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For further details with respect to this
action, see the application for
amendment which is available for
public inspection at the Commission’s
Public Document Room, the Gelman
Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC, and at the local public
document room for the particular
facility involved.

Arizona Public Service Company, et al.,
Docket Nos. STN 50–528, STN 50–529,
and STN 50–530, Palo Verde Nuclear
Generating Station, Units Nos. 1, 2, and
3, Maricopa County, Arizona

Date of amendments request: May 2,
1995

Description of amendments request:
The proposed change revises the large-
break loss-of-coolant accident (LOCA)
dose consequences. The large-break
LOCA dose calculation is being changed
to include an additional release path
through allowable steam generator tube
leakage to the atmospheric dump valves
(ADVs) or turbine bypass valves (TBVs).

Basis for proposed no significant
hazards consideration determination:
As required by 10 CFR 50.91(a), the
licensee has provided its analysis of the
issue of no significant hazards
consideration, which is presented
below:

1. The proposed change does not involve
a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

The probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated are not
significantly increased by this change to the
large break LOCA dose consequences. This
change has no effect on the LOCA safety
analysis for emergency core cooling system
performance, which demonstrates
conformance to the acceptance criteria of 10
CFR 50.46, as described in the PVNGS
Updated Final safety Analysis Section 6.3.3.
This change has no effect on structures,
systems or components prior to a LOCA or
any other accident. The new radiological
consequences of the revised large break
LOCA dose calculation are below 10 CFR 100
limits for the exclusion area boundary (EAB)
and low population zone (LPZ), and the 10
CFR 50, Appendix A, GDC 19 limits for the
control room, as shown in Table 1–1, Column
C. The NRC has previously approved changes
to the PVNGS LOCA dose consequences with
the acceptance criteria that the doses are still
within the guidelines set forth in 10 CFR 100
and GDC 19. This acceptance criteria is
described in the Safety Evaluation related to
amendment Nos. 64, 50, and 37 to PVNGS
Units 1, 2, and 3 respectively, dated
September 8, 1992.

The LOCA dose calculation is being
changed to include an additional release path
through allowable steam generator tube
leakage to the ADVs or TBVs. This change is
necessary to reflect a revised calculation
assumption that, following a large break
LOCA, the secondary system pressure would
fall below reactor coolant system pressure

and containment pressure when operators
cooldown the steam generators by using
ADVs or the TBVs (in accordance with the
safety analysis and EOPs [emergency
operating procedures]). It is desirable to use
the ADVs or TBVs to vent secondary system
steam and thus reduce heat input to the
reactor coolant system following a large break
LOCA. No other LOCA analysis assumptions
are being changed, and no changes are being
made to structures, systems, components or
procedures.

2. The proposed change does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously
evaluated.

This change has no impact on any
structures, systems, components, or
procedures. The only impact is the revised
radiological consequences of a large break
LOCA to include an additional release path,
as discussed in the response to Standard 1
above. Therefore, the proposed change does
not create the possibility of a new or different
kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated.

3. The proposed change does not involve
a significant reduction in a margin of safety.

This change to the large break LOCA dose
consequences does not involve a significant
reduction in a margin of safety. The new
radiological consequences of the revised
large break LOCA dose calculation are below
10 CFR 100 limits for the EAB and LPZ, and
the 10 CFR 50, Appendix A, GDC 19 limits
for the control room, as described in the
response to Standard 1 above. The NRC has
previously approved changes to the PVNGS
LOCA dose consequences with the
acceptance criteria that the doses are still
within the guidelines set forth in 10 CFR 100
and GDC 19. This acceptance criteria is
described in the Safety Evaluation related to
amendment Nos. 64, 50, and 37 to PVNGS
Units 1, 2, and 3 respectively, dated
September 8, 1992. No equipment
qualification is affected by the new
assumption of a release path through the
secondary system following a large break
LOCA, and no post LOCA radiation zones
will be changed. This change has no impact
on any structures, systems, components, or
procedures.

The NRC staff has reviewed the
licensee’s analysis and, based on that
review, it appears that the three
standards of 50.92(c) are satisfied.
Therefore, the NRC staff proposes to
determine that the amendments request
involve no significant hazards
consideration.

Local Public Document Room
location: Phoenix Public Library, 1221
N. Central Avenue, Phoenix, Arizona
85004

Attorney for licensee: Nancy C. Loftin,
Esq., Corporate Secretary and Counsel,
Arizona Public Service Company, P.O.
Box 53999, Mail Station 9068, Phoenix,
Arizona 85072–3999

NRC Project Director: William H.
Bateman

Carolina Power & Light Company,
Docket No. 50–261, H. B. Robinson
Steam Electric Plant, Unit No. 2,
Darlington County, South Carolina

Date of amendment request:
November 22, 1995

Description of amendment request:
The current Technical Specifications
(TS) Section 3.3.4.2 describes the
limiting condition during which
components in the Service Water (SW)
system may be inoperable. The TS
Section 3.3.4.2 states, in part, ‘‘During
power operation, the requirements of
3.3.4.1 may be modified to allow any
one of the following components to be
inoperable provided the remaining
systems are in continuous operation.’’
The proposed change will delete the
qualifying statement,’’... provided the
remaining systems are in continuous
operation,’’ from TS Section 3.3.4.2.
Currently, this statement requires the
‘‘remaining systems to be in continuous
operation’’ while allowing one SW loop
header, or one SW pump, or one SW
booster pump to be inoperable for a
period of 24 hours.

Basis for proposed no significant
hazards consideration determination:
As required by 10 CFR 50.91(a), the
licensee has provided its analysis of the
issue of no significant hazards
consideration, which is presented
below:

1. The proposed change does not involve
a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

The proposed change would remove the
requirement for the remaining SW system
components to be in continuous operation
while one TS-required component is
inoperable. Rather, the remaining
components would remain operable, and no
change would be made in normal system
operation. The SW system provides an
accident mitigation function and is not
involved in accident initiation sequences.
Therefore, the proposed change would not
involve a significant increase in the
probability of an accident previously
evaluated.

The capacity of the SW system is such that
its accident mitigation function can be
performed by operation of a maximum of two
SW pumps, one SW booster pumps, and one
SW header. While a TS-required component
is inoperable, sufficient accident mitigation
capability is provided by the remaining
operable components, rather than requiring
the remaining systems to be in continuous
operation. Therefore, the proposed change
would not cause a significant increase in the
consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

2. The proposed change does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously
evaluated.

The proposed change would remove the
requirement for the remaining SW system


