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These amendments revise the provisions in the Technical Specifications 
relating to fuel densification. Operation of the facilities will be 
within the limits and restrictions of both the change to the Technical 
Specifications and the Emergency Core Cooling System evaluation.  

A copy of the Federal Register Notice is also enclosed.  

Sincerely, 

Ornaj Signed 

George Lear, Chief 
Operating Reactors Branch #3 
Directorate of Licensing

Enclosures: 
1. Amendments Nos. 6 and 3 
2. Federal Register Notice 
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Mr. Edward G. Bauer
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Eugene J. Bradley, Esquire 

Philadelphia Electric Company 

Assistant General Counsel 
2301 Market Street 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19101 

Albert R. Steele, Chairman 

Board of Supervisors 
Peach Bottom Township 
R. D. No. I 
Delta, Pennsylvania 17314 

Wilmer P. Bolton 

Chairman, Board of Supervisors 

Drumore Township 
R. D. No. 1 

Holtwood, Pennsylvania 17532 

Mrs. Louisa R. Yeagley 

Martin Memorial Library 

159 E. Market Street 

York, Pennsylvania 17401 

Mr. R. A. Heiss, Coordinator 

Pennsylvania State Clearinghouse 

Governor's Office of State Planning 

and Development 
P. 0. Box 1323 

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120 

(w/o enclosures) 

Mr. Thomas M. Gerusky, Director 

Office of Radiological Health 

Department of Environmental 
Resources 

P. 0. Box 2063 

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17105 

Troy B. Conner, Jr., Esquire 

Conner, Hadlock & Knotts 

1747 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 

Washington, D. C. 20006

Raymond L. Ilovis, Esquire 
35 South Duke Street 

York, Pennsylvania 17401

W. W. Anderson, Esquire 
Deputy Attorney General 

Department of Justice 

Second Floor - Capitol Annex 

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120 

John B. Griffith, Esquire 

Special Assistant Attorney 

General, Maryland 
Annapolis, Maryland 

Warren Rich, Esquire 
Special Assistant Attorney 

General, Maryland 

Annapolis, Maryland 21401 

Mr. Robert Blanco 

Environmental Protection Agency 
Region III 
Curtis Building 
6th and Walnut Street 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19106
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UNI TECI STAT.S

ATfCNAM E AMrl'.31G 
1 ,! WA ,4XO O;A H N!(T ., D.O." 2.51• 

PT! LP ELU RIA FLECT1<3i' $7 'Q\flY 

W07 NO._.50-277 

PEACH UCTTOM ATOMIC PO'WER .''1'T:; , UNIT 2 

• AMF,•.ND] T'TC FACILITY MUI•7t' AF( £A L]C 

A.cndent No., 
License No. 'A':

The Atomic Energy Commission (the Commission) h:s found th•t: 

A. The application for amendment by Phila-;delphia Electrio Con.-T.a y 

(the licensee) dated July 12, 197h, c(clies with t:h tst... f"&4,' 

and requirements of the Atcmic Energy Act. of 19s)l as a-erd,.  

(the Act), and the Cotmnissicn's rules and regulaztaions set irt.h 

in 1.0 CFR Chapter I; 

B. The facility will operate in co.nfority with the a}p.icatien 4 

the provisions of the Act, annd the rules and regulations of 

the Commission; 

C. There is reasonable assurance (i) that the activities 

authorized by this amendment can be conducted without 

endangering the health and safety of the public, and 

(ii) that such activities will be conducted in compliance 
with the Commission's regulations; 

D. The issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the 

common defense and security or to the health and safety of 
the public; and 

E. No request for a hearing or petition for leave to intervene 

was filed following notice of the proposed action.  

2. Accordingly, the license is amended by a change to the Technical 

Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license 

amendment and Paragraph 2.C.(2) of Facility License No. DPR-44 

is hereby amended to read as follows;
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"(2) Technical Specifications 

• . The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices A 
and B, as revised, are hereby Incorporated in the license.  
The licensee shall operate the facility in accordance with 
the Technical Specifications, as revised by issued changes 
thereto rhrough Change No. 6." 

3. .Thls license amendment is effective as of the date of its issuance.  

