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analysis. This specification also requires that ali changes in cycle-
specific parameter 1imits be documented in the CULR before each reload
cycle or remaining part of a reload cycle and submitted upon issuance to
t‘o KRC, prior to operation with the new parameter 1imits. Sirce this
specificatfon (. already in the TS, only minor modifications were
required by these amendments. Specifically, 15 6.9.1.%.a, *Core
Operating Liriy  Report," has been modified to delete rof:rences to
surveillance requirements for W(Z) and Fooo The modified COLR
references the entire 15 for W(Z) and F,. Also, 75 6.9.1.8.b {s
modified te include references to the miﬁhodolopv used in the analysis
of large and smal) break LOCAs. These analyses have previously been
approved %{ the NRC staff, and provide the basis for determining the

F r;L and K(7) functions which are re'-~ated to the COLR ty thuse
gmeadment s,

On the basis of its review of the abave items, the Kk( staff conciudes that
th= licensee provided an acceptsble response to those items as addressed in
tue NRC guidance in Generic Letter B8-16 for modifying cycle-specific
parameter l1imits in technical specifications. Because plant operation
continues to be 1imited in accordance with cycle-specific parameter limits
that are established using an NRC-approved methodology, the NRC staff
conciudes that this change s administrative in nature, and that there is mo
npact on ﬁ]lnt safety as a consuquence. Accordingly, the staff finds the
proposed changes to be acceptable,

In swm_ri. the iRC staif has reviewed the technical specification changes
propo<ad bty the licensee in 1ts application for amendments to relocave

add nal cgc\o~spcc1f1c parameter 1imits from the TS to the COLR., The taff
finc at the changes conform to the guidance contained in Generic

Lett.  B-16 for relocation of cycle-specific parameter 1imits from the TS to

the Cu. (. On the basis of its review of this fssue, the NRC staff finds that

the proposed changes to the Diablo Canyon TS are acceptable.

3.0 STATE COKSULTATION

In accordince with the Commission's regulations, the California State official
was notified of the proposed issuance of these amendments. The State offic'a)
had no comments,

4.0 "NVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

These amendmen’i: involve than?e in requirements with respect to the
installation or use of a facility component located within the restricted area
as det ned in 10 CFR Part 20 and change surveillance requirements. The staff
has determined thot the anendments involve no <ignificant increase in the
amounts, and no significant change in the types, of any effluents that may be
released offsite and that there is no significant increase in individual or
cumilative occupational radtation exposure. The Commission has previously
issued a proposed finding that the amendments involve no significant hazarus






