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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

By application dated December 29, 1998, as supplemented by letters dated July 29 and 
October 21, 1999, Wolf Creek Nuclear Operating Corporation (the licensee) requested changes 
to the Technical Specifications (TSs, Appendix A to Facility Operating License No. NPF-42) for 
the Wolf Creek Generating Station (WCGS). The changes are proposed to the current TSs 
and the improved TSs. The improved TSs were issued in Amendment No. 123 dated March 
31, 1999, and will replace the current TSs. The improved TSs have not been implemented, but 
are required to be implemented by December 31, 1999.  

The proposed changes to the current TSs in the letter of December 29, 1998, would revise the 
reactor coolant system (RCS) heatup and cooldown limit curves and the cold overpressure 
mitigation system (COMS) power operated relief valve (PORV) setpoint limit curve for WCGS.  
Technical Specification (TS) 4.4.9.1.2 requires that the heatup and cooldown limit curves (i.e., 
pressure/temperature (P/T) curves) shown in current TS Figures 3.4-2 and 3.4-3 and the 
COMS PORV setpoint limit curve shown in current TS Figure 3.4-4 be evaluated and updated, 
if necessary, on the basis of the results of the surveillance testing of irradiated vessel material 
samples. Reactor Surveillance Capsule V, of the WCGS reactor vessel surveillance program 
specimens, was withdrawn from the reactor during the ninth refueling outage. The results of 
the testing and evaluation of the specimens from Capsule V were provided in WCAP-1 5078, 
Revision 1,. "Analysis of Capsule V from the Wolf Creek Nuclear Operating Corporation Wolf 
Creek Reactor Vessel Radiation Surveillance Program," dated September 1998. The letter of 
December 29, 1998, provided changes to the current TSs and its Bases, and provided changes 
to the Bases of the improved TSs.  

In the letter of July 29, 1999, the licensee revised the application of December 29, 1998, to also 
request approval of the methodology for determining the P/T curves and COMS PORV limits 
without prior staff review and approval in accordance with the pressure temperature limit report 
(PTLR) of Generic Letter (GL) 96-03, "Relocation of the Pressure Temperature Limit Curves 
and Low Temperature Overpressure Protection System Limits," dated January 31, 1996. The 
letter of July 29, 1999, provided the changes to the improved TSs and a copy of the PTLR for 
WCGS. The licensee submitted a revised PTLR in its letter of October 21, 1999.
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The October 21, 1999, supplemental letter provided additional clarifying information, did not 
expand the scope of the application as noticed, and did not change the staff's original proposed 
no significant hazards consideration determination published in the Federal Register on 
February 24, 1999 (64 FR 9023) and September 8, 1999 (64 FR 48869).  

2.0 BACKGROUND 

The COMS is a system designed to protect the pressure vessel boundary from low temperature 
over-pressurization by incorporating pressure-temperature limits which meet the requirements 
of 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix G, "Fracture Toughness Requirements." The COMS is the 
PORVs, including the valve relief settings. The residual heat removal (RHR) suction relief 
valves also provide low temperature overpressure protection (LTOP) for the pressure vessel 
boundary. The RHR suction relief valves and their settings are not included in this amendment.  
COMS is described in Section 5.2.2.10.2 of the Updated Safety Analysis Report for WCGS.  

The material radiation embrittlement is accounted for in the calculation of the adjusted 
reference temperature (ART): ART = initial RTNDT + delta RTNDT + Margin, as specified in NRC 
Regulatory Guide (RG) 1.99, Revision 2, "Radiation Embrittlement of Reactor Vessel Materials." 
In the submittal of July 29, 1999, the neutron fluence value is to be estimated using the method 
outlined in the Westinghouse topical report WCAP-14040-NP-A, "Methodology Used to Develop 
Cold Overpressure Mitigating System Setpoints and RCS Heatup and Cooldown Limit Curves," 
Revision 2, dated January 1996, which has been approved by the staff for neutron fluence 
estimation.  

At WCGS, low temperature overpressure mitigation is accomplished using COMS with 
staggered settings of two pressurizer PORVs. The PORV pressure settings are such that both 
settings protect the vessel. The design basis for the WCGS COMS considers mass as well as 
heat addition transients. The analysis of the mass addition transient accounts for the injection 
from the normal charging pump and one centrifugal charging pump to the RCS, with instrument 
air failure resulting in the flow control valve in the charging line failed to the fully open position 
and the letdown line failing closed. The analysis for the heat addition transient accounts for the 
heat input from the inadvertent startup of a reactor coolant pump (RCP) with a maximum of 
50°F mismatch between the RCS and the hotter of the steam generators.  

The transient analyses take into account the pressure overshoot (calculated from the mass and 
heat input transients), the RCP seal pressure limit, and the 10 CFR Part 50 Appendix G limits.  
The design and analysis of the COMS satisfies the single failure criteria. In the event that one 
of the PORVs fails, the other is able to provide adequate flow to avoid RCS overpressurization.  
The pressure difference from the wide range pressure transmitter to the beltline region is 
accounted for in the determination of the PORV setting. The actual PORV settings are less 
than the calculated maximum allowed pressure and PORV piping limits.  

For the protection of the RCