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UNITED STATES 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555 

January 5, 1987 

Docket No. 50-352 

Mr. Edward G. Bauer, Jr.  
Vice President and General Counsel 
Philadelphia Electric Company 
2301 Market Street 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19101 

Dear Mr. Bauer: 

SUBJECT: FEDERAL REGISTER NOTICE 

RE: Limerick Generating Station, Unit I 

Enclosed is an Individual Notice of Consideration of Issuance of Amendment to 

Facility Operating License and Proposed No Significant Hazards Consideration 

Determination and Opportunity for Hearing. This amendment was requested by 

your letter dated November 17, 1986, as amended December 22, 1986. This 

Notice was forwarded to the Office of the Federal Repister for publication.  

Sincerely, 

Robert E. Martin, Project Manager 
BWR Project Directorate No. 4 
Division of BWR Licensing 

Enclosure: 
As stated 

cc w/enclosure: 
See next page



Mr. Edward G. Bauer, Jr 
Philadelphia Electric Company 

cc: 
Troy B. Conner, Jr., Esquire 
Conner and Wetterhahn 
1747 Pennsylvania Ave, N.W.  
Washington, D. C. 20006

Barry M. Hartman 
Office of General Counsel 
Post Office Box 11775 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 

Federic M. Wentz 
County Solicitor 
County of Montgomery 
Courthouse 
Norristown, Pennsylvania

17108

19404

Mr. John Franz, Plant Manager 
Limerick Generating Station 
Post Office Box A 
Sanatoga, Pennsylvania 19464 

Mr. Karl Abraham 
Public Affairs Officer 
Region I 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
63] Park Avenue 
King of Prussia, PA 19406 

Mr. Gene Kelly 
Senior Resident Inspector 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
P. 0. Box 47 
Sanatoga, Pennsylvania 19464

Limerick Generating Station 
Units 1 & 2 

Chairman Board of Supervisors of 
Limerick Township 

646 West Ridoe Pike 
Limerick, Pennsylvania 19468 

Frank R. Romano, Chairman 
Air & Water Pollution Patrol 
61 Forest Avenue 
Ambler, Pennsylvania 19002 

Dept. of Environmental Resources 
ATTN: Director, Office Radiolocic 

Health 
P. 0. Box 2063 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17105 

Mr. David Stone 
Limerick Ecology Action, Inc.  
P. 0. Box 761 
Pottstown, Pennsylvania 19464 

Thomas Gerusky, Director 
Bureau of Radiation Protection 
PA Dept. of Enviromental Resources 
P. 0. Box 2063 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120 

Governor's Office of State 
Planning and Development 

ATTN: Coordinator, Pennsylvania 
State Clearinghouse 

P. 0. Box 1323 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17102
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cc: 
Director, Pennsylvania Emergency 

Management Agency 
Basement, Transportation & 

Safety Building 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120 

Robert L. Anthony 
Friends of the Earth 

of the Delaware Valley 
103 Vernon Lane, Box 186 
Moylan, Pennsylvania 19065 

Charles E. Rainey, Jr., Esquire 
Chief Assistant City Solicitor 
Law Department, City of Philadelphia 
One Reading Center 
1101 Market Street, 5th Floor 
Philadelphia, PA 19107 

David Wersan, Esq.  
Assistant Consumer Advocate 
Office of Consumer Advocate 
1425 Strawberry Square 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120 

Dr. Richard F. Cole 
Administrative Judge 
Atomic Safety & Licensing Board 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20555 

Mr. J. T. Robb, NS-1 
Philadelphia Electric Company 
2301 Market Street 
Philadelphia, Pennylsvania 19101 

Timothy R. S. Campbell, Director 
Department of Emergency Services 
14 East Biddle Street 
West Chester, Pennsylvania 19380

Angus Love, Esq.  
107 East Main Street 
Norristown, Pennsylvania 19402

Helen F. Hoyt, Chairman 
Administrative Judge 
Atomic Safety & Licensing Board 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20555 

Dr. Jerry Harbour 
Administrative Judge 
Atomic Safety & Licensing Board 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20555 

