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March 14, 19'94
ST-IIL-AE- 4 7 08,

File No.: G09.06
10CFR50.90,..

10CFR50.92, 10CFR51

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attention: Document Control Desk
Washington, DC 20555

South Texas Project
Units 1 and 2

Docket Nos. STN 50-498; STN 50-499
Revise Technical Specification Section 3/4.0

liouston Lighting & Power Company (IIL&P) proposes to amend
Facility Operating Licenses NPF-76 and NPF-80 for South Texas
Project Units 1 and 2 by incorporating the attached proposed
amendment to Teclaical Specification Section 3/4. 0, ' Applicability.
The amendment will add a new Limiting Condition For Operations, LCO
3.0.6, to the section. LCO 3.0.6 will allow equipment removed from
service or declared inoperable to comply with actions to be
returned to service, under administrative controls, solely to
perform testing required to demonstrate its ' operability or the
operability of other equipment. We request an expeditious review
to support scheduled April activities for Unit 2 restart.

11L&P has reviewed the proposed amendment pursuant to 10CFR50.92 and
determined that it does not involve a significant hazards
considera ti on. In addition, IIL&P has determined that the proposed
amendment satisfies the crit.eria of 10CFR51. 22 (c) (9 ) for
categorical exclusion from the requirement for an environmental
assessment. The STPEGS Nuclear Safety Review Board has reviewed
and approved the proposed change.

The required affidavit, along with a Safety Evaluation and No
Significant liazards Consideration Determination associated with the
propoced change, and markedup effected pages of the Technical
Specifications are included as attachments to the letter.

In accordance with 10CFR50.91(b). HL&P is providing the State of
Texas with a copy of this proposed amendment.
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If you should have any questions concerning this matter, '

please contact Mr. A. W. Harrison at (512) 972-7298 or tyself at
(512) 972-7921.
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ice President,'

Nuclear Generation
i
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Attachment: 1. Affidavit

2. Safety Evaluation and No Significant Hazards
'

consideratior. Determination

3. Proposed Technical Specification Changes for
Limiting Condition for Operation 3.0.6.
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Regicna.1 Administrator, Region IV Rufus S. Scott
.

'

U. S Nuclear Eeguletory Commission Associate General Counsel
,
' 611 Ryan Plaza Drive, Suite 400 Houston Lighting & Power Compan)

Arlington, TX 76011 P. O. Box.61867
* * ' Houston, TX 7720E

Lawrence E. Kokajko
Project Manager
U. S. Nuclear Eegulatory Commission Institute of Nuclear Power
Washington, DC 20555 13E15 Operaticas - Records Center

700 Galleria Parkway
David P. Loveless Atlanta, GA 30339-5957
Sr. Resident Inspector
c/o U. S. Nuclear Regulatcry Comm. Dr. Joseph M. Hendrie
P. O. Box 910 50 Bellport Lane
Bay City, TX 77404-910 Bellport, NY 11713

J. F,. Newman, Esquire D. K. Lacker '

Newman & Holtzinger, P.C., STE 1000 Bureau of Radiation Control
1615 L Street, N.W. Texas Department of Health
Washington, DC 20036 1100 West 49th Street ,

Austin, TX 78756-3189 ,

'

K. J. Fiedler/M T. Hardt
City Public Service U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Comm.
P. O. Box 1771 Attn: Document Control Desk
San Antonio, TX 78296 Washington, D. C. 2C555

J. C. Lgnier'/M. B. Lee
'

City of Austin
Electric Utility Department
721 Earton Springs Road
Austin, TX 78704

,

G. E. Vaughn/T. M. Puckett
Central Power and Light Company
P. O. Box 2121
Corpus Christi, TX 78403.
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

In the Matter )-

)
Houston Lighting & Power ) Docket Nos. 50-498
Company, et al . , ) 50-499

)
South Texas Project )
Unita 1 and 2 )

AlFIDAV_IT

I, J. F. Grotn, being duly sworn, hereby depose and say that
I am Vice President, Nuclear Generation, of Houston Lighting &
Power company; that I am duly authorized to sign and file with the.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission the attached Proposed Amendment to
the Technical Specification Section 3/4.0.; that I am familiar with
the content thereof; and that the matter et forth therein are
true and correct to the best of knowlec ge and belief.

')
'vJbM s .

"

F. Gr6tX
ice President,
Juclear Generation'

.

STATE OF TEXAS )
)
)

Subscribed and sworn to befere te, a Notary Public in and
for the State of Texas, this /Y day of Scf , 1994.

UU'
.'#4/,ly'I. noy eveu,staw s fua, Notary.Public ijf and[[or theCONNIE MONTGOMETtY

;

'

'k.hlt p te=nas on bres o8 20 9s State of Texas y Vy
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SAFETY EVALUATION- 3

I AND
NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS-

CONSIDERATION DETERMINATION
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Background

In September 1992, the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission issued
NUREG-1431, Standard Technical Specifications, Westinghouse Plants.
One of the issues addressed by this NUREG was returning equipment
to service for testing that had been declared inoperable or removed
from service to comply with technical specification action
statements. The problem involved the need to perform operability4

testing that would require returning equipment to service in*

conflict with a technical specification action statement. This
problem was solved in the NUREG by the Limiting Condition For '

,

Operation (LCO) that provided an exception to the requirements of'

LCO 3.0.2 for systems returned to service during the performance of
4 testing. This amendment will incorporate this Limiting Condition

For Operation.

