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UNITED STATES 
0 "NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555 

0 

HOUSTON LIGHTING & POWER COMPANY 

CITY PUBLIC SERVICE BOARD OF SAN ANTONIO 

CENTRAL POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY 

CITY OF AUSTIN, TEXAS 

DOCKET NO. 50-498 

SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT, UNIT 1 

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE 

Amendment No. 9 
License No. NPF-76 

1. The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) has found that: 

A. The application for amendment by Houston Lighting & Power 
Company* (HL&P) acting on behalf of itself and for the City 
Public Service Board of San Antonio (CPS), Central Power and 
Light Com any (CPL), and City of Austin, Texas (COA) (the 
licensees, dated June 1, 1989, complies with the standards and 
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the Act), 
and the Commission's rules and regulations set forth in 10 CFR 
Chapter I; 

B. The facility will operate in conformity with the application, as 
amended, the provisions of the Act, and 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 license amendment will not be inimical to the 
common defense and security or to the health and safety of the public; 
and 

E. The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part 51 
of the Commission's regulations and all applicable requirements have 
been satisfied.  

8908090381 890731 
PDR ADOCK 05000498 
P PNU 

*Houston Lighting & Power Company is authorized to act for the City Public 
Service Board of San Antonio, Central Power and Light Company and City of 
Austin, Texas and has exclusive responsibility and control over the physical 
construction, operation and maintenance of the facility.
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2. Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical Specifi
cations as indicated in the attachment to this license amendment and 
Paragraph 2.C.(2) of Facility Operating License No. NPF-76 is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

2. Technical Specifications 

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendix A, as revised 
through Amendment No. 9 , and the Environmental Protection Plan 
contained in Appendix B, are hereby incorporated in the license.  
The licensee shall operate the facility in accordance with the 
Technical Specifications and the Environmental Protection Plan.  

3. The license amendment is effective as of its date of issuance.  

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

Frederick J. He don, Director 
Project Directorate - IV 
Division of Reactor Projects - III, 

IV, V and Special Projects 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

Attachment: 
Changes to the Technical 

Specifications

Date of Issuance: July 31, 1989
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NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

-~ WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555 

HOUSTON LIGHTING & POWER COMPANY 

CITY PUBLIC SERVICE BOARD OF SAN ANTONIO 

CENTRAL POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY 

CITY OF AUSTIN, TEXAS 

DOCKET NO. 50-499 

SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT, UNIT 2 

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE 

Amendment No. 1 
License No. NPF-80 

1. The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) has found that: 

A. The application for amendment by Houston Lighting & Power 
Company* (HL&P) acting on behalf of itself and for the City 
Public Service Board of San Antonio (CPS), Central Power and 
Light Com pany (CPL), and City of Austin, Texas (COA) (the 
licensees) dated June 1, 1989, complies with the standards and 
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the Act), 
and the Commission's rules and regulations set forth in 10 CFR 
Chapter I; 

B. The facility will operate in conformity with the application, as 
amended, the provisions of the Act, and 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 license amendment will not be inimical to the 
common defense and security or to the health and safety of the public; 
and 

E. The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part 51 
of the Commission's regulations and all applicable requirements have 
been satisfied.  

*Houston Lighting & Power Company is authorized to act for the City Public 
Service Board of San Antonio, Central Power and Light Company and City of 
Austin, Texas and has exclusive responsibility and control over the physical 
construction, cperation and maintenance of the facility.
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2. Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical Specifi
cations as indicated in the attachment to this license amendment and 
Paragraph 2.C.(2) of Facility Operating License No. NPF-80 is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

2. Technical Specifications 

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendix A, as revised 
through Amendment No. 1 , and the Environmental Protection Plan 
contained in Appendix B, are hereby incorporated in the license.  
The licensee shall operate the facility in accordance with the 
Technical Specifications and the Environmental Protection Plan.  