Mr. Spence W. Perry, Esq.  
Associate General Counsel 
Federal Emergency Management Agency 
Room 840 
500 C St., S.W.  
Washington, D. C. 20472
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UIITED STATES NUCLEAR PERULATOPY COMMISSTON 

PPILADELPHIA ELECTRIC COMPANY 

DOCKET NO. 50-352 

NQIICF OF CONSIDERATION OF ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT TO 

FACILITY CLERAIING LICENSE ANQ PROPOSED NO SIGNIFICANT YVAPADS 

CONSIDERATIU' PETERMINATION AND OPT'RTUNITY FOR HEARING 

The U.S. Nuclear Peculatory Convission (the Commission) is considering 

issuarce of an anenoment to Fecility Operating License No. NPF-39 issued to 

Philadelphia Electric Company for operation of the Limerick Generatinn Station, 

Unit 1, located in Montgomery County. Pennsylvania.  

The proposed amendment would change the Technical Specifications (TS) and 

would satisfy a condition to the facility operating license in accordance with 

the licensee's application for amendment dated November 17, 1986 as amended on 

December 22, 1986. The proposed changes would revise Technical Specification 

(TS) 3/4.2.3 "Minimum Critical Power Ratio," TS Table 3.3.6-2, "Control Rod 

Block Instrumentation Setpoints," and TS 4.4.1.1.2, '"Reactor Coolant System

Surveillance Renuirements." License Ccndition 2.C(13), "Operation With Partial 

Feedwater Heatinq at Fnd-of-Cycle" would he satisfied since the basis for the 

condition, namely that the applicable safety analyses to permit operation with 

partial feedwater heating (PFH) had not been performed, has been satisfied by 

the submittal of such analysis by the licensee. The reason for these changes 

is to permit operation of the unit with PFH and increased core flow (ICF) in 

order to extend the fuel cycle and provide incrcased operational flexibility. The 

nrooosed increase in core flow up to 105 percent of rated flow and the proposed
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decrease in feedwater temperature by u~p to 60'F tend to decrease the percentage 

of voidina in the coolant in the reactor core. This results in increased 

moderator density with an attendant increase in reactivity and herce power 

level. The ability to thus ircrease power level above that which the reactor 

would otherwise hp capable of without PFH and ICF late in the fuel cycle is 

desirable to offset the reductior: in power production late in the fuel cycle 

due to depleticrn of fissionable material. While continuing to meet all safety 

analysis acceptance criteria, the proposec2 changes will result in operations 

at a relatively higher power level for several months and will also provide 

an estimirted one to two weeks extension of full power cycle length. This 

amerdrent does not involve ar increase above the currently licensed power 

level.  

The proposed changes corsist of the followirn: 

a. The minimum critical power ratio (ICPR) limits in TS 3/4.2.3 would be 

revised by the addition of specified MCPR limits for operation with ICF and 

PFH as shown on TS paces 3/4 2-8, 8a, 9, Figure 3.2.3-la and Figure 3.2.3-1b.  

The additional limits for operation with ICF and PFP ensures that abnormal 

operatioral transients initiated when operating with ICF and PFH do not result 

in violation cf the safety limit MCPR. The safety limit MCPR is unchanged 

from the value previously provided in the Final Safety Ar;alysis Peport (FSAR).  

b. The addition of a "high flow clamped" trip setpoint limit of 206 percent 

and allowable value of 109 percent of rated flow for the rod block monitor 

upscale alarm in TS Table 3.3.6-2 ensures that the rod blocks currently ircluded 

in the TS cannot be exceeded. This is the same requirement that has been in 

effect since iritial plant operation.
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c. Chanainc the control rod block instrument setpoints for the reactor coolant 

system recirculation flow upscale trip setpoint from 108 to 111 percent of 

rated flow and the allowable valup from Ill to 114 percent of rated flow in 

TS lable 3.3.6-2 ensures that the indication and alarm functions for this 

parameter will be provieed to the operators at a sufficiently greater value 

than the .5 percent uprePr limit cr, flow to allow for hardware uncertairties 

and sioral noise. Ihis parameter serves an indication and alarm function 

orly to the plant operator and is not directly invclved in plant Ijrotective 

actions and safety analyses.  

d. Chancing the recirculation pump motor-generator set scoop tube mechanical 

overspeed stop setpoint from 105 to 109 percent and the electrical overspeed 

stop setpoint from 102.5 to 107 percent cf rated core flow in TS 4.4.1.1.2 

provides adequate margin to allow the recirculation pump to operate up to 105 

percent of rated flow.  

e. An addition to the list of refercnces on page B 3/4 2-5 has been made to 

reflect the analysis report provided in support of the anEndment application.  

