UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY CCMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING B30ARD

In the Matter of

HOUSTON LIGHTING & POWER
COMPANY Docket No. 50-4656
(Allens Creex Nuclear
Generating Statien, Unit
No. 1)

vinmwvuviwuvivw,

Statement Of Material Facts As To
Which There lIs No Genuine Issue To Be Heard

(1) SCRAM reactivity is a measure of the amount of
negative reactivity that is produced by rapidly inserting
control rods into a reactor therasby shutting the reactor down.
(Af£idavit, p. 2)

(2) General Electric does not utilize the WIGLE
code, but utilizes a one-dimensional time/space code to precdict
the values of SCRAM reactivity. The conservatism of this code
has been demonstrated by comparison with actual plant data at
operating BwRs. (Affidavit, pp. 2-3)

(3) The data obtained during the Special Power
Excursion Tests (IN-1370) were conducted in a test reactor
bearing no resemblance to a BWR core and did not measure the
effects of SCRAM reactivity since no control rods were inserted.
Consequently, that data does not provide any relevant information

about the conservatism of either the WIGLE or General Electric
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