3. The license amendment is effective as of its date of issuance.  

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

Frederick J. He don, Director 
Project Directorate - IV 
Division of Reactor Projects - III, 

IV, V and Special Projects 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

Attachment: 
Changes to the Technical 

Specifications

Date of Issuance: July 31, 1989



ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NOS. 9 AND 1

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NOS. NPF-76 AND NPF-80 

DOCKET NOS. 50-498 AND 50-499 

Replace the following pages of the Appendix A Technical Specifications with 
the attached pages. The revised pages are identified by Amendment number and 
contain vertical lines indicating the areas of change. The corresponding 
overleaf pages are also provided to maintain document completeness.  
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1.0 DEFINITIONS 

The defined terms of this section appear in capitalized type and are applicable 
throughout these Technical Specifications.  

ACTION 

1.1 ACTION shall be that part of a Technical Specification that prescribes 
remedial measures required under designated conditions.  

ACTUATION LOGIC TEST 

1.2 An ACTUATION LOGIC TEST shall be the application of various simulated 
input combinations in conjunction with each possible interlock logic state and 
verification of the required logic output. The ACTUATION LOGIC TEST shall 
include a continuity check, as a minimum, of output devices.  

ANALOG CHANNEL OPERATIONAL TEST 

1.3 An ANALOG CHANNEL OPERATIONAL TEST shall be the injection of a simulated 
signal into the channel as close to the sensor as practicable to verify 
OPERABILITY of alarm, interlock and/or trip functions. The ANALOG CHANNEL 
OPERATIONAL TEST shall include adjustments, as necessary, of the alarm, inter
lock and/or Trip Setpoints so that the Setpoints are within the required range 
and accuracy.  

AXIAL FLUX DIFFERENCE 

1.4 AXIAL FLUX DIFFERENCE shall be the difference in normalized flux signals 
between the top and bottom halves of a 2-section excore neutron detector.  

CHANNEL CALIBRATION 

1.5 A CHANNEL CALIBRATION shall be the adjustment, as necessary, of the 
channel so that it responds within the required range and accuracy to known 
values of input. The CHANNEL CALIBRATION shall encompass the entire channel 
including the sensors and alarm, interlock, and/or trip functions and may be 
performed by any series of sequential, overlapping, or total channel steps 
so that the entire channel is calibrated.  

CHANNEL CHECK 

1.6 A CHANNEL CHECK shall be the qualitative assessment of channel behavior 
during operation by observation. This determination shall include, where 
possible, comparison of the channel indication and/or status with other 
indications and/or status derived from independent instrument channels 
measuring the same parameter.

SOUTH TEXAS - UNITS 1 & 2 1-1



DEFINITIONS 

CONTAINMENT INTEGRITY 

1.7 CONTAINMENT INTEGRITY shall exist when: 
a. All penetrations required to be closed during accident conditions 

are either: 
1) Capable of being closed by an OPERABLE containment automatic 

isolation valve system, or 
2) Closed by manual valves, blind flanges, or deactivated automatic 

valves secured in their closed positions, except as provided in 
Specification 3.6.3.  

b. All equipment hatches are closed and sealed, 
c. Each air lock is in compliance with the requirements of Specifica

tion 3.6.1.3, 
d. The containment leakage rates are within the limits of Specifica

tion 3.6.1.2, and 
e. The sealing mechanism associated with each penetration (e.g., welds, 

bellows, or O-rings) is OPERABLE.  

CONTROLLED LEAKAGE 

1.8 CONTROLLED LEAKAGE shall be that seal water flow supplied to the reactor 
coolant pump seals.  

CORE ALTERATIONS 

1.9 CORE ALTERATIONS shall be the movement or manipulation of any component within the reactor pressure vessel with the vessel head removed and fuel in the vessel. Suspension of CORE ALTERATION shall not preclude completion of 
movement of a component to a safe conservative position.  
CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT 

1.9a The CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT is the unit-specific document that provides core operating limits for the current operating reload cycle. These 
cycle-specific core operating limits shall be determined for each reload cycle in accordance with Specification 6.9.1.6. Plant operation within these core 
operating limits is addressed within the individual Specifications.  
DIGITAL CHANNEL OPERATIONAL TEST 

1.10 A DIGITAL CHANNEL OPERATIONAL TEST shall consist of injecting simulated process data where available or exercising the digital computer hardware using 
data base manipulation to verify OPERABILITY of alarm, interlock, and/or 
trip functions.  

