
F

- . .

.

The1 Light<

c o mp a ny
' **** ''' '''I' '''''"' I * * " " * * ' ' * * * *

Houston Lighting & Power

October 21, 1993
ST-HL-KE-4577
File Nos. : G20.02.01

G21.02.01
10CFR50.90

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
Proposed Amendment to Technical Specification 6.5.2.8

Houston Lighting & Power (HL&P) proposes to amend Facility
Operating Licenses NPF-76 and NPF-80 for STP Units 1 and 2 by
incorporating the attached proposed amendment to the Technical
Specifications. The purpose of this amendment is to delete the
frequencies for QA audits specified in Technical Specification
6.5.2.8. The OA audit frequencies will be maintained in accordance
with the QA Audit Plan.

HL&P has reviewed the proposed amendment pursuant to
10CPR50.92 and has determined that it does not involve a
significant hazard consideration. In addition, HL&P has determined
that the proposed amendment satisfies the criteria of
10CFR51. 22 (c) ( 9) for categorical exclusion from the requirement f or
an environmental assessment. The bases for these determinations
are provided in Attachment 2.

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 there are any questions regarding this matter, please j

contact Mr. A. W. Harrison at (512) 972-7298 or me at' |
(512) 972-8664. |
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[/ Vice President,
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Nuclear Generation j
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Attachments: 1. Affidavit j
:

2. Safety Evaluation and No Significant Hazards !

Consideration Determination j
i

3. Proposed Amendment to Technical Specification |
6.5.2.8 )
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j Regional Administrator, Region IV Rufus S. Scott !
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Associate General Counsel ;

611 Ryan Plaza Drive, Suite 400 Houston Lighting & Power Company j

Arlington, TX 76011 P. O. Box 61867 }
Houston, TX 77208 !

Lawrence E. Kokajko !

Project Manager j

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Institute of Nuclear Power *

Washington, DC 20555 13H15 Operations - Records Center i

700 Galleria Parkway |
David P. Loveless Atlanta, GA 30339-5957 !
Sr. Resident Inspector !

'
c/o U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Comm. Dr. Joseph M. Hendrie |
P. O. Box 910 50 Bellport Lane !

Bay City, TX 77404-910 Bellport, NY 11713 |
.

|J. R. Newman, Esquire D. K. Lacker
Newman & Holtzinger, P.C., STE 1000 Bureau of Radiation Control !

1615 L Street, N.W. Texas Department of Health j
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 i
San Antonio, TX 78296 Washington, D.C. 20555

~

;

J. C. Lanier/M. B. Lee.

City of Austin !i

Electric Utility Department !
l 721 Barton Springs Road {

Austin, TX 78704 t
,

G. E. Vaughn/T. M. Puckett
Central Power and Light Company
P. O. Box 2121

j Corpus Christi, TX 78403
,
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA '

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
!

In the Matter of ) i

#
)

Houston Lighting & Power ) Docket Nos. STN 50-498
,

Company, et al., ) STN 50-499 |
) ;

|

I South Texas Project )
! Units 1 and 2 )

AFFIDAVIT
i

|

I, J. F. Groth, being duly sworn, hereby depose and say that j
I am Vice President, Nuclear Generation, of Houston Lighting &
Power; that I am duly authorized to sign and file with the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission the attached Proposed Amendment to Technical
Specification 6.5.2.8; that I am f amiliar with the content thereof;
and that the matters set forth therein are true and correct to the
best of my knowledge and belief.

(

C A t
. F. Groth

' Vice President,
Nuclear Generation

STATE OF TEXAS )
)
)

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public in and !

for the State of Texas, this Ll5' day of ((Ofc k r 1993.,

"%NN~**Es% w ~O 2b 3 h 44/
:!, ROSE MARY PERr2 18tary Public hn~and ihr the

|* %tarr Pubhc. state of iem State of Texas.,

( 8 Commam hpera um1
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ATTACHMENT 2 |

Safety Evaluation and No Significant Hazards !
Consideration Determination for Deleting
Frequency Requirements for QA Audits

,

!

!

Backcround f
!

The NRC published NUREG-1431, " Standard Technical Specifications -
Westinghouse Plants," in September 1992. HL&P has been evaluating |
the NUREG and is beginning to incorporate selected provisions of
the new standard Technical Specifications as schedule and operation ;

'

permit.

Description of Procosed Chances '

,

In accordance with 10CFR50.90 the following changes to the ;

Technica' Specifications for STP Units 1 and 2 are being proposed:
,

3 1. 'T'he frequency of audits of unit activities currently specified'
in Technical Specification 6.2.5.8a through 6.2.5.8j have been .

deleted, reflecting the lack of specified audit frequencies in |;

NUREG-1431, Section 5.5.2.3. i

t

2. Minor editorial changes have been made in Technical
'

Specification 6.2.5.8 to reflect the wording of NUREG-1431, !
Section 5.5.2.3, as applicable.

|
Safety Evaluation .

1

The proposed amendment to the STP Technical Specification provides
,consistency with NUREG-1431 and provides an increase in QA program i

effectiveness. The current Technical Specification specifies |
performance of audits at maximum intervals and does not permit ;

consideration of demonstrated performance as a basis for reducing ;
audit frequency. Deleting specific frequency requirements will !

enable management to make decisions based on empirical,
3

data / performance history and will enable audit scheduling and ;

resource allocation to cover activities that are in need of .

coverage at a given time. Audit frequencies will be maintained in
i accordance with the QA Audit Plan. Thus, this amendment is ,

considered a method of increasing QA program effectiveness. i
'

i !
:

,

2

i

>

n -93\93-292 COI |

'

- __ _ .._ _ _ _ . . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _



. . .. - . - . - - --. - .- - -. - . - -

-
..

>

.

.

Attachment 2
ST-HL-AE-4577
Page 2 of 3

No Sionificant Hazards Consideration Determination

HL&P has evaluated the proposed amendment against the criteria of
10CFR50.92 as follows:

1. " Involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated"

|

| The proposed amendment does not increase the probability of an
'

accident previously evaluated because it does not impact the
abnormal operational transients or the design basis accidencs
analyzed to demonstrate that the plant can be operated without

:

undue risk as identified in UFSAR Chapter 15, in Environmental
Report Chapter 7, and in Probabilistic Safety Assessment
Section 5.0.

The proposed amendment does not increase the consequences of
an accident previously evaluated because it does not degrade i

or prevent actions assumed to be taken during an accident
described in the UFSAR. It does not alter any assumptions
made or conclusions reached in evaluating the consequences of.
an accident in the UFSAR. It does not play a direct role in ,

mitigating the radiological consequences of an accident dose.
nor does it result in any increase in accident dose as
described in the UFSAR.

.

2. " Create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident
from any previously evaluated"

The proposed amendment does not create the possibility of a
new or different type of accident from any previously '

evaluated because it does not impact the abnormal operational
| transients or design basis accidents analyzed to demonstrate
'

that the plant can be operated without undue risk as
identified in UFSAR Chapter 15, in Environmental Report ;
Chapter 7, and in Probabilistic Risk Safety Assessment
Section 5.0.

3. " Involve a significant reduction in a margin to safety"
,

The proposed amendment does not reduce the margin of safety as,

defined in the basis for any Technical Specification because' '

the change only affects the Technical Specifications
| Administrative Controls.

|
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!
! Catecorical Exclusion From an Environmental Assessment |

I
HL&P has considered the proposed amendment as changing "an '

j inspection or surveillance requirement" as defined in :

| 10CFR51. 22 (c) ( 9) because the means by which QA inspects or performs ;

j surveillance on programs is by auditing. HL&P has determined that'
'

| the amendment involves no significant hazards consideration; that
| there is no significant change in the types or significant increase '

j in the amounts of any effluents that may be released offsite; and i
i that there is no significant increase in individual or cumulative
i occupational radiation exposure. Therefore, HL&P has concluded !

! that the proposed amendment is identified as a categorical ,

exclusion and does not require an environmental assessment. i

Implementation Plan !

Implementation of the proposed amendment would not require any new-
surveillances to be performed. HL&P requests expeditious approval

,

based on plant status and necessary QA activities. HL&P further '

requests implementation ten calendar days after the issuance date !
'

| to f acilitate reproduction and distribution of the revised pages to I
,

; controlled copy holders. After issuance of the amendment, HL&P
;

: will submit a change to the OQAP to reflect the same changes. |
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