A chanae to index page xi has been made to reflect the additional table and 

÷icure for the MCPR limits.  

The licensee proposes to make these changes to the TS to extend the 

Cycle I operating time by several months by operating at reduced thermal 

pov.er with commensurate feedwater temperature and steam pressure conditions.  

Continued operation is possible because reduced steam voids, reduced fuel 

temperature and reduced equilibrium xenon yield reactivity gains which 

compensate for reactivity losses' due to depletion of fissionable material 

near the end of the fuel cycle. The amendmEnt does not involve an increase 

above the currently licensed power level.
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Before issuance of the proposed license amendment, the Commission will 

have made findings required by the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended 

(the Act) and the Commission'S regulations.  

The Coirmission has made a proposed determination that the amer.dn'ent 

reqiest involves no significart hazards consideration. Under the Commission's 

regulations in 10 CFR 50.92, th4s rreans that operation ef the facility in 

accordance with the proposed amendment would riot (1) involve a sianificant 

increase in the probability or consequences of ar. 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 sianificant 

reduction in a margin of safety.  

The licensce has provided analyses of siarificant hazards considerations 

in its request for a license amendment. The licensee has concluded with 

appropriate bases, that the proposed amendment satisfies the standards in 

10 CrR 50.92 and, therefore, irvolves no sicrificant hazards considerations.  

The KFC staff has rrade a preliminary review of the licensee's submittals.  

The staff's evaluation of the proposed chanaes is provided below.  

Standard 1 - Involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences 

of an accident previously evaluated.  

The anticipated operational occurrences (POOs) and accidents that have 

the potential for beirtc impacted by the proposed changes are generator load 

rejection with steam bypass failure (LRNPP), feedwater controller failure to 

maximum demand (FWCF), FWCF without bypass, FWCF without bypass and recircu

lation pump trip, MSTV closure with flux scram, rod withdrawal error, fuel 

loadina error, rod drop accident, LOCA and ATWS. All these ACOs and accidents
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have been reassessed to determine the consequences resultina from the prcposed 

changes. The result.S of these assessments show that the cc.nsequences are 

within the appropriate acceptance criteria discussed below.  

Standard Revev, Plan (SPP) 15.1.2 requires that increase in fcedwater 

flow events 5(- evaluated and SRP 1.2.1-15.2.5 requires that loss of load 

a6rd closure rf MSIVs be evaluated corsidering the potential for fuel damage 

or excessive reactor system pressure. The acceptance criteria are that the 

critical powet ratio must remain above the FCPR safety limit ard that syst(,rr 

nrnssure should be maintained below 110 percent of the desiar, value. The 

results, of the FWCF and the FWCF without bypass or recirculation pump trip 

analyses indicate that the MCPP remains above the safety limit value of 1.06 

and that systo•m pressure is well belovw the limit of 1375 psia. The results 

of the LRTNBP and the VSIV closure, which is the limiting overpressure transient, 

indicate that VMCPR remains above the safety limit value of 1.06 and that peak 

vessel pressure eoes not exceed 1273 psig, thus maintaining a 102 psia mardin 

to the limit of 1375 psia.  

The rod withdrawal error transient was evaluated. As. shown in TS Table 

3.3.6-2 the control rod block monitor upscale trip setpoint is a function of 

flow rate, ý1, and would increase to a value of 106 percent at rated flow con

ditions. Operating with ICF, without other compensations, would allow this 

setpcint to ircrease beyond 106 percent. Therefore the licensee has limited 

or "clipped" the trip setpoint to a maximum value of 206 percent. Thus the 

results of this transient are unchanged.  

SRP 15.4.7 specifies that the worst case fuel loadiro error be determined 

and that the effect on reactor power distribution be determined. The results
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of the analysis considering ICF ane PHF indicate that this does not become 

the limiting MCPR everet nor does it reduce overall MCPR margin.  

