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

'

i

South Texas Project
Units I and 2

'Docket Nos. 50-498; 50-499
Cha_rige in Commitment for Reply to Notice of Violation 9226-02 )

Reference: Letter from W. H. Kinsey, Jr. to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Document Control Desk dated October 13,1992. (ST-HL-AE-4254)

|

The South Texas Project submits the following attachment to inform the Nuclear
'

Regulatory Commission of a change to a commitment made in response to Notice of
Violation 9226-02 concerning a failure to maintain adequate procedures.

If you have any questions regarding this subject, please contact Mr. S. M. Head at
(512) 972-7136 or me at (512) 972-7902.
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. . Jordan
Manager,
Systems Engineering
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! leonard J. Callan Rufus S. Scott
! Regional Administrator, Region IV Associate General Counsel i

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Houston Lighting & Power Company 1

611 Ryan Plaza Drive, Suite 400 P. O. Box 61067
Arlington, TX 76011-8064 Houston, TX 77208

i

Thomas W. Alexion Institute of Nuclear Power I

Project Manager, Mail Code 13H3 Operations - Records Center i
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 700 Galleria Parkway -

Washington, DC 20555-0001 Atlanta, GA 30339-5957

David P. Loveless Dr. Bertram Wolfe
Sr. Resident Inspector 15453 Via Vaquero
c/o U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Comm. Monte Sereno, CA 95030 I
P. O. Box 910
Bay City, TX 77404-0910 Richard A. Ratliff

Bureau of Radiation Control
J. R. Newman, Esquire Texas Department of Health
Morgan, Lewis & Bockius 1100 West 49th Street
1800 M Street, N.W. Austin, TX 78756-3189
Washington, DC 20036-5869

J. R. Egan, Esquire
M. T. Hardt/W. C. Gunst Egan & Associates, P.C.

;

City Public Service 2300 N Street, N.W. '

P. O. Box 1771 Washington, D.C. 20037
San Antonio, TX 78296

l

J. C. Lanier/M. B. Lee U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
City of Austin Attention: Document Control Desk
Electric Utility Department Washington, D.C. 20555-0001
721 Barton Springs Road i
Austin, TX 78704 !

Central Power and Light Company J. W. Beck j

ATTN: G. E. Vaughn/C. A. Johnson Little Harbor Consultants, Inc.
P. O. Box 289, Mail Code: N5012 44 Nichols Road
Wadsworth, TX 77483 Cohassett, MA 02025-1166
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:

Background:

I
. Notice of Violation 9226-02 identified South Texas Project's failure to comply i

I with the following obligations: " Technical Specification (TS) 6.8.1.a requires that written
procedures shall be established, implemented, and maintained covering those activities ,

recommended in Appendix A of Regulatory Guide (RG) 1.33, Revision 2, February 1978. j
10 CFR 50, Appendix B, Criterion V," Instructions, Procedures, and Drawings", requires, )

in part, that activities affecting quality shall be prescribed by procedures of a type !

appropriate to the circumstances.
|

In the reply to Notice of Violation 9226-02, the South Texas Project determined
that a contributing cause to the event was that the undervoltage alarra for the Class IE i

125 VDC system was set at 117 VDC, well below the Technical Specification rninimum :

value of 129 VDC. In order to allow the alarm to be used to warn the operators of a
potential violation, the following commitment was made:

The alarm setpoint will be revised to indicate that the battery bus voltage is below '

the Technical Specincation minimum value. This will be completed by March 31, 'j
i 1993, in both Units.

Although the intent of this commitment was to provide an anticipatory alarm by-
setting the alarm at 129 VDC or greater, our original attempt at compliance with the |
commitment resulted in setting the alarm at 127 VDC, The setpoint of 127 VDC was i

selected during the modiGcation process to preclude nuisance alarms. The nuisance
alarms would be expected since normal operating voltage is between 129 VDC to 131
VDC. As a result, the setpoint was established at 127 VDC and the commitment was
closed. Subsequently, at this voltage value, nuisance alarms still occurred due to the
sensitivity of the instmment and the narrow margin between the setpoint and the normal
operating voltage. To remedy this, the alarm setpoints were ultimately established at 124
VDC.

The original commitment would have resulted in a misapplication of the
undervoltage alarm's original design function. Additionally, we have determined that this
commitment is not necessary to address the violation and are notifying the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission of its deletion.

The difference between the original commitment and the actions implemented was
discovered during an Engineering Self Assessment conducted in October,1996.

,

i
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! Basis for Changing this Commitment:

The setting of the undervoltage alarm at 117 VDC was listed in the response to IR j
9226-02 as a contributing cause of the event. However, the undervoltage alarm setting ;

j- did not offer a barrier to this event, and the original setting was in accordance with the
'

system design basis and appropriate for the undervoltage alarm's intended function. The f
design basis function for the undervoltage alarm is to alen the operators that a battery is !

being discharged. _ Deleting this commitment does not change the function of the alarms. ;

| Existing setpoints are satisfactory for detecting and alening control room operators of an !

actual battery discharge condition and/or condition that has degraded the system's design i

function. I

r

lTechnical Specification surveillance requirements implemented by surveillance !

procedures require that the battery voltage be verified in the operable range at least once !

per seven days. In addition, Plant Operator daily rounds include monitoring of the battery
voltage.

!

The violation cited in the Notice of Violation was for a failure to have procedures f
appropriate to the circumstances. The operating procedures provided instructions to j
ensure that battery charger voltage was maintained between 125 and 135 VDC rather that

~

ensure minimum float voltage of 129 VDC. The commitments listed as 3.a and 3.b, in the
reply to the Notice of Violation, revised the procedure for the Engineered Safety Feature '

(CLASS lE) DC Distribution System and the surveillance procedure for the Battery
Charger 8 Hour Load Test. The procedures were revised to provide instructions to verify
that the as left battery charger voltage is greater than or equal to the Technical '
Specification minimum float voltage (129 VDC). The completion of these two

'

commitments restored compliance with the obligation as stated in the Notice of Violation.

The commitment being deleted does not provide a corrective action that will !
rectify the actual violation (i.e. failure to have procedures appropriate to the
circumstances). Deleting the commitment will not result in a failure t'o comply with the
requirements cited in the Notice of Violation.

AdditionalInformation:

Corrective actions specific to the control of commitments is being addressed
through our Corrective Action Program.
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