FOR THIE ATOMIC ENERGY CO-IISSION 

Or~g"n| signed 

Karl R. Coller, Assistant Director 
for Operating Reactors 

Directorate of Licensing 

Attachment: 
Change 'o. 6 to the 

Technical Spec i flc6-t ions

Date of Issuance: NOV 2 2 1974



ATTACERHIt.T TO LICENSE AMENDMNT NO. 5 

(CHANCE NO. 6 TO TIHE TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS) 

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-44 

DOCKET "O. 50-277 

Replace pages 133a, 134, 140, 140a and 142 with the 

attached revised pages. Add the attached new page 133b. (No 

changes were made"on page 134.)



LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

3.5.1 Average Planar L11GR

61

During steady state power operation, 
the average linear heat generation 
rate (LHGR) of hll the rods in any 
fuel assembly, as a function of 

average planar exposure, at Any 

axial location, shall not exceed 
the maximum average planar LHGR 
shown in Figure 3.5.1.A or Figure 
3.5.1.B.*

3.5.J Local LIIGR 

During steady state power opera-tono 
the linear heat generation rate 

(I.Nii) of any rod in any fuel 
asse::,bly at any axial location 
shall not exceed the maximum 
allowable LlIGR as calculated by 
the following equation: 

LHGRnax = L1LGRd [i max LT 

LHGRd = Design LHGR = 18.5 kw/ft.

Pmax
M1aximum. power spiking penalt

= 0.037 unit 2 

= 0.032 unit 3 

LT = Total core length 12 ft.  

= 12 feet Unit 2 

= 12.167 feet Unit 3 

L = Axial position above bottom of 
core

*On August 5, 1974, Philadelphia Electric 
Company submitted an Emergency Core 
Cooling System (ECCS) evaluation and 

proposed changes. to the Technical 
Specifications in accordance with 10 CFR 

Part 50, Section 50.46. Upon submittal 
of the ECCS evaluation and-proposed 
Technical Specifications, 10 CFR Part 50, 

Section 50.46(a)(2)(iv) required that the 

facility shall be operated within the 

(more conservative) limits of both the 

proposed and approved Technical Specificatic 

In order to satisfy 10 CFR Part 50, Section 
c)46, faciity opcration shall therefore 

lbe within all the limits and restrictions

SURVEILLANCE REQUIRFMENT 

4.5.1 Average Planar LIIGR 

Daily during reactor power operation.  
the average planar LHGR shall be 
checked.  

4.5.J Local LHGR 

Daily during reactor power operation 
the local L11GR shall be checked.



7TT''Vr .'rW ADnDV'D A ITAM rI7T T1 P1~flTTPVMVhTT SL.LIM1iiNAU UVIN1J.LILUIN £LJI% JV~X1~J'L i s. "

*of both this Technical Specification 
change and the ECCS evaluation, including 
the proposed Technical Specifications, 
submitted on August 5, 1974, unless 
modified by the Director of Regulation 
pursuant to 10 CFR Part 50, Section 50.46 
(a)(2)(v). 133b

0
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3.5 *A DASE5 

Coror Sray antl LP•(T' Subsystems 

Th's specification assures that adequa3te emergency cooling 

capability is available whenever irradiated fu2l is in the 

reactor .vessel.  

Based on the loss-of-coolant analvsis included in General 

Electric Topical T, cport NFDO-10329 and the sensitivity 
studies given in Supplcment 1 th::teto znd :ubsctcCion 6.7 
of the FSAR and the Philedelphia Electric Compan-y latter 

dated August 2G, 3.971, and in accordance with the AE:C's 
"Interim Accceptaznce Criteria for-. E- rgrncy Core Cool-- 
Systcmr" publishcA on June 19, 1971, any of the followinq 
cooling systernw provides sufficient cooling to the care to 

di.sipatc thc cnergy associat.-zd with the loss-of-coolant 
.acrident, to lim.it calculated fuel cl•I temperature to 
less than 2 3 0 0c)F to assure that core geo.o.etry renains in

tact, and to limit clad meetal-v.ater reaction to less than 
l%; the two core snray subsytems: or eithcr of the two 
Cov'e spray subzy,;tciis and t%*.o RHR pu-...s operating in the 

LPCI mode with upcrzablc LPCI injection valves.  

The limiting conditions of ov,.-ration in Specificaticns 
3.5.A.1 through 3.5.A.6 specify the co:.binatiori3 of oocr
able subsystems to assure the availability of thc mini-.un 
cooling systems noted above.  