SRP 15.6.5 spEcifies the acceptance criteria for loss-of-coolant accidents.  

Results of ar.lyses of the effects of ICF and PFH on peak cladeina temperature 

(PCT) show that it increases by less than 10'F for the limiting break and that 

the previous'y established maximum average plarar linear heat ceneration rates 

(MAPLFGPs) are applicable for ICF and PHF operations.  

The results of analysis of effects of ICF and PFH on ant'cipated transients 

without scran- (ITWS) show teat perform•rnce is within design allcwable limits 

for overpressure protection, core and fuel performance, containnert performance 

and stability and that, furthermore, these results are bounded by the results 

cf previously performcd analyses.  

The results cf analysis of effects of ICF and PFH on containnert performance 

show thaT the contairment paralrfeters are bounded by the results previously 

reported ir the FSAR except for the dryyell deck downward differential pressure, 

the pool swell loads, the condensatier oscillation and chugging loads which 

are bounded by the previously established design values.  

Therefore, since all AOO's and accidents which tray have been impacted by 

the proposed changes have been andlyzed and found to be acceptable, the pro

posed changes will not significantly ircrease the probability or consequerces 

of any accident previously evaluated.  

Standard 2 - Create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident 

from any accident previously evaluated.  

Operation with ICF and PFH does not involve any equipment design charces.  

It effectively provides for normal plant operation in an increased area of
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the power-flow operating rap. Whil the events previously analyzed may be 
initiated from new operatinq cnnditions, no new path is created that could 

lead to a new or different kind of accident. With the incorporation of the 
nrw MCPR, rod block and rcrirculation pump speed limits, operation is kept 

within equipment desicn and reoulatory limits. The licensee concluded, and 

staff agrees, that the propcsed changes do not create the possibility of a 
new or different kind of accident fror- any accident previously evaluated.  

Standard 3 - Involve a Significant Reduction In a Margin of Safety 

The purpose of the revised MCPP liraits for operation with ICF ana PFH is 

to ensure that AOP's initfated durinc ICF and PFH operations do not result in 

violation of the VCPR safety limit. In the analyses of AOOs the revised MCPR 
limits rave been shcwn to be surflcient to accomplish this objective and thus 

preserve a margin to safety equivalent to that previously established.  

As discussed above, the changes concerning the rod withdrawal error 

transient ensure that the margin is unchanged for this event.  

The control rc~d block instrument setpoints for the recirculation flow trip 
setpoint are for the purpose of providing indication and alarms to the operator 

2rd thus have not been relied upon to establish the margin to design or safety 

limits. Powever, since the core flow would be increased by five percert and 

this trip setpoirt would be increased by only three percent, the difference 

between the intended flowrate and the trip setpoint would be reduced thus 

enhancing its function as an indication and alarm of unintended higch flow 

operation.  

The recirculation pump motor-generator set mechanical and electrical 

overspeed stop setpoints have been increased from 105 to 109 percent and from
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102.5 to 107 percent respectively. These setpoints will ensure that the set 

trips either on the mechanical or the electrical stops at either 107 or 109 

percent of rated spPed. The ef'ect on plant design transients with a maximum 

core flow runout to 107 percent and 109 percert has been considered. Whereas 

the core flow rate would be increased by five percent the rechanical and 

electrical overspeed stops are only teina increased by 4 and 4.5 percent, 

respectively, thus snhanciro the function of the stops to prevent uWintended 

hich flow operation. The effects on the MCPR limits fcr flows up to 109 

percent has also heen considered.  

The results of operation with ICF and PFH on the mechanical loads on 

reactcr internals and fuel assemblies, the flow induced vibration of reactor 

interrnals and on the feedwater nozzle and sparger fatigue useage factors were 

also considered and found not to involve siorificant reductions in the margin 

of safety associated with these parameters.  

Therefore, the opEration of the facility in accordance with the prcposed 

chances will not involve a siqnificant reduction in a margin of safety.  

