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SAFETY CVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION
RELATED TO AMENDMENT NOS. 92 AND 52 710
FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NOS. NPF-10 AND 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
KET . 50-36. AN) 50-362

1.0 INTRODUCTION

By letter dated November 14, 1990, Southern California Edison Company , et al.
(SCE or the 1icensee) requested changes to the Technica) Specifications (7$)
for Facility 0ﬁcrat1ng License Nos. NPF-1C and NPF-15 that authorize operation
of San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station, Unit Nos. 2 and 3 in San Diego
County, California,

This amendment application 1s a request to modify TS 3/4.7.2 regardinc the
minimum pressurization temperature for the San Onfore Unit No. 3 steam
generators from 70°F to 90°F based on & vendor recommendation to change the
reference ni1 ductility transition temperature. "4ditionally, the San Onofre
Unit Nos. 2 and 3 TS 3/4.7.2 would be clarified to indicate that the
pressure/temperature limitation pertains only to the steam genorator secondary
side. Both San Onofre Unit Nos. 2 and 3 bases would be revised to include a
change to the reference temperature for the nil ductility transition.

2.0 EVALUATION

During an engineering review, the licensee discovered a discrepancy regarding
the reference temperature for nil ductility transition (RT,..) for the San
Onofre Unit 3 steam generetors. This aiscrepancy was bascﬂnzn an evaluation

of the 1imiting secondary side material properties used in the fabrication of
the steam generators for each unit., The licensee documented this issue in
Licensee Event Report 90-009 and proceeded to administratively contro: the San
Onofre Unit 3 steam generztor pressure/temperature limitation, utilizing a more
conservative value.
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4.0 CONCI.USION

We have concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, that (1) there
18 reasonable assurance that the health and sefety of the public will not be
endangered by operation in the proposed manner, and (2) such activities will be
conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations, and the issuance of
these amendments will not be inimical to the common defense and security or to
the health and safety of the public,

Principsl Cortributor: Lawrence E. Kokajko
Dated: February 11, 1991