DOSE EQUIVALENT 1-131 

1.11 DOSE EQUIVALENT 1-131 shall be that concentration of 1-131 (microCurie/gram) 
which alone would produce the same thyroid dose as the quantity and isotopic 
mixture of 1-131, 1-132, 1-133, 1-134, and 1-135 actually present. The thyroid dose conversion factors used for this calculation shall be those listed in Table E-7 of NRC Regulatory Guide 1.109, Revision 1, October 1977.  

SOUTH TEXAS - UNITS 1 & 2 1-2 Unit I - Amendment No. 9 
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 1



REACTIVITY CONTROL SYSTEMS 

CONTROL ROD INSERTION LIMITS

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION 

3.1.3.6 The control banks shall be limited in physical insertion as specified 
in the CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT.  

APPLICABILITY: MODES 1* and 2* ** 

ACTION: 

With the control banks inserted beyond the above insertion limits, except for 
surveillance testing pursuant to Specification 4.1.3.1.2: 

a. Restore the control banks to within the limits within 2 hours, or 

b. Reduce THERMAL POWER within 2 hours to less than or equal to that 
fraction of RATED THERMAL POWER which is allowed by the bank posi
tion using the insertion limits specified in the CORE OPERATING 
LIMITS REPORT, or 

c. Be in at least HOT STANDBY within 6 hours.  

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS 

4.1.3.6 The position of each control bank shall be determined to be within 
the insertion limits at least once per 12 hours except during time intervals 
when the rod insertion limit monitor is inoperable, then verify the individual 
rod positions at least once per 4 hours.

*See Special Test Exceptions Specifications 3.10.2 

"**With Keff greater than or equal to 1.

SOUTH TEXAS - UNITS 1 & 2 3/4 1-23
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3/4.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS 

3/4.2.1 AXIAL FLUX DIFFERENCE

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION 

3.2.1 The indicated AXIAL FLUX DIFFERENCE (AFD) shall be maintained within the 
target band (flux difference units) about the target flux difference as 
specified in the CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT.  

The indicated AFD may deviate outside the above required target band at greater 
than or equal to 50% but less than 90% of RATED THERMAL POWER provided the indi
cated AFD is within the Acceptable Operation Limits of Figure 3.2-1 and the cumu
lative penalty deviation time does not exceed 1 hour during the previous 24 hours.  

The indicated AFD may deviate outside the above required target band at greater 
than 15% but less than 50% of RATED THERMAL POWER provided the cumulative 
penalty deviation time does not exceed 1 hour during the previous 24 hours.  

APPLICABILITY: MODE 1, above 15% of RATED THERMAL POWER.* 

ACTION: 

a. With the indicated AFD outside of the above required target band and 
with THERMAL POWER greater than or equal to 90% of RATED THERMAL 
POWER, within 15 minutes either: 

1. Restore the indicated AFD to within the target band limits, or 

2. Reduce THERMAL POWER to less than 90% of RATED THERMAL POWER.  

b. With the indicated AFD outside of the above required target band for 
more than 1 hour of cumulative penalty deviation time during the 
previous 24 hours or outside the Acceptable Operation Limits of 
Figure 3.2-1 and with THERMAL POWER less than 90% but equal to or 
greater than 50% of RATED THERMAL POWER, reduce: 

1. THERMAL POWER to less than 50% of RATED THERMAL POWER within 
30 minutes, and 

2. The Power Range Neutron Flux* ** - High Setpoint to less than or 
equal to 55% of RATED THERMAL POWER within the next 4 hours.  