Accordingly, the Commission proposes to determire that the proposed chances 

to the facility operatina license and to the Technical Specifications to allow 

plant operations with increased core flow ar.d partial feedwater heating does 

not involve significant hazards considerations.  

The Commission is seekino public comments on this proposed determination.  

Any comments received within 30 days after the date of publication cf this 

notice will be considered in making any final determination. The Commission 

will not normally make a final determination unless it receives a request for 

a hearina.
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Written cornnents should be addressed to the Rules and Prccedures Branch, 

Division of Rules and Records, Office of Administration, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 

Commission, Washiraton, D.C. 20555, and shculd cite the publication date and 

pace number of thi FFDERAL REGISTER notice. Copies of comments rcceived may 

be examtr.edi at the VPC Public Document Room, 1717 H Street, V'W, Washington, D.C.  

By February 9, 1987 . the licensee may file a reauest for a hearing 

with respeLt tc issuance cf the amendment to the subject facility operating 

license arc any person whose interest may be affected by this proceed~no and 

who wisI-es to participate as a rbrty in the proceedino r'ust file a written 

petition for Ilave to intervene. Request for a hearing and petitions for 

ieave to intervene shall be filed in accordance with the Commission's "Rules 

of Practice for Domestic Licensing Proceedings" in 10 CFP Part 2. If a 

request for a heping or petition for leave to intervene is filed by the above 

date, the Commission or an Atomic Safety and Licensirc Board, desiOcnated by 

the Commission or by the Chairman of the Atomic Sefety and Licensing Board 

Panel, will rule on the request and/or petitior ard the Secretary or the 

designated Atomic Safety and Licensing Board will issue a notice of hearing 

or an appropriate order.  

As required by 10 CFR §2.714, a petition for leave to intervene shall set 

forth with particularity the interest of the petitioner in the proceeding, and 

how that irterest may be affected ty the results of the proceeding. The petition 

should specifically explain the reasons why intervention should be permitted 

with particular reference to the following factors: (1) the nature of the 

petitioner's right under the Act to he rade a party to the proceeding; (2) the 

nature and extent of the petitiorer's property, financial, or other interest
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in the proceeding; and (3) the possible effect of any order which may be entered 

in the proceeding on the petitioner's interest. The petition should also 

identify th, Fpecific aspect(s) of the subject matter of the proceeding as to 

which petitioner wishes to intervene. Any person who has filed a petition 

for leave to intervene or who has been admitted as a party may amenr the 

petitior viithout requesting leave of the Board up to fifteen (15) days prior 

to the first prehearing ccrference scheduled i-, the proceeding, but such an 

airended petition must satisfy the specificity requirements described above.  

Not later than fifteen (15) days prior to the first preharhno conference 

scheduled in the proceedire, a petitioner shall file a supplEnevt to the 

petition tc intervene which must include a list of the contentions which are 

sought to be litigated in the matter, and the tases for each contention set 

forth with reasonable specificity. Contentions shall be limited to matters 

within the scope of the arrendment Linder consideration. A petitioner who fails 

to file such a supplement which satisfies these requirements with respect to 

at least one contcention will rot be permitted to participate as a party.  

Those permitted to intervene become parties to the proceeding, subject 

to any limitations ii the order aranting leave to intervene, and have the 

oppcrtunity to participate fully in the conduct of the hearino, including the 

opportunity to present evidence and cross-examine witnesses.  

If a hearing is requested, tte Commission will make a final determination 

on the issue of nc significant hazards consideration. The final determination 

will serve to decide when the hearing is field.  

If the final determination is that the amendment request involves no 

significant hazards consideration, the Commission may issue the amendment and
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make it effective, notwithstar.ding the request for a hearing. Any hearing 

Old would take place after issuance of the amendment.  

Normally, the Comrmlnsion will not issue the ar:endment until the 

xgiratior, of the 30-day notice period. However, should circumstances change 

durinc the notice period such that failure to act in a timely way wo.vld result 

in deratino or shutdown of the facility, the Commission may issue the license 

anendmert before the expiratior of the 30-day notice period, provided that 

its final determination is that the amerdment invrlves no sigrnificant hazards 

consideration. The final determination will consider all public ard State 
comments received. Should the Commissior, take this action, it will publish a 

notice of issuance and provide fOr opportunity for a hearing after issuance.  

The Conmission expects that the need to take this action will occur very 

infreauently.  

A request for a hearina or a petitior for leave to intervene rust be 

filed with the Secretary of the Commission, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attn: Docketing and Service branch, or may be delivered 

to the Commission's Public Docurent Room, 1717 H Street, NW Washington, D.C., 
by the above date. Where petitions are filed during the last ten (10) days of 

the notice period, it is requested that the petitioner promptly sc inform the 

Commission by a toll-free telephone call to Western Union at (800) 325-6000 

(in Missouri (800) 342-6700). The Western Unior operator should be given 

Datagram Identification Number 3737 and the following message addressed to 

Walter R. Butler, Director, BWR Prcject Directorate No. 4, Division of BWR 

Licensing: petitioner's name and telephone nunber; date petition was mailed; 

plant name; and publication date and page number of this FEDERAL REGISTER notice.
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A copy of the petitiorn shculd also be sent to the Office of the General Counsel, 

U.S. Nuclear Peoulatory Conmmission, Washington, D.C. 20555, and to Conner and 

Vetterhahn, 17-7 Pennsylvania Avenue, Washington, D.C. 20G36, attorney for 

the licensee.  

Nontirrely filincs of petitions for leave to intervene, emended petitions, 

supplemental petitions Frnd/or requests for hearing will not be entertained 

absent a determinatien by the Conmmission, the presiding cfficer or the presiding 

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board, that the petition and/or request should be 

granted based upon a balancino of factors specified in 10 CFR 2.714(a)(1)(i)-(v) 

and 2.714(d).  

For further details with respect to this action, see the application for 

arerdment dated N:ovember 17, 3986, as armended on Deccmber 22, 19F!6, which is 

available for pu5l1c inspection at the Co-rission's Public Document Room, 1717 H 

Street, NW, Uashington, D.C. 20555, and at the Pottsotwr, Public Library, 500 

Hiph Street, Pottstown, Pernsylvania 19464.  

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 5th day of january, 1987.  

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

Walter R. Butler, Director 
BWR Project Oirectorate No. 4 
Division of BWR Licensing



-bocjke-

UNITED STATES 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555 
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Sholly Coordinator 
Division of BWR Licensing 

FROM: Walter R. Butler, Director 
BWR Project Directorate No. 4 
Division of BWR Licensing 

SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR PUBLICATION IN MONTHLY FR NOTICE - NOTICE OF 
ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE 

Philadelphia Electric Company, Docket No. 50-..A2, Limerick Generating Station, 

Unit 1, Montgomery County, Pennsylvania 

Date of Amendment Request: December 18, 1985, January 29, February 5, 

February 25, and March 3, 1986.  

Brief Description of Amendment: The amendment to Operating License NPF-39 

revises the Limerick Generating Station Unit 1 Technical Specification to 

provide a one-time-only extension of up to 12 weeks on the surveillance 

testing interval for certain containment isolation valves. The purpose of 

the amendment is to allow a combination of the isolation valve testing, 

which must be performed with the reactor in a shutdown condition, with 

other surveillance testing and maintenance activities to take place in an 

outage beginning on or before May 26, 1986. The NRC staff has concluded 

that the licensee's determinations that postponing the tests until 

May 26, 1986 will have little or no effect on containment integrity and 

will require no changes to the safety analyses are acceptable% 

Date of Issuance: March 3, 1986 

Effective Date: March 3, 1986 

Amendment No.: 2 

Facility Operating License No. NPF-39: Amendment revises the Technical 

Specifications.
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Date of initial notice in the Federal Register: December 30, 1985 

(50 FR 53235).  

Comments Received: No timely comments were received.  

The Commission's related evaluation of the amendment is contained in a Safety 

Evaluation dated March 3, 1986.  

No Significant Hazards considerations comments received: No public comments 

were received within the time provided by the Federal Register notice of 

consideration of this amendment request.  

Local Public Document Room location: Pottstown Public Library, 500 High 

Street, Pottstown, Pennsylvania 19464.  

Original Signed by 

Walter R. Butler, Director 
BWR Project Directorate No. 4 
Division of BWR Licensing 
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