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ENCLOSURE

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

)
In the Matter of )

)
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY )

)
Diablo Canyon Power Plant )

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. 91-07

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.90, Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) hereby
applies to amend its Diablo Canyon Power Plant Facility Operating License
Nos. DPR-80 and DPR-82 (Licenses). The proposed changes amend Section 6.0 of
the Technical Specifications (Appendix A of the Licenses). Information on the
proposed changes is provided in Attachments A and B.

These changes have been reviewed and are considered not to involve a
significant hazards consideration as defined in 10 CFR 50.92 or an unreviewed
environmental question. 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 7th day of August 1991.

Respectfully submitted,

Pacific Gas and Electric Company

Howard V. Golub
Richard F. Locke
Attorneys for Pacific
Gas and Electric Company

By
Warren H. Fugim to
Vice President
Nuclear Technical Services

Subscribed and sworn to before me
t is 7th day of Augu 1991

By
Richard F. Locke driane D. olefree, N tary Public

for the County of Al da,
State of California
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Attachment A

REVISION OF SECTION 6.0 OF THE TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS
OFFSITE REVIEW COMMITTEE

A. DESCRIPTION OF AMENDMENT REQUEST

This license amendment request (LAR) proposes to revise Section 6.0 of the
Technical Specifications (TS) regarding the offsite review committee. The
specific TS changes proposed are as follows:

1. TS 6.5, "Review and Audit," 6.6, "Reportable Event Action," 6.7,
"Safety Limit Violation," and 6.10, "Record Retention," would be
revised to change all references from General Office Nuclear Plant
Review and Audit Committee (GONPRAC) to Nuclear Safety Oversight
Committee (NSOC).

2. TS 6.5.3.2, "Composition," would be revised to functionally describe
the committee composition, appointment of members, and qualification
requirements.

3. TS 6.5.3.3, "Alternates," would be deleted.
t

4. TS 6.5.3.5, "Meeting Frequency," would be revised to eliminate
reference to the committee meeting frequency during the first year
of plant operation.

5. TS 6.5.3.6, "Quorum," would be revised to eliminate reference to
alternates and to redefine the requirements for a quorum.

Changes to the TS are noted in the marked-up copy of the applicable TS
(Attachment B).

B. BACKGROUND

Diablo Canyon Power Plant (DCPP) TS 6.5.3.2 presently requires GONPRAC (to
be changed to NSOC) to be composed of a chairman, vice-chairman, and seven
members, each identified by specific job title. Any changes in membership
or organizational changes affecting the job titles of membe} s therefore
requires submittal of an LAR by PGKE and issuance of a license amendment
by the NRC. Host recently, job titles were changed in License Amendments
59 and 58, issued March 6, 1991.

PG&E would prefer to have a more functional description of the TS-defined
committee composition, thus allowing more flexibility in membership and
associated organizational titles. A functional description of the
composition of equivalent offsite committees is used in the TS for several
other plants (e.g., Palo Verde, San Onofre, and Trojan). Also, changing
the committee composition to a functional description would be consistent
with the composition specified in TS 6.5.2.2 for the DCPP Plant Staff
Review Committee (PSRC), which was changed to a functional description by
License Amendments 41 and 40, issued June 22, 1989.
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C. JUSTIFICATION

Changing the TS requirements for committee composition to a functional
description will allow PGSE management to make membership and
organizational title changes without NRC approval. To ensure that
committee members have a high level of experience and technical
capabilities and that pertinent specialty areas are adequately
represented, the proposed TS revisions specify the minimum number of
members, the method of appointing members, and the minimum qualification
requirements for members.

Eliminating the provision that allows the use of alternates will ensure
that attendance at committee meetings is given the highest priority by
members, and the appropriate level of expertise and overall continuity
will be maintained. Changes in quorum requirements are proposed for
consistency with the other proposed changes.

D. SAFETY EVALUATION

The proposed changes to the committee name and composition description,
elimination of the use of alternates,'nd quorum requirements are
administrative in nature and will not affect the function, capabilities,
responsibilities, authority, or independence of the committee. Requiring
members to meet the qualification requirements of Section 4.7 of ANSI/ANS
3. 1-1978 is consistent with the qualification requirements for PSRC
members, as specified in TS 6.5.2.2, and ensures that committee members
have the necessary experience and technical capabilities. Specifying the
means of appointing members to the committee represents a more stringent
constraint than the present TS.

In conclusion, PGKE believes there is reasonable assurance that the health
and safety of the public will not be adversely affected by the proposed TS
changes.

E. NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS EVALUATION

PG8E has evaluated the no significant 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 amendment to an
operating license for a facility licensed under paragraph
50.21(b) or paragraph 50.22 or a testing facility involves no
significant hazards considerations, 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 possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident previously
evaluated; or
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(3) Involve a significant reduction in a margin of
safety.

The following evaluation is provided for the no significant hazards
consideration standards.

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

The proposed TS changes are administrative in nature and specify
requirements to ensure that committee members have a high degree of
experience and technical capability. The proposed changes do not
affect accident evaluations.

Therefore, the proposed changes do not involve a significant increase
in the probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

I

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

The proposed TS changes are administrative in nature and do not affect
any plant systems, plant operations, or the type of accidents that
might occur at Diablo Canyon.

Therefore, the proposed changes do not create the possibility of a new
or different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does the change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

The proposed changes are administrative in nature and do not affect
the margin of safety.

Therefore, the proposed changes do not involve a significant reduction
in a margin of safety.

F. NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION DETERMINATION

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

E. ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

PG8E has evaluated the proposed changes and determined 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 criteria for categorical exclusion set forth
in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9).
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Therefore, pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b), an environmental assessment of the
proposed changes is not required.
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