Core spray distribution-has been shovn. in full-scale 
tests of systems s.imilar in ,,i-'nign to that of Peach Bottom 
2 .nd 3, to exce'od the minimn- rcqui-rv:r.-nt5 by at least 
25t. 5 1 addition, cooling cffectivcnozs has been c n
str:atcCt at les!. tLha half the rated flow rin simulatil fuel 
Osseitlier, . with hr1itur rods 't.. duplicate the decay :'eat 

c.•ractcr:tti-tics of irradiated fueL. The accident analysis 
is addiLionally conservative in that no credit is taken 
for :spray coolant c.ntering thv reactor before the internal 
presn~urc has fallen to 105 psig.  

The LI'CI suhsystem is designer to provide e:mergency cool
ing to the core by flooding in the event of a loss-of
coolant accidcnt. This systen functions in combination 
with the core spray system to prevent excessive fuel clad 
temparature. The LPCI subsystem and the core spray sub
system provide adequate cooling for break areas of appro
ximately 0.2 square feet up to and including the double
ended recirculation line break without assistance from the 
high pressure emergency core cooling subsystems.  

"'I•IL 1973 134-
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* .5 BASES (cont'd.) 

H. Engineered Safeguards Compartments Coolingand Ventilation 

One unit cooler in each pump compartment is capable of providing adequate 

ventilation flow and cooling. Engineering analyse;; indicate that thd temperature 

rise in safeguards compartments without adequate ventilation flow or cooling 

is such that continued operation of the safeguards equipment or associated 

auxiliary equipment cannot be assured. Ventilaticn associated with the 

High Pressure Service Water Pumps is also associated with the Emergency 

Service Water pumps, and is specified in Specification 3.9.  

I. Average Planar LH1GR 

This specification assures that the peak clfadding temperature following 

the postulated design basis loss-of-coolant accident will not exceed the 

2300OF limit specified in the Interim Acceptance Criteria (IAC) issued 

in June 1971 considering the postulated effects of fuel pellet densification.  

The peak cladding temperature following a postulated loss-of-coolant 

accident is primarily a function of the average heat generation rate of 

all the rods of a fuel assembly at any axial location and js only 

dependent secondarily on the rod to rod power distribution within an 

assembly. Since expected local variations in po-,,wcr distribution within a 

fuel assembly affect the calculated peak clad temperature by less than 

+ 20 F relative to the peak temperature for a typical- fuel dc:ign, the 

limit on the average linear heat generation rate is sufficient to assure 

that calculated temperatures are below the lAC limit.  

The, maximum average planar linear heat generation rates shown iir-Figures 

3.5.1.A and 3.5.1.B are based on calculations employing the GEGAP III 

model described in the General Electric reports NEDO-2018], "CEGAP I1l, 

A Model for the Prediction of Pellet-Clad Thermal Conductance in BWI 

Fuel Rods," November 1973 with related proprietary information provided 

in NEDC-20181 (Proprietary), November 1973.  

•' GEGAP III is a theoretical model which provides an exposure dependent pellet

clad gap thermal conductance by incorporating time-dependent fuel densification, 

time-dependent gap closure, and gap closure effects due to cladding 

creepdown. Validity of GEGAP III has been verified by comparison with 

in-reactor experimental results. The accuracy of the evaluation of fuel 

performance, post LOCA, was improved with the use of GEGAP III, since 

previous gap conductance models did not have the capability for calculating 

the fuel cladding gap conductance as a function of fuel lifetime.  

Use of the OEGAP III model yields an increase in the calculated pellet-clad 

gap conductance which in turn causes a decrease in the calculated stored 

energy in the fuel rods. A reduction in calculated stored energy reduces the 6 

calculated peak clad temperature following a postulated LOCA or, conversely, 

allows a compensating increase in MAPLIIGR for a constant calculated peak clad 

temperature. The specified MAPLHGR values maintain a calculated peak clad 

temuerature within the limitation imposed by the IAC.

- 140 -
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J. Local LEGR 

This specification assures that the linear heat generation rate in any 

rod is less than the design linear heat generation even if fuel pellet 

densification is postulated. The power spike penalty specified is based 

on the analysis presented in Section 3.2.1 of the GE topical report 

NEDM-10735 Supplement 6, and assumes a linearly increasing variation in 

axial gaps between core bottom and top, and assures with a 95% confidence, 

that no. more than one fuel rod exceeds the design linear heat generation 

rate due to power spiking.