*See Special Test Exceptions Specification 3.10.2.  
**Surveillance testing of the Power Range Neutron Flux Channel may be performed 

pursuant to Specification 4.3.1.1 provided the indicated AFD is maintained within 
the Acceptable Operation Limits of Figure 3.2-1. A total of 16 hours operation 
may be accumulated with the AFD outside of the above required target band during 
testing without penalty deviation.  
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POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION 

ACTION (Continued) 

c. With the indicated AFD outside of the above required target band for 
more than 1 hour of cumulative penalty deviation time during the 
previous 24 hours and with THERMAL POWER less than 50% but greater 
than 15% of RATED THERMAL POWER, the THERMAL POWER shall not be 
increased equal to or greater than 50% of RATED THERMAL POWER until 
the indicated AFD is within the above required target band.  

SURVEILLANCE REOUIREMENTS 

4.2.1.1 The indicated AFD shall be determined to be within its limits during 
POWER OPERATION above 15% of RATED THERMAL POWER by: 

a. Monitoring the indicated AFD for each OPERABLE excore channel: 
1) At least once per 7 days when the AFD Monitor Alarm is OPERABLE, 

and 

2) At least once per hour for the first 24 hours after restoring 
the AFD Monitor Alarm to OPERABLE status.  

b. Monitoring and logging the indicated AFD for each OPERABLE excore 
channel at least once per hour for the first 24 hours and at least 
once per 30 minutes thereafter, when the AFD Monitor Alarm is 
inoperable. The logged values of the indicated AFD shall be assumed 
to exist during the interval preceding each logging.  

4.2.1.2 The indicated AFD shall be considered outside of its target band when 
two or more OPERABLE excore channels are indicating the AFD to be outside the 
target band. Penalty deviation outside of the above required target band shall 
be accumulated on a time basis of: 

a. One minute penalty deviation for each 1 minute of POWER OPERATION 
outside of the target band at THERMAL POWER levels equal to or above 
50% of RATED THERMAL POWER, and 

b. One-half minute penalty deviation for each 1 minute of POWER OPERATION 
outside of the target band at THERMAL POWER levels between 15% and 
50% of RATED THERMAL POWER.  

4.2.1.3 The target flux difference of each OPERABLE excore channel shall be 
determined by measurement at least once per 92 Effective Full Power Days.  
The provisions of Specification 4.0.4 are not applicable.  

4.2.1.4 The target flux difference shall be updated at least once per 
31 Effective Full Power Days by either determining che target flux difference
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ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

SEMIANNUAL RADIOACTIVE EFFLUENT RELEASE REPORT (Continued) 

in Appendix B shall be supplemented with three additional categories: class of solid wastes (as defined by 10 CFR Part 61), type oý container (e.g., LSA, Type A, Type B, Large Quantity) and SOLIDIFICATION agent or absorbent (e.g., 
cement, urea formaldehyde).  

The Semiannual Radioactive Effluent Release Report to be submitted within 
60 days after January 1 of each year shall include an annual summary of hourly meteorological data collected over the previous year. This annual summary may 
be either in the form of an hour-by-hour listing on magnetic tape of wind 
speed, wind direction, atmospheric stability, and precipitation (if measured), 
or in the form of joint frequency distributions of wind speed, wind direction, 
and atmospheric stability.* This same report shall include an assessment of the radiation doses due to the radioactive liquid and gaseous effluents released 
from the unit or station during the previous calendar year. This same report 
shall also include an assessment of the radiation doses from radioactive 
liquid and gaseous effluents to MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC due to their activities 
inside the SIiE BOUNDARY (Figures 5.1-3 and 5.1-4) during the report period. All 
assumptions used in making these assessments, i.e., specific activity, exposure 
time, and location, shall be included in these reports. The meteorological 
conditions concurrent with the time of release of radioactive materials in gaseous effluents, as determined by sampling frequency and measurement, shall 
be used for determining the gaseous pathway doses. The assessment of radiation doses shall be performed in accordance with the methodology and parameters in 
the OFFSITE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL (ODCM).  

