based on the Surveillance Requirements stated in the Code of Federal Regulations, 10 CFR 50.36(c)(3): 

"Surveillance requirements are requirements relating to test, calibration, or inspection to ensure that the necessary quality of systems and components is maintained, that facility operation will be within safety limits, and that the limiting conditions of operation will be met." 
Specification 4.0.1 establishes the requirement that surveillances must be performed during the OPERATIONAL MODES or other conditions for which the requirements of the Limiting Conditions for Operation apply unless otherwise stated in an individual Surveillance Requirement. The purpose of this specification is to ensure that surveillances are performed to verify the operational status of systems and components and that parameters are within specified limits to ensure safe operation of the facility when the plant is in a MODE or other specified condition for which the associated Limiting Conditions for Operation are applicable. Surveillance Requirements do not have to be performed when the facility is in an OPERATIONAL MODE for which the requirements of the associated Limiting Condition for Operation do not apply unless otherwise specified. The Surveillance Requirements associated with a Special Test Exception are only applicable when the Special Test Exception is used as an allowable exception to the requirements of a specification.  
Specification 4.0.2 establishes the limit for which the specified time interval for Surveillance Requirements may be extended. It permits an allowable extension of the normal surveillance interval to facilitate surveillance scheduling and consideration of plant operating conditions that may not be suitable for conducting the surveillance; e.g., transient conditions or other ongoing surveillance or maintenance activities. It also provides flexibility to accommodate the length of a fuel cycle for surveillances that are performed at each refueling outage. It is not intended that this provision be used repeatedly as a convenience to extend surveillance intervals beyond that specified for surveillances that are not performed during refueling outages. The limitation of Specification 4.0.2 is based on engineering judgement and the recognition that the most probable result of any particular surveillance being performed is the verification of conformance with the Surveillance Requirements. This provision is sufficient to ensure that the reliability ensured through surveillance activities is not significantly degraded beyond that obtained from the specified surveillance 
interval.  

Specification 4.0.3 establishes the failure to perform a Surveillance Requirement within the allowed surveillance interval, defined by the provisions of Specification 4.0.2, as a condition that constitutes a failure to meet the OPERABILITY requirements for a Limiting Condition for Operation. Under the provisions of this specification, systems and components are assumed to be OPERABLE when Surveillance Requirements have been satisfactorily performed within the specified time interval. However, nothing in this provision is to be construed as implying that systems or components are OPERABLE when they are

SAN ONOFRE - UNIT 2 AMENDMENT NO.908 3/4 0-4



UNITED STATES 
0 •NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY 

SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 

THE CITY OF RIVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA 

THE CITY OF ANAHEIM, CALIFORNIA 

DOCKET NO. 50-362 

SAN ONOFRE NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, UNIT NO. 3 

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE 

Amendment No. 80 
License No. NPF-15 

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

A. The application for amendment to the license for San Onofre 
Nuclear Generating Station, Unit 3 (the facility) filed 
by Southern California Edison Company (SCE) on behalf of 
itself and San Diego Gas and Electric Company, the City of 
Riverside, California and the City of Anaheim, California 
(licensees) dated May 14, 1990 complies with the standards 
and requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended 
(the Act), and the Commission's regulations set forth in 
10 CFR Chapter I; 

B. The facility will operate in conformity with the applica
tion, the provisions of the Act, and the regulations of the 
Commission; 

C. There is reasonable assurance (i) that the activities author
ized 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; 

D. 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 

E. 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.
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2. Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical Speci
fications as indicated in the attachment to this license amendment, and 
paragraph 2.C(2) of Facility Operating License No. NPF-15 is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

(2) Technical Specifications 

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendix A, and 
the Environmental Protection Plan contained in Appendix B, 
as revised through Amendment No. 80 , are hereby incorporated 
in the license. SCE shall operate the facility in accordance 
with the Technical Specifications and the Environmental 
Protection Plan.  

3. This license amendment is effective as of the date of its issuance and 
must be fully implemented no later than 30 days from the date of issuance.  

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

John T. Larkins, Acting Director 
Project Directorate V 
Division of Reactor Projects - III, 

IV, V and Special Projects 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

Attachment: 
Changes to the Technical 

Specifications

Date of Issuance: July 17, 1990



ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO. 80 

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-15

DOCKET NO. 50-362 

Revise Appendix A Technical Specifications by removing the pages identified 
below and inserting the enclosed pages. The revised pages are identified by 
amendment number and contain marginal lines indicating the area of change.  
Also enclosed are the following overleaf pages to the amended pages.