- 140a -
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1 .....m~ i ' -. .. " C ' ( -.  

The Atomic E'ergy 0 -s'ion ( 'has f. ." ' : h t, 

A The appl i.cation for Arend.r.ent bx .. i; . >ct :-ic; Co"-Y nyJ 

(the li.censee) dxt ed July 1ir e ., .nda r 

and r&I'irement - c4 the AtcC.a'".. . .... -- cf lb es 

( t h e A c t ) a n d t h e .C , o .i i s s i .. .r.. .. In, f o r t h 

in 10 CYR Chapter I; 

B. The fa)cility will operate Thn coen for:ty, th ;-cateion 

the provi sions o: the Act, ;. re e Zan ; re iL,:tin s 

of the Comission; 

C. There is reasonable assurance (i) Lb .t Ur activities authorized 

by this amendment can be conducted withrout endang:-`ing the 

health and safety of the public, !,!nd (ii) that s a.e ctivities 

will be conducted in compliance with -hhe Co emission's regulations; 

D. The issuance of th"is amendment will not be inimical to the 

common defense and security or to thr.e health and safety of 

the public; and 

E. No request for a hearing or petition for leave to intervene 

was filed following notice of the proposed action.  

2. Accordingly, the license is amended-by a change to the Technical 

Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license 

amendment and Paragraph 2.C.(2) of Facility License No. DPR-56 is 

hereby amended to read as follows:
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"(2) Technical Specifications 

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices A 
and B, as revised, are hereby incorporated in the license, 
The licensee shall operate the facility in accordance with 
the Technical Specifications, as revised by issued changes 
thereto through Change No. 3." 

3. This license amendment is effective as of the date of its issuance.  

FOR THE ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

Orivinal Slgned 

Karl R. Goller, Assistant Director 
for Operating Reactors 

Directorate of Licensing 

Attachment: 
Change No. 3 to the 

Technical Specifications

Date of Issuance: NOV 2 2 1974



ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO. 3 

(CHANGE NO. 3 TO THE TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS 

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-56 

DOCKET NO. 50-278 

Replace pages 133a. 134, 140, 140a and 142 with the 

attached revised pages. Add the attached new page 133b. (No 

changes were made on page 134.)



LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENT

3.5.1 Average Planar LHGR

During steady state power operation, 
the average linear heat generation 
rate (LHGR) of all the rods in any 
fuel assembly, as a function of 
average planar exposure, at any 
axial location, shall not exceed 
the maximum average planar LHGR 
shown in Figure 3.5.1.A or Figure 
3.5.1.B.*

3.5.J Local LHGR 

During steady state power operation, 
the linear heat generation rate 
(LHCR) of any rod in any fuel 
assembly at any axial location 
shall not exceed the maximum 
allowable L11GR as calculated by 
the following equation: 

LHGRma L11 GR~j[4) () 
ax d Mp! m~ax LR LT 

LHGRd =Design LHGR 18.5 kw/ft.

Pmax
= Maximum power spiking penaltj

= 0.037 unit 2 
=0.032 unit 3 

LT = Total core length = 12 ft.  

= 12 feet Unit 2 

= 12.167 feet Unit 3 

L = Axial position above bottom of 
core 

*On August 5, 1974, Philadelphia Electric 
Company submitted an Emergency Core 
Cooling System (ECCS) evaluation and 
proposed changes to the Technical 
Specifications in accordance with 10 CFR 
Part 50, Section 50.46. Upon submittal 
of the ECCS evaluation and proposed 
Technical Specifications, 10 CFR Part 50, 
Section 50.46(a)(2)(iv) required that the 
facility shall be operated within the 
(more conservative) limits of both the 
proposed and approved Technical Specificati, 
In order to satisfy 10 CFR Part 50, Section 
50.46, facility operation shall therefnre 
be within all the limits and restrictions

4.5.1 Average Planar LHGR 

Daily during reactor power operation
the average planar LHGR shall be 
checked.  

