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The staff regards these changes as relatively minor. These two minor
differences cause a slight increase in local peaking factors, which
result in higher peak claddihg temperatures (PCT) for--the H-3 reload.
in comparison to the H-2 reload at low burnups. The H-3 MAPLHGRs are,
therefore, reduced at lower exposures to assure PCTs less than 2200°F,
At medium and high burnups, the MAPLHGR values for Reload H-3 fuel are
identical to those for the Reload H-2 fuel. Since the methods used by
the licensee to analyze the behavior of the core remain valid for theé
Reload H-3 fuel and since PCTs remain below 2200°F, the staff concludes
that the MAPLHGR limits for Reload H-3 fuel are acceptable. !

Based on its review of the licensee's proposed Technical Specification
change for Reload H-3 fuel, the staff concludes that the proposed
MAPLHGR 1imits for reload H-3 fuel acceptable.

3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

The staff has determined that tne amendment does not authorize a change
in effluent types or total amounts nor an increase in power level and
will not result in any significant environmental impact. Having made
this determination, the staff has further concluded that the amendment
involves an action which is insignificant from the standpoint of
environmental impact and pursuant to 10 CFR 8§51.5(d)(4) that an
environmental impact statement or negative declaration and environmental
impact appraisal need not be prepared in connection with the issuance of
this amendment.

4.0 CONCLUSION

The staff has concluded, -*sed on the considerations discussed above, that:
(1) there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public
will not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner, and (2) such
activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations
and the issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common
defense and security or to the health and safety of the public.
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