
PGKE Letter DCL-94-190

ENCLOSURE

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORYCOMMISSION

Diablo Canyon Power Plant
Units 1 and 2

)
In the Matter of )
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY )

)

)
)

)

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

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

License Amendment Request No. 94-10

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

The proposed change amends the Technical Specifications (Appendix A of the Licenses)
regarding Technical Specification 3/4.8.1.1, "A.C. Sources - Operating." Information on the
proposed change is provided in Attachments A and B.

This change has been reviewed and is considered not to involve a significant hazards
consideration as defined in 10 CFR 50.92 and not to require 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 change.

Sincerely,

Joh D. Townsend

Subscribed and sworn to before me
this 29th day of August 199

Attorneys for Pacific Gas
and Electric Company
Howard V. Golub
Chri her J. W rner

Notary Public Christophe J. W er

AORtANE O. TOLEFAEf~~.' '. COMM. rtr 979198
Notary Public —Cotifornio
SAN FPANCtSCO COUNTY

MyComm. Expires DEC 22. 1996
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ATTACHMENTA

REQUEST FOR EXIGENT REVIEW OF CHANGE TO TECHNICALSPECIFICATION
3/4.8.1.1 - EMERGENCY DIESEL GENERATOR FUEL OIL REQUIREMENTS

DESCRIPTION OF AMENDMENTREQUEST

This license amendment request (LAR) proposes to change Technical
Specification (TS) 3/4.8.1.1, "A.C. Sources - Operating," to specify an alternate
method for testing new diesel fuel oil for water and sediment prior to adding it to
the emergency diesel generator (EDG) main fuel oil storage tanks. TS
4.8.1.1.3c.1)d) would be revised to allow new fuel oil to be tested using a "clear
and bright" test or a quantitative test that verifies a water and sediment content
less than or equal to 0.05 volume percent when tested in accordance with
ASTM D1796-83.

The change to the TS is noted in the marked-up copy of the applicable TS page
provided in Attachment B.

BACKGROUND

Diablo Canyon Power Plant (DCPP) EDGs currently use undyed number 2 diesel
fuel oil that contains intermediate levels of sulfur and aromatics. To assure that
the fuel oil will not degrade performance or damage the EDGs, all new fuel oil is
required to be tested for designated parameters prior to being added to the EDG
main fuel oil storage tanks. TS 4.8.1.1.3c.1) d) requires verification that the fuel oil
has a "clear and bright appearance with proper color" when tested in accordance
with ASTM D4176-82. The "clear and bright" test is a qualitative evaluation of
water and sediment in the fuel oil.

JUSTIFICATION

Recently, the local fuel supplier unexpectedly discontinued production of the fuel
oil currently used at DCPP. This fuel may be available from other suppliers
outside of the State of California, however, its availability cannot be assured.
Based on current EDG testing schedules, it is expected that fuel oil will need to be
added to the main fuel oil storage tanks by approximately October 1, 1994, to
meet minimum storage requirements.

The Environmental Protection Agency and the Internal Revenue Service
established requirements (40 CFR 80.29 and 26 CFR 47 and 48, respectively)
that all non-highway fuels be dyed for identification. Since the current supply of
fuel used at DCPP cannot be assured, two alternate fuels could be used at DCPP:

(1) dyed number 2 diesel fuel oil; or (2) undyed California Air Resources Board
(GARB) number 2 diesel fuel oil intended for use in motor vehicles. PG8 E is still
evaluating the acceptability of using GARB fuel. PGKE's evaluation of the dyed
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fuel concludes it is acceptable for use in the EDGs. Consequently, PG&E desires
to have the option to use dyed fuel. TS 4.8.1.1.3c.1)d) is required to be changed
to allow the use of dyed fuel.

Similar TS changes have been approved for the LaSalle County Station, the
Beaver Valley Power Station, and the Comanche Peak Steam Electric Station.

D. SAFETY EVALUATION

The purpose of the "clear and bright" test is to verify that new fuel oil does not
contain visible water or sediment. The visual test is qualitative and does not
quantify the amount of water or sediment in the fuel oil. If the criteria for
performing the visual "clear and bright" test are not satisfied, ASTM 4176-82
allows a quantitative analysis of the diesel fuel oil to be performed. However,
ASTM 4176-82 does not establish maximum water and sediment concentration
limits. DCPP uses the water and sediment limits for number 2 fuel oil established
in ASTM D975. ASTM D975 establishes the requirements, including water and
sediment content, for number 2 diesel fuel oil. This standard is in general use in
the nuclear industry.

The proposed alte'mate TS acceptance criteria are consistent with the guidance in
ASTM D975. Additionally, the proposed TS change specifies that water and
sediment content be tested in accordance with ASTM D1796-83. This standard is
also in general use in the nuclear industry. Consequently, the proposed alternate
acceptance criteria and testing methodology provide the same level of assurance
that fuel oil with excessive water and sediment will not be added to the EDG main,
fuel oil storage tanks.

Conclusion

Based on the above evaluation, PGKE believes that there is reasonable
assurance that the health and safety of the public will not be affected by the
proposed TS change.

E. NO SIGNIFICANTHAZARDS

"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 50.22 or
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
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(2) Create the possibility 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 no significant hazards
considerations.

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

The proposed alternate acceptance criteria and test methodology provide
the same level of assurance that fuel oil with water or sediment in excess
of the limits for number 2 diesel fuel oil will not be added to the EDG main
fuel oil storage tanks.

Therefore, the proposed change 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 change is administrative in nature and does not involve any
physical alteration to any plant system or change the method by which any
safety-related system performs its function.

Therefore, the proposed change does 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 alternate acceptance criteria and test methodology provide
the same level of assurance that fuel oil with water or sediment in excess
of the limits for number 2 diesel fuel oil will not be added to the EDG main
fuel oil storage tanks.

Therefore, the proposed change does not involve a significant reduction in
a margin of safety.

F. NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION DETERMINATION

'ased on the above evaluation, PGRE concludes that the change associated
with this LAR satisfies the no significant hazards consideration standards of
10 CFR 50.92(c) and, accordingly, a no significant hazards finding is justified.
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G ENVIRONMENTALEVALUATION

PG8 E has evaluated the proposed change and determined that the change
does not involve (i) a significant hazards consideration, (ii) a significant change
in the types or significant increase in the amounts of any effluent that may be
released offsite, or (iii) a significant increa'se,in individual or cumulative
occupational radiation exposure. Accordingly, the proposed change meets the
eligibilitycriterion 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 change is not required.
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'TTACHMENTB

MARKED-UPTECHNICALSPECIFICATIONS
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