4.5.J Local LHGR 

Daily during reactor power operation 
the local LHGR shall be checked.

as*

4
133a k

SURVEILLANCE REQUIRiEmNTLIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION
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LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

:*of both this Technical Specification 

:change and the ECCS evaluation, including 

!the proposed Technical Specifications, 
isubmitted on August 5, 1974, unless 

.:iodified by the Director of Regulation 
ioursuant to 10 CFR Part 50, Section 50.46 
:(a)(2)(v). 133b

3

SURVEILLANCE REgPIREMENT



* ThO specification asrsta 
cut mrec oln 

Capbilty s'aailblewhenever irradiated fuel 
in in the 

reactor vessel.  

Based onl the IOSS7f-ofClaflt anal'ysis include~d in General 

Electric Topical fcport NFDO-1032
9 and thee sansitivi.ty 

studies givcn in .SUQpplCrntf 1 th::reto end~c Suncnc-i £.7 

of the FSAR and t-c' Phi1lvdalp:nia ElectricC cmp'ry lcttor 

dated Augost 26, 1.971, and in aencordZance with thv AM's 

"t Interim1 AcdoptajflC Cri~teria~ ior..~rergcy Corc Ccls 

Systumn" publish(:'i 0T June 19, 1971, any of the followin: 

cording systems- provide.s suflicicnt 
coolin~g to the coer to 

djitsjpate the cncrqy associZatod wit~h the lossof-coolan 

.accident, to lim~it calculated~ fudl clad~ temperature 
to 

NOs than 23O00'F to onui.C that core qeo7-try rceZaiTn in

tact, and to limit clad o.ctal-watcr reaction to less than 

)1t; the two core snraY subs~U~stes or eithecr of the two 

coreC spray suW1Y~tC;..- and 4t:..o MR PUSp5 operating in thc 

ILPCI wode with upcrcnblc I1PCI injection valves.  

The limniting conditions of o:,oration in Spcdifcat1cns 

3.f.A.1 throug~h 3.5.A.6 specify the coh~in.'tiona 0. opr 

able subsystems to assure the availab-litY 
of the miiu 

cooling S'ster~s noted above.  

Core spray distribution-has bMen 
shwn. in fulliscalec 

lo~st" of Systems nimrilar in c. .. in to that of Peach Baetton 

2 i'nd.3. to ecnci' t.he ninirv:n relvirv:m.ortc by. at N ant 

25t, i n additiol, cCo1. lng C~ f(ct' vonns has~ beenC~rl 

Urt',t(d "it less t.an half the ratac. f lo- siU 

c11ar;%ct~qr] tti s V. irradiAted SO~~. The accident a3n1VS is 

is addi Liconally ccnscrvativo in that no credit is ta%&.n 

for n 1 'roy coolanlt cntCnrinc9 th reactor before the internal 

presnurc his fallen to 105. psig.  

Thc LVC1 subsystem i~s dcsik.e5 to provide emergcency cool

ing to the Coro by flooding in the event of a loss-of

coolant accident. This systcfl functions in com~binationl 

with the core spray system'to prevent ex:cessive fuel clad 

tentL~eraturC. The LPCI subsystem znd the care spray sub

system provide adequate cooling for break arcas of appro

ximatcly 0.2 square feet up to and including the double

Onded recirculation line brca% without 
assistance from~ the 

higjh pressure emer gency core cooling 
subsystemns.  

APRIL1973-134-



PBAPS

:.5 BASES (cont'd.) 

H. Engineered Safeguards Compartments Cooling and Ventilation 

One unit co'oler in each pump compartment is capable of providing adequate 

ventilation flow and cooling. Engineering analyses indicate that thi temperature 

rise in safeguards compartments without adequate ventilation flow or cooling 

is such that continued operation of the safeguards equipment or associated 

auxiliary equipment cannot be assured. Ventilation associated with the 

High Pressure Service Water Pumps is also associated with the Emergency 

Service Water pumps, and is specified in Specification 3.9.  

I. Average Planar LHGR 

This specification assures that the peak cladding temperature following 

the postulated design basis loss-of-coolant accident will not exceed the 

2300OF limit specified in the Interim Acceptance Criteria (IAC) issued 

in June 1971 considering the postulated effects of fuel pellet densification.  

The peak cladding temperature following a postulated loss-of-coolant 

accident is primarily a function of the average heat generation rate of 

all the rods of a fuel assembly at any axial location and is only 

dependent secondarily on the rod to rod power distribution within an 

assembly. Since expected local variations in power distribution within a 

fuel assembly affect the calculated peak clad temperature by less than 

+ 20 F relative to the peak temperature for a typical- fuel design, the 

limit on the average linear heat generation rate is sufficient to assure 

that calculated temperatures are below the IAC limit.  

