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Box 37082, Washington, D.C. 20013–
7082. GPO deposit account holders may
charge their order by calling 202/275–
2060. Copies are also available from the
National Technical Information Service,
Springfield, Virginia 22161.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 23rd day
of January 1995.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Frank P. Gillepsie,
Director, Inspection and Support Programs,
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 95–2167 Filed 1–27–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–M

[Docket Nos. 50–498 and 50–499]

Houston Lighting and Power
Company, et al.; Notice of
Consideration of Issuance of
Amendments to Facility Operating
Licenses, Proposed No Significant
Hazards Consideration Determination,
and Opportunity for a Hearing

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
considering issuance of amendments to
Facility Operating License Nos. NPF–76
and NPR–80, issued to Houston Lighting
& Power Company, et al., (the licensee)
for operation of the South Texas Project,
located in Matagorda County, Texas.
The original application dated
November 7, 1994, was previously
published in the Federal Register on
December 7, 1994 (59 FR 63122). That
application was supplemented by letters
dated December 20, 1994, and January
23, 1995.

The proposed amendment would
change the number of diesel generators
(emergency power supply) required to
be operable during Mode 6 with greater
than or equal to 23 feet of water above
the reactor vessel flange, from two to
one. The amendment would also allow
limited substitution of an alternate
onsite emergency power source for one
of the two required diesel generators, in
Mode 5 and in Mode 6 with less than
23 feet of water. In addition, changes to
certain system specifications that are
affected by the changes for the
emergency power supply were also
proposed.

In the initial application, dated
November 7, 1994, the licensee stated
that approval of these changes is
required by February 2, 1995, to support
the scheduled refueling outage
beginning on March 5, 1995. They also
stated that they would need this lead
time to cover planning and
implementation periods. The licensee
has been very prompt and attentive to
addressing all of the staff’s questions
and concerns, and had provided two

supplements (and revised proposed
technical specifications) to address
them. These staff questions and
concerns were not of a nature that could
have reasonably been anticipated by the
licensee. Approval of this change will
allow the licensee to complete the
refueling outage (and commence
startup) significantly earlier than
without the change.

Before issuance of the proposed
license amendment, the Commission
will have made finding required by the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended
(the Act) and the Commission’s
regulations.

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.91(a)(6) for
amendments to be granted under
exigent circumstances, the NRC staff
must determine that the amendment
request involves no significant hazards
consideration. Under the Commission’s
regulations in 10 CFR 50.92, this means
that operation of the facility in
accordance with the proposed
amendment would not (1) involve a
significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of
a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated; or
(3) involve a significant reduction in a
margin of safety. As required by 10 CFR
50.91(a), the licensee as 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 accidents previously
evaluated.

The equipment which is affected by the
technical specification changes proposed
here are not precursors to any accident
postulated to occur in Modes 5 and 6.
Therefore, the probability of an accident is
not increased. A design review has
demonstrated the ability of the required
systems to perform their accident mitigation
functions for the postulated accidents during
mode 5 and 6 operation. Therefore, it is
concluded that an increase in the
consequences of the postulated accidents
will not result from the proposed Technical
Specifications.

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

The system design, function, and
performance is not affected by these
specifications. No new equipment
interactions are created. Calculations and
Failure Modes and Effects Analyses (FMEA)
have been conducted for selected mechanical
systems and show there are no failures which
would cause situations where applicable
accidents would not be mitigated or which
would cause new accidents. On this basis,
the proposed change does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any previously evaluated.

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

The electrical power system specifications
support the equipment required to be
operable, commensurate with the current
level of safety, including the equipment
requiring a diesel backed power source. The
design review results demonstrate that
operation in Modes 5 and 6, in accordance
with the proposed Technical Specification
changes, is acceptable from an accident
mitigation standpoint. The basic Modes 5
and 6 plant system functions are not
changed. On this basis, the proposed change
does not involve a significant reduction in
the margin of safety.

The NRC staff has reviewed the
licensee’s analysis and, based on this
review, it appears that the three
standards of 10 CFR 50.92(c) are
satisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff
proposes to determine that the
amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission is seeking public
comments on this proposed
determination. Any comments received
within 15 days after the date of
publication of this notice will be
considered in making any final
determination.

Normally, the Commission will not
issue the amendment until the
expiration of the 15-day notice period.
However, should circumstances change
during the notice period, such that
failure to act in a timely way would
result, for example, in derating or
shutdown of the facility, the
Commission may issue the license
amendment before the expiration of the
15-day notice period, provided that its
final determination is that the
amendment involves no significant
hazards consideration. The final
determination will consider all public
and State comments received. Should
the Commission take this action, it will
publish in the Federal Register a notice
of issuance. The Commission expects
that the need to take this action will
occur very infrequently.

Written comments may be submitted
by mail to the Rules Review and
Directives Branch, Division of Freedom
of Information and Publications
Services, Office of Administration, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555, and should cite
the publication date and page number of
this Federal Register notice. Written
comments may also be delivered to
Room 6D22, Two White Flint North,
11545 Rockville Pike, Rockville,
Maryland, from 7:30 a.m. to 4:15 p.m.
Federal workdays. Copies of written
comments received may be examined at
the NRC Public Document Room, the