.

Description of Proposed Chances

The proposed change to the South Texas Project Electric Generating
Station Technical Specifications will involve the addition of a new

t Limiting Condition For Operation (LCO) to Technical Specification
section 3/4.0, " Applicability". The new Limiting Condition For

'

Operations, LCO 3. 0. 6, will permit non compliance with the
applicable Action statement (s) to perform the post maintenance and
surveillance testing required to demonstrate the operability of the
equipment being returned to service or the operability of other
equipment. LCO 3.0.6 will in effect provide an exception to the
requireirents of LCO 3.0.2 for systems returned to service under
administrative control during the time required to perform the
necessary testing.

Safety Evaluation

The proposed amendment to the South Texas Project (STP) Technical
Specifications (TS) involves the addition of a new Limiting
Condition For Operation (LCO),3.0.6, to section 3/4.0
" Applicability". LCO 3.0. 6 establishes the allowance for restoring
equipment to service under administrative controls when it has been
removed from service or declared inoperable to comply with action
statements. The purpose of this new LCO is to provide an exception
to the requirements of LCO 3.0.2. This new LCO will permit non
compliance with the applicable Required Action (s) to perfort the
post maintenance and surveillance testing required to demonstrate
the operability of the equipment being returneo to service or the
operability of other equipment. Without the exception provided by
the new LCO 3.0.6 to the requirements of LCO 3.0.2 it would be-

necessary in some instances to obtain an enforcement discretion or>

change modes to verify cperability of the equipment being returned
to service. This testing will be performed under the

TSC-94\94 04k.001
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administrative control of Operations. These administrative
controls will include a procedure that provides the Shift
Supervisor with guidance on compensatory actions, logging the time
the equipment is returned to service in conflict with the action
statement and logging the time the equipment is declared operable
or removed from service again. The testing will be performed af ter
all necessary maintenance has been completed and there is a high
confidence level that the component will perform as designed. The
administrative controls will also ensure the time the equipment is
in conflict with the requirements of the action statements is
limited to the time absolutely necessary to perform the required
testing.

An example of demonstrating the operability of the equipment being
returned to service is reopening a containment isolation valve that
has been closed to comply with Required Actions and must be
reopened to perform post maintenance testing and the Surveillance
Requirements.

An example of demonstrating the operability of other equipment is
taking an inoperable channel or trip system out of the tripped
condition to prevent the trip function from occurring during the
perfonnance of the Surveillance Requirements on another channel in
the trip system. A similar example of demonstrating the
operability of otner equipment is taking an inoperable channel or
trip system out of the tripped condition to permit the logic to
function .and indicate the appropriate response during the
performance of post maintenance testing or a Surveillance
Requirement on another channel in the same trip system.

No Sienificant Hazards Consideration Determination

Houston Lighting & Power (HL&P) has evaluated the proposed
amendment against the criteria of 10CFR50.92 as follows:

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

The implementation of Limiting Condition For Operation (LCO)
3.0.6 from NUREG 1431 will allow the orderly and judicious
return to service of inoperable equipment. This LCO will
permit equipment removed from service to comply with
Required Actions to be returned to service under j
administrative controls to verify the component or system
will perform its safety function. The administrative
controls will ensure the time involved will be limited to
only the time required to demonstrate the component or
system's operability. The implementation of this new LCO

|'
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will provide an acceptable method of tes ting .. technical
specification equipment prior to its return to operable
service following required maintenance. These actions will
ensure that the equipment being returned to service is
capable of performing it's designed safety function prior to
being declared operable. Therefore, this action will ensure
the probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated is not significantly increased.

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

The administrative controls will ensure the time involved
will be limited to only the time required to demonstrate the
component or system's operability. In - addition the
equipment is only being tested in its designed configuration
or being returned to service to allow testing of another
component or system. Therefore, the use of this new
Limiting Condition For Operation will' not result in a new or
different kind of accident from any previously evaluated.

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

The use of the new Limiting Condition For Operation (LCO)
will only allow the return to service of equipment that is
expected to operate as designed. The use of the LCO will be
limited to the performance of testing on the equipment being,

returned to service or on other equipment that is dependent
on the equipment being returned to service. This testing is
limited to post maintenance testing and the testing
necessary to prove operability. Since the equipment will be
controlled by administrative requirements that will ensure
all necessary actions are taken, this change doesn't' involve
a significant reduction in a margin to safety.

Implementation Plan

Houston Lighting & Power requests an irr.plementation time of 31 days
from the ef fective date to complete procedures and make appropriate
document distribution.
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