The maximum average planar linear heat generation rates shown in Figures 

3.5.1.A and 3.5.1.B are based on calculations employing the GEGAP III 

model described in the General Electric reports NEDO-2018., .CEAI IT, 

A Model for the Prediction of Pellet-Clad Thermal Conductance in BI.' 

Fuel Rods," November 1973 with related proprietary information provided 

in NEDC-20181 (Proprietary), November 1973.  

GEGAP III is a theoretical model which provides an exposure dependent pellet

clad gap thermal conductance by incorporating time-dependent fuel densification, 

time-dependent gap closure, and gap closure effects due to cladding 

creepdown. Validity of GEGAP III has been verified by comparison with 

in-reactor experimental results. The accuracy of the evaluation of fuel 

performance, post LOCA, was improved with the use of GEGAP III, since 

previous gap conductance models did not have the capability for calculating 

the fuel cladding gap conductance as a function of fuel lifetime.  

Use of the GEGAP III model yields an increase in the calculated pellet-clad 

gap conductance which in turn causes a decrease in the calculated stored 

energy in the fuel'rods. A reduction in calculated stored energy reduces the 

calculated peak clad temperature following a postulated LOCA or, conversely, 

allows a compensating increase in MAPLHGR for a constant calculated peak clad 

temperature. The specified MAPLIIGR values maintain a calculated peak clad 

temoerature within the limitation imposed by the AGC.

- 140 -
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PBAPS 

J. Local LHGR 

This specification assures that the linear heat generation rate in any 

rod is less than the design linearheat generation even if fuel pellet 

densification is postulated. The power spike penalty specified is based 

on the analysis presented in Section 3.2.1 of the GE topical report 

NEDM-10735 Supplement 6, and assumes a linearly increasing variation in 

axial gaps between core bottom and top, and assures with a 95% confidence, 

that no more than one fuel rod exceeds the design linear heat generation 

rate due to power spiking.

- 140a -
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U. S. ATOMIC MERGY COM•.SSIoI, 

DOCKETS NOB. 50-277 AM 50-278 

PHILADELPRIA ELECTRIC COMPANY 

NOTICE OF ISSUANCE OF AMNEDMENTS 
TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSES 

No request for a hearing or petition for leave to intervene having been 

filed following publication of the notice of proposed action in the FEDERAL 

REGISTER on October 18, 1974 (39 P.R. 37236), the Atomic Energy Commission 

(the Commission) has issued Amendments Nos. 5 and 3 to Facility Operating 

Licenses Nos. DPR-44 and DPR-56 respectively. The licenses authorize the 

Philadelphia Electric Company to operate the Peach Bottom Nuclear Power 

Station, Units Nos. 2 and 3, located in Peach Bottom, York County, 

Pennsylvania. These amendments are effective as of date of issuance.  

The amendments revise the provisions in the Technical Specifications 

relating to fuel densification. Operation of the facilities will be 

within the limits and restrictions of both the change to the Technical 

Specifications and the Emergency Core Cooling System evaluation, 

including proposed Technical Specifications submitted by the licensee on 

August 5, 1974.  

The Cowmission has found that the application for amendments complies 

with the standards and requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as 

amended (the Act), and the Commission's rules and regulations. The 

Commission has made appropriate findings as required by the Act and the 

Commission's rules and regulations in 10 CFR Chapter I, which are set 

forth in the license amendments.
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For further details with respect to these license amendments see 

Amendments Nos. 5 and 3 with Changes Nos. 6 and 3 which are available 

for public inspection at the Commission's Public Document Roora, 1717 H 

Street, N. W., Washington, D. C. and at the Martin Memorial Library, 

159 E. Market Street, York, Pennsylvania. A single copy of the items 

may be obtained upon request addressed to the U. S. Atomic Energy 

Commission, Washington, D. C. 20545, Attention: Deputy Director for 

Reactor Projects, Directorate of Licensing - Regulation.  

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this day of 

FOR THE ATOMIC ENERGY CONNISSION 

Original Signed 

George Lear, Chief 
Operating Reactors Branch #3 
Directorate of Licensing 
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