
PGandE Letter N .: DCL-86-330

ENCLOSURE

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

)
)
)

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY )
)

Di abl o Canyon Power Pl ant )
Units 1 and 2 )

)

Docket No. 50-275
Facility Operating License
No. DPR-80

Docket No. 50-323
Facility Operating License
No. DPR-82

License Amendment Request
No. 86-07, Revision 1

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.90, Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PGandE) hereby
applies to amend its Diablo Canyon Power Plant (DCPP) Facility Operating
License Nos. DPR-80 and DPR-82 (Licenses).

The proposed changes amend the Technical Specifications (Appendix A of the
Licenses) as regards Technical Specification 3/4.8.4.2, Table 3.8-2, and
Bases 3/4.8.4.

Information on the proposed changes is provided in Attachments A and B.

These changes have been reviewed and are corisidered not to involve a
significant hazards consideration as defined in 10 CFR 50.92 or requi re an
environmental assessment in accordance with 10 CFR 51.22(b). Further, there
is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public will not be
endangered by the proposed changes.

Subscribed to in San Francisco, California this 5th day of November 1986.

Respectfully submitted,

Pac'as and Electric Company

By

Robert Ohlbach
Phi 1 i p A. Crane, 3r.
Ri chard F. Locke
Attorneys for Paci fic
Gas d Electric om ny

. D. S fer
Vice Pr ident
Nuclear Power Generation

Subscribed and sworn to before me
this 5th day of November 1986

Phili A. Cran, Jr. N J. Lemaster, No ary Public
and for the City and County of
San Francisco, State of Californi
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A hmn A

DELETION F TABLE . -2 LIST F NTAINHENT PENETRATI N

ND T R VER RRENT PROTE TIVE DEVI E

A.

B.

DESCRIPTION OF AMENDMENT REQUEST

This license amendment request (LAR) proposes to delete Technical
Specification (TS) Table 3.8-2, "Containment Penetration Conductor
Overcurrent Protective Devices," and to add a footnote to Technical
Specification 3/4.8.4.2 to indicate that the list of devices will be
maintained and controlled at the plant. Also, the LAR would modify Bases
3/4.8.4 to require controls for maintaining the list of protective
devices similar to those required for snubbers as described in Generic
Letter 84-13, dated Hay 3, -1984.

Changes to the Technical Specifications of Operating License Nos. DPR-80
and DPR-82 are noted in the marked-up copy of the applicable Technical
Specifications (Attachment B).

JUSTIFICATION

DCPP SSER 8, Section 8.1, required that DCPP install redundant
containment penetration conductor overcurrent protective devices prior to
completion of the first refueling outage. These devices were installed
on Unit 2 and are presently included in the Technical Specifications.
Installation of the Unit 1 devices will be completed prior to the end of
the first refueling outage.

The list of containment penetration conductor overcurrent protective
devices is maintained and controlled in the DCPP Plant Manual. The list
in the existing Technical Specifications is a repetition of the material
in the Plant Hanual. The addition of the footnote and the clarifying
statement in the Limiting Condition for Operation (LCO) can be used in
lieu of the list in the existing Technical Specifications. Since the LCO

and Surveillance Requirements will be retained in the revised Technical
Specifications, removal of the containment penetration overcurrent
protective device list does not degrade the existing Technical
Specification protective device operability requirements.

Any proposed changes to the containment penetration conductor overcurrent
protective devices would be sub)ect to the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59.
This gives the NRC Staff adequate opportunity to review changes to the
list. Also, changes to the list will be made in accordance with the
PGandE Quality Assurance Program.

Removal of Table 3.8-2 is similar to the removal of the list of snubbers
as described in Generic Letter 84-13 and is consistent with the NRC and
industry efforts to simplify the Technical Specifications.
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C. SAFETY EVALUATION

PGandE has evaluated the hazards considerations involved with the
proposed amendment, focusing on the three standards set forth in 10 CFR
50.92(c) as quoted below:

"The Commission may make a final determination, pursuant
to the procedures in paragraph 50.91, that a proposed

'mendmentto an operating license for a facility licensed
under paragraph 50.21(b) or paragraph 50.22 or for a
testing facility involves no significant hazards
consideration, if operation of the facility in accordance
with the proposed amendment would not:

(1) involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated; or

(2) create the possibi lity of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously evaluated; or

(3) involve a significant reduction in.a margin of
safety."

The following evaluation is provided for the significant
hazards consideration standards.

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated?

The proposed changes provide for the list of containment
penetration conductor overcurrent protective devices to be
maintained and controlled at the plant rather than in the
Technical Specifications. The removal of the containment
penetration conductor overcurrent protective device
listing does not degrade the existing Technical
Specification protective device operability and
surveillance requirements nor does it affect the accident
analysis. Therefore, this license amendment request does
not involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated?

The proposed changes do not necessitate physical
alteration of the plant or changes in parameters governing
normal plant operation. Therefore, the changes do not
create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any previously evaluated.
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3. Does the change involve a significant reduction in a
margin of safety?

As discussed above, the proposed changes do not degrade
the existing protective devices'perability and
surveillance requirements, nor do they affect the accident
analysis. Therefore, these changes do not involve a
significant reduction in a margin of safety.

D. NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION DETERMINATION

Based on the above safety evaluation, PGandE concludes that the
activities associated with this license amendment request
satisfy the significant hazards consideration standards of 10
CFR 50.92(c) and, accordingly, a no significant hazards
consideration finding is )ustified.

E. ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

PGandE has evaluated the proposed changes and determined that
the changes do not involve (i) a significant hazards
consideration, (ii) a significant change in the types or
significant increase in the amounts of any effluents that may
be released offsite, or (iii) a significant increase in
individual or cumulative occupational radiation exposure.
Accordingly, the proposed changes meet the eligibility
criterion for categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR
51.22(c)(9). Therefore, pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b), an
environmental assessment of the proposed changes is not
required.
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page xii

page 3/4 8-23

page 3/4 8-25

page 3/4 8-26

page 3/4 8-27

page B 3/4 8-3
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page xi i
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page B 3/4 8-3
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