AMENDMENT PAGE 

3/4 0-2 

B 3/4 0-4

OVERLEAF PAGE 

3/4 0-1 

B 3/4 0-3



TABLE 2.2-1 

REACTOR PROTECTIVE INSTRUMENTATION TRIP SETPOINT LIMITS
Z 
Co 

0 
-n' 
CD rrl 
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TRIP SETPOINT 

Not Applicable 

< 110.0% of RATED THERMAL POWER

FUNCTIONAL UNIT 

1. Manual Reactor Trip 

2. Linear Power Level - High 

Four Reactor Coolant Pumps 
Operating 

3. Logarithmic Power Level - High 

4. Pressurizer Pressure - High 

5. Pressurizer Pressure - Low (2) 

6. Containment Pressure - High 

7. Steam Generator Pressure - Low 

8. Steam Generator Level - Low 

9. Local Power Density - High (5) 

10. DNBR - Low 

11. Reactor Coolant Flow - Low 

a) DN Rate 
b) Floor 
c) Step 

12. Steam Generator Level - High 

13. Seismic - High 

14. Loss of Load

0.83% of RATED THERMAL POWER 

2375 psia 

1740 psia 

3.1 psig 

741 psia 

21.0% (4) 

21.0 kw/ft 

1.31 (5)

< 0.22 psid/sec (6)(8) 
5 13.2 psid (6)(8) 
S6.82 psid (6)(8) 

< 89% (4) 

< 0.48/0.60 (7) 

Turbine stop valve closed

ALLOWABLE VALUES 

Not Applicable 

< 111.0% of RATED THERMAL POWER 

< 0.93% of RATED THERMAL POWER 

< 2385 psia 

> 1700 psia 

S3.4 pslg 

> 729 psta 

> 20.0% (4) 

< 21.0 kw/ft 

> 1.31 (5) 

< 0.231 psid/sec (6)(8) 
12.1 psid (6)(8) 

Z7.25 psid (6)(8) 

< 89.7% (4) 

< 0.48/0.60 (7) 

Turbine stop valve closed
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TABLE 2.2-1 (Continued) 
REACTOR PROTECTIVE INSTRUMENTATION TRIP SETPOINT LIMITS 

TABLE NOTATION (1) Trip may be manually bypassed above 10-4% of RATED THERMAL POWER; bypass shall be automatically C removed when THERMAL POWER is less than or equal to 10-4% of RATED THERMAL POWER.  S(2) Value may be decreased manually, to a minimum value of 300 psia, as pressurizer pressure is reduced, provided the margin between the pressurizer pressure and this value is maintained at less than or equal to 400 psi; the setpoint shall be increased automatically as pressurizer pressure is increased until the trip setpoint is reached. Trip may be manually bypassed below 400 psia; bypass shall be automatically removed whenever pressurizer pressure is greater than or equal to 500 psta.  
(3) Value may be decreased manually as steam generator pressure is reduced, provided the margin between the steam generator pressure and this value is maintained at less than or equal to 200 psi; the setpoint shall be increased automatically as steam generator pressure is increased until the trip setpoint is reached.  
(4) % of the distance between steam generator upper and low level instrument nozzles.  

S(5) 
As stored within the Core Protection Calculator (CPC). Calculation of the trip setpolnt includes measurement, calculational and processor uncertainties, and dynamic allowances. Trip may be manually bypassed below 10-4% of RATED THERMAL POWER; bypass shall be automatically removed when THERMAL POWER is greater than or equal to 10-4% of RATED THERMAL POWER. The approved.DNBR limit accounting for use of HID-2 grid is 1.31. The bypass setpoint may be changed during testing pursuant to Special Test Exception 3.10.2.  

(6) DN RATE is the maximum decrease rate of the trip setpoint.  FLOOR is the minimum value of the trip setpoint.  
STEP is the amount by which the trip setpoint is below the input signal unless limited by DN Rate or Floor.  

I (7) Acceleration, horizontal/vertical, g.  rrl Z (8) Setpoint may be altered to disable trip function during testing pursuant to Specification 3.10.3.  m 

z 
0 

I



3/4 LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION AND SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS 

3/4.0 APPLICABILITY 

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION 

3.0.1 Compliance with the Limiting Conditions for Operation contained in the 
succeeding specifications is required during the OPERATIONAL MODES or other 
conditions specified therein; except that upon failure to meet the Limiting 
Conditions for Operation, the associated ACTION requirements shall be met.  

3.0.2 Noncompliance with a specification shall exist when the requirements of 
the Limiting Condition for Operation and/or associated ACTION requirements are 
not met within the specified time intervals. If the Limiting Condition for 
Operation is restored prior to expiration of the specified time intervals, 
completion of the ACTION requirements is not required.  

3.0.3 When a Limiting Condition for Operation is not met, except as provided 
in the associated ACTION requirements, within one hour, action shall be 
initiated to place the unit in a MODE in which the specification does not 
apply by placing it, as applicable, in: 

1. At least HOT STANDBY within the next 6 hours, 
2. At least HOT SHUTDOWN within the following 6 hours, and 
3. At least COLD SHUTDOWN within the subsequent 24 hours.  

Where corrective measures are completed that permit operation under the ACTION 
requirements, the ACTION may be taken in accordance with the specified time 
limits as measured from the time of failure to meet the Limiting Condition for 
Operation. Exceptions to these requirements are stated in the individual 
specifications.  

This specification is not applicable in MODE 5 or'6.  

3.0.4 Entry into an OPERATIONAL MODE or other specified condition shall not 
be made unless the conditions of the Limiting Condition for Operation are met 
without reliance on provisions contained in the ACTION requirements. This 
provision shall not prevent passage through or to OPERATIONAL MODES as required 
to comply with ACTION requirements. Exceptions to these requirements are 
stated in the individual Specifications.  

SAN ONOFRE-UNIT 3 3/4 0-1



APPLICABILITY

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS 

4.0.1 Surveillance Requirements shall be applicable during the OPERATIONAL MODES or other conditions specified for individual Limiting Conditions for Operation unless otherwise stated in an individual Surveillance Requirement.  
4.0.2 Each Surveillance Requirement shall be performed within the specified surveillance interval with a maximum allowable extension not to exceed 25% of the surveillance interval.  

4.0.3 Failure to perform a Surveillance Requirement within the allowed surveillance interval, defined by Specification 4.0.2, shall constitute noncompliance with the OPERABILITY requirements for a Limiting Condition for Operation. The time limits of the ACTION requirements are applicable at the time it is identified that a Surveillance Requirement has not been performed.  The ACTION requirements may be delayed for up to 24 hours to permit the completion of the surveillance when the allowable outage time limits of the ACTION requirements are less than 24 hours. Surveillance Requirements do not have to be performed on inoperable equipment.  

4.0.4 Entry into an OPERATIONAL MODE or other specified condition shall not be made unless the Surveillance Requirement(s) associated with the Limiting Condition for Operation have been performed within the stated surveillance interval or as otherwise specified. This provision shall not prevent passage through or to OPERATIONAL MODES as required to comply with ACTION requirements.  
4.0.5 Surveillance Requirements for inservice inspection and testing of ASME Code Class 1, 2 and 3 components shall be applicable as follows: 

a. Inservice inspection of ASME Code Class 1, 2 and 3 components and inservice testing ASME Code Class 1, 2 and 3 pumps and valves shall be performed in accordance with Section XI of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda as required by 10 CFR 50, Section 50.55a(g), except where specific written relief has been granted by the Commission pursuant to 10 CFR 50, Section 50.55a(g) 
(6)(i).  

b. Surveillance intervals specified in Section XI of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda for the inservice inspection and testing activities required by the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda shall be applicable as follows in these Technical Specifications:

SAN ONOFRE - UNIT 3 AMENDMENT NO. 803/4 0-2



3/4.0 APPLICABILITY 

BASES (Continued) 

required, the time limit for reaching the next lower MODE of operation 
applies. However, if a lower MODE of operation is reached in less time than allowed, the total allowable time to reach COLD SHUTDOWN, or other applicable MODE, is not reduced. For example, if HOT STANDBY is reached in 2 hours, the time allowed to reach HOT SHUTDOWN is the next 11 hours because the total time to reach HOT SHUTDOWN is not reduced from the allowable limit of 13 hours.  Therefore, if remedial measures are completed that would permit a return to POWER operation, a penalty is not incurred by having to reach a lower MODE of operation in less than the total time allowed.  

The same principle applies with regard to the allowable outage time limits of the ACTION requirements, if compliance with the ACTION requirements for one specification results in entry into a MODE or condition of operation for another specification in which the requirements of the Limiting Condition for Operation are not met. If the new specification becomes applicable in less time than specified, the difference may be added to the allowable outage time limits of the second specification. However, the allowable outage time limits of ACTION requirements for a higher MODE of operation may not be used to extend the allowable outage time that is applicable when a Limiting Condition 
for Operation is not met in a lower MODE of operation.  

The shutdown requirements of Specification 3.0.3 do not apply in MODES 5 and 6, because the ACTION requirements of individual specifications define the 
remedial measures to be taken.  

Specification 3.0.4 establishes limitations on MODE changes when a Limiting Condition for Operation is not met. It precludes placing the facility in a higher MODE of operation when the requirements for a Limiting Condition for Operation are not met and continued noncompliance to these conditions would result in a shutdown to comply with the ACTION requirements if a change in MODES were permitted. The purpose of this specification is to ensure that facility operation is not initiated or that higher MODES of operation are not entered when corrective action is being taken to obtain compliance with a specification by restoring equipment to OPERABLE status or parameters to 
specified limits.  

When a shutdown is required to comply with ACTION requirements, the provisions 
of Specification 3.0.4 do not apply because they would delay placing the facility in a lower MODE of operation.  

Exceptions to this specification have been provided for a limited number of specifications when startup with inoperable equipment would not affect plant safety. These exceptions are stated in the ACTION statements of the appro
priate specifications.  
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3/4.0 APPLICABILITY 

BASES (Continued)_ 

Specifications 4.0.1 through 4.0.5 establish the general requirements applicable to Surveillance Requirements. These requirements are based on the Surveillance Requirements stated in the Code of Federal Regulations, 10 CFR 50.36(c)(3): 

"Surveillance requirements are requirements relating to test, calibration, or inspection to ensure that the necessary quality of systems and components is maintained, that facility operation will be within safety limits, and that the limiting conditions of operation will be met." 

Specification 4.0.1 establishes the requirement that surveillances must be performed during the OPERATIONAL MODES or other conditions for which the requirements of the Limiting Conditions for Operation apply unless otherwise stated in an individual Surveillance Requirement. The purpose of this specification is to ensure that surveillances are performed to verify the operational status of systems and components and that parameters are within specified limits to ensure safe operation of the facility when the plant is in a MODE or other specified condition for which the associated Limiting Conditions for Operation are applicable. Surveillance Requirements do not have to be performed when the facility is in an OPERATIONAL MODE for which the requirements of the associated Limiting Condition for Operation do not apply unless otherwise specified. The Surveillance Requirements associated with a Special Test Exception are only applicable when the Special Test Exception is used as an allowable exception to the requirements of a specification.  

Specification 4.0.2 establishes the limit for which the specified time interval for Surveillance Requirements may be extended. It permits an allowable extension of the normal surveillance interval to facilitate surveillance scheduling and consideration of plant operating conditions that may not be suitable for conducting the surveillance; e.g., transient conditions or other ongoing surveillance or maintenance activities. It also provides flexibility to accommodate the length of a fuel cycle for surveillances that are performed at each refueling outage. It is not intended that this provision be used repeatedly as a convenience to extend surveillance intervals beyond that specified for surveillances that are not performed during refueling outages. The limitation of Specification 4.0.2 is based on engineering judgement and the recognition that the most probable result of any particular surveillance being performed is the verification of conformance with the Surveillance Requirements. This provision is sufficient to ensure that the reliability ensured through surveillance activities Is not significantly degraded beyond that obtained from the specified surveillance 
interval.  

Specification 4.0.3 establishes the failure to perform a Surveillance Requirement within the allowed surveillance interval, defined by the provisions of Specification 4.0.2, as a condition that constitutes a failure to meet the OPERABILITY requirements for a Limiting Condition for Operation. Under the provisions of this specification, systems and components are assumed to be OPERABLE when Surveillance Requirements have been satisfactorily performed within the specified time interval. However, nothing in this provision is to be construed as implying that systems or components are OPERABLE when they are
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0 "UNITED STATES 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555 

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR-REGULATION 

RELATED TO AMENDMENT NO. 90 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-1O 

AND AMENDMENT NO. 80 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-15 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY 

SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 

THE CITY OF RIVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA 

THE CITY OF ANAHEIM, CALIFORNIA 

SAN ONOFRE NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, UNIT NOS. 2 AND 3 

DOCKET NOS. 50-361 AND 50-362 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

By letter dated May 14, 1990, Southern California Edison, et al. (SCE 
or the licensee) requested a change to the Technical Specifications for 
Facility Operating License Nos. NPF-1O and NPF-15 that authorize operation 
of San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station, Unit Nos. 2 and 3 in San Diego 
County, California. The proposed change removes the provision of 
Technical Specification 4.0.2 that limits the combined time interval for 
three consecutive surveillances to less than 3.25 times the specified 
interval. Guidance on this proposed change to TS was provided to all 
power reactor licensees and applicants by Generic Letter 89-14, dated 
August 21, 1989.  

2.0 EVALUATION 

Technical Specification 4.0.2 includes the provision that allows a surveil
lance interval to be extended by 25 percent of the specified time interval.  
This extension provides flexibility for scheduling the performance of 
surveillances and to permit consideration of plant operating conditions 
that may not be suitable for conducting a surveillance at the specified 
time interval. Such operating conditions include transient plant operation 
or ongoing surveillance or maintenance activities. Specification 4.0.2 
further limits the allowance for extending surveillance intervals by 
requiring that the combined time interval for any three consecutive 
surveillances not exceed 3.25 times the specified time interval. The 
purpose of this provision is to assure that surveillances are not extended 
repeatedly as an operational convenience to provide an overall increase 
in the surveillance interval.  

The provision to extend a surveillance interval by 25 percent is usually 
sufficient to accommodate normal variations in the length of a fuel cycle.  
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However, the NRC staff has routinely granted requests for one-time excep
tions to the 3.25 limit on extending refueling surveillances because the 
risk to safety is low in contrast to the alternative of a forced shutdown 
to perform these surveillances. Therefore, the 3.25 limitation on extending 
surveillances has not been a practical limit on the use of the 25 percent 
allowance for extending surveillances that are performed on a refueling 
outage basis.  

Extending surveillance intervals during plant operation can also result 
in a benefit to safety when a scheduled surveillance is due at a time 
that is not suitable for conducting the surveillance. This may occur 
when transient plant operating conditions exist or when safety systems 
are out of service for maintenance or other surveillance activities. In 
such cases, the benefit to safety of extending a surveillance interval 
would exceed any safety benefit derived by limiting the use of the 
25 percent allowance to extend a surveillance. Furthermore, there is the 
administrative burden associated with tracking the use of the 25 percent 
allowance to ensure compliance with the 3.25 limit.  

In view of these findings, the staff concluded that Specification 4.0.2 
should be changed to remove the 3.25 limit for all surveillances because 
its removal will have an overall positive effect on safety. The guidance 
provided in Generic Letter 89-14 included the following change to this 
specification and removes the 3.25 limit on three consecutive surveillances 
with the following statement: 

"4.0.2 Each Surveillance Requirement shall be performed within 
the specified surveillance interval with a maximum allowable 
extension not to exceed 25 percent of the specified surveillance 
interval." 

In addition, the Bases of this specification were updated to reflect this 
change and noted that it is not the intent of the allowance for extending 
surveillance intervals that it be used repeatedly merely as an operational 
convenience to extend surveillance intervals beyond that specified.  

The licensee has proposed changes to Specification 4.0.2 that are con
sistent with the guidance provided in Generic Letter 89-14, as noted above.  
On the basis of its review of this matter, the staff finds that the above 
changes to the TS for San Onofre Unit Nos. 2 and 3 are acceptable.  

3.0 CONTACT WITH STATE OFFICIAL 

The NRC staff has advised the State of California of the proposed deter
mination of no significant hazards consideration. No comments were 
received.  

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION 

The amendments involve changes to requirements with respect to the 
installation or use of a facility component located within the restricted
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area as defined in 10 CFR Part 20 or changes an inspection or surveillance 
requirement. The staff has determined that the amendments involve no 
significant increase in the amounts, and no significant change in the 
types, of any effluents that may be released offsite and that there is no 
significant increase in individual or cumulative occupational radiation 
exposure. The Commission has previously issued a proposed finding that 
the amendments involve no significant hazards consideration and there has 
been no public comment on such finding. Accordingly, the amendments meet 
the eligibility criteria for categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 
51.22(c)(9). Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b) no environmental impact state
ment or environmental assessment need be prepared in connection with the 
issuance of these amendments.  

5.0 CONCLUSION 

We have 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 regula
tions; and (3) the issuance of the amendments will not be inimical to the 
common defense and security or to the health and safety of the public.  

Principal Contributors: Thomas G. Dunning 
Lawrence E. Kokajko

Dated: July 17, 1990