The Semiannual Radioactive Effluent Release Report to be submitted within 
60 days after January 1 of each year shall also include an assessment of 
radiation doses to the likely most exposed MEMBER OF THE PUBLIC from reactor 
releases and other nearby uranium fuel cycle sources, including doses from 
primary effluent pathways and direct radiation, for the previous calendar year 
to show conformance with 40 CFR Part 190, "Environmental Radiation Protection Standards for Nuclear Power Operation." Acceptable methods for calculating 
the dose contribution from liquid and gaseous effluents are given in Regulatory 
Guide 1.109, Rev. 1, October 1977.  

The Semiannual Radioactive Effluent Release Reports shall include a list 
and description of unplanned releases from the site to UNRESTRICTED AREAS of radioactive materials in gaseous and liquid effluents made during the reporting 
period.  

The Semiannual Radioactive Effluent Release Reports shall include any 
changes made during the reporting period to the PROCESS CONTROL PROGRAM and 
the ODCM, pursuant to Specifications 6.13 and 6.14, respectively, as well as 
any major change to Liquid, Gaseous, or Solid Radwaste Treatment Systems 
pursuant to Specification 6.15. It shall also include a listing of new loca
tions for dose calculations and/or environmental monitoring identified by the 
Land Use Census pursuant to Specification 3.12.2.  

*In lieu of submission with the Semiannual Radioactive Effluent Release Report, 
the licensee has the option of retaining this summary of required meteOro
logical data on site in a file that shall be provided to the NRC upon request.  
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ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

SEMIANNUAL RADIOACTIVE EFFLUENT RELEASE REPORT (Continued) 

The Semiannual Radioactive Effluent Release Reports shall also include 
the following: an explanation as to why the inoperability of liquid or gaseous effluent monitoring instrumentation was not corrected within the time specified 
in Specification 3.3.3.10 or 3.3.3.11, respectively; and description of the 
events leading to liquid holdup tanks or gas storage tanks exceeding the 
limits of Specification 3.11.1.4 or 3.11.2.6, respectively.  

MONTHLY OPERATING REPORTS 

6.9.1.5 Routine reports of operating statistics and shutdown experience, 
including documentation of all challenges to the PORVs or safety valves, 
shall be submitted on a monthly basis to the Director, Office of Resource Management, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555, with a copy to the Regional Administrator of the Regional Office of the NRC, no later than the 15th of each month following the calendar month covered by the report.  

CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT 

6.9.1.6 Core operating limits shall be established and documented in the CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT before each reload cycle or any remaining part of a reload cycle. The CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT shall be maintained available 
in the Control Room. The analytical methods used to determine the core 
operating limits shall be those previously reviewed and approved by NRC in WCAP-8403, "Power Distribution and Load Following Procedures," 1974 and in 
WCAP-9273-A, "Westinghouse Reload Safety Evaluation Methodology," 1985 (for Control Bank Insertion Limits). The core operating limits shall be determined 
so that all applicable limits (e.g., fuel thermal-mechanical limits, core thermal-hydraulic limits, ECCS limits, nuclear limits such as shutdown margin, 
and transient and accident analysis limits) of the safety analysis are met.  The CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT, including any mid-cycle revisions or 
supplements thereto, shall be provided within 30 days of their implementation, 
for each reload cycle, to the NRC in accordance with 10 CFR 50.4.  

SPECIAL REPORTS 

6.9.2 Special reports shall be submitted to the Regional Administrator of the 
Regional Office of the NRC within the time period specified for each report.  

SOUTH TEXAS - UNITS 1 & 2 6-20 Unit 1 - Amendment No.9 
Unit 2 - Amendment No. 1



0 •UNITED STATES 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555 

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION 

SUPPORTING AMENDMENT NOS. 9 AND 1 TO 

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NOS. NPF-76 AND NPF-80 

HOUSTON LIGHTING & POWER COMPANY 

CITY PUBLIC SERVICE BOARD OF SAN ANTONIO 

CENTRAL POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY 

CITY OF AUSTIN, TEXAS 

DOCKET NOS. 50-498 AND 50-499 

SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT, UNITS 1 AND 2 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

By application dated June 1, 1989, Houston Lighting & Power Company, et.  
al (the licensee) requested changes to the Technical Specifications 
(TS) (Appendix A to Facility Operating License Nos. NPF-76 and NPF-80) for 
South Texas Project, Units 1 and 2. The proposed changes would modify 
specifications containing cycle-specific parameter limits by replacing the 
values of those limits with a reference to the Core Operating Limits 
Report (COLR) for the values of those limits. The proposed changes also 
include the addition of the COLR to the Definitions section and to the 
reporting requirements of the Administrative Controls section of the TS.  
Guidance on the proposed changes was developed by the NRC on the basis of 
the review of a lead-plant proposal submitted on the Oconee plant docket 
that was endorsed by the Babcock and Wilcox Owners Group. This guidance 
was provided to all power reactor licensees and applicants by Generic 
Letter 88-16, dated October 4, 1988.  

2.0 EVALUATION 

The licensee's proposed changes to the TS are in accordance with the 
guidance provided by Generic Letter 88-16 and are addressed below.  

(1) The Definitions section of the TS was modified to include a 
definition of the COLR that requires cycle-specific parameter 
limits to be established on a unit-specific basis in accordance 
with an NRC-approved methodology that maintains the limits of the 
safety analysis. The definition notes that plant operation within 
these limits is addressed by individual specifications.  
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(2) The following specifications were revised to replace the values of 
cycle-specific parameter limits with a reference to the COLR that 
provides these limits.  

TS 3/4.1, Reactivity Control Systems, Control 
Rod Insertion Limits 

TS 3/4.2, Power Distribution Limits, Axial 
Flux Difference 

(3) Figure 3.1-3, "Rod Bank Insertion Limits Versus Thermal Power, 
Four-Loop Operation" was deleted from the TS.  

(4) Specification 6.9.1.6, "Core Operating Limits Report," was added to 
the reporting requirements of the Administrative Controls section of 
the TS. This specification requires that the COLR, including 
mid-cycle revisions and supplements, be submitted within 30 days of 
their implementation, for each reload cycle, to the NRC in accordance 
with 10 CFR 50.4. The report provides the values of the cycle-specific 
parameter limits that are applicable for the current fuel cycle.  
Furthermore, this specification requires the values of these limits 
be established using the NRC-approved methodology in WCAP-8403, 
"Power Distribution and Load Following Procedure", and WCAP-9273-A, 
"Westinghouse Reload Safety Evaluation Method" and consistent with 
all applicable limits of the safety analysis.  

On the basis of the review of the above items, the NRC staff concludes 
that the licensee provided an acceptable response to those items as 
addressed in the NRC guidance in Generic Letter 88-16 on modifying 
cycle-specific parameter limits in TS. Because plant operation 
continues to be limited in accordance with the values of cycle-specific 
parameter limits that are established using an NRC-approved methodology, 
the NRC staff concludes that this change is administrative in nature 
and there is no impact on plant safety as a consequence. Accordingly, the 
staff finds the proposed changes acceptable.  

3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION 

These amendments involve changes in recordkeeping, reporting, or 
administrative procedures or requirements. Accordingly, the amendments 
meet the eligibility criteria for categorical exclusion set forth in 10 
CFR 51.22(c)(10). Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b), no environmental impact 
statement or environmental assessment need be prepared in connection with 
the issuance of these amendments.  

4.0 CONCLUSION 

The Commission made proposed determinations that the amendments involve 
no significant-hazards consideration that were published in the 
Federal Register (54 FR 27229) on June 28, 1989. The Commission consulted 
with the State of Texas. No public comments were received, and the State 
of Texas did not have any comments.
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On the basis of the considerations discussed above, the NRC staff 
concludes that (1) there is reasonable assurance that the health 
and safety of the public will not be endangered by operation in the 
proposed manner, (2) such activities will be conducted in compliance 
with the Commission's regulations, and (3) the issuance of these 
amendments will not be inimical to the common defense and security 
or to the health and safety of the public.  

Principal Contributors: Daniel B. Fieno, SRXB/DEST 
Thomas G. Dunning, OTSB/DOEA 
Claudia M. Abbate, PDIV/DRSP 

Date: July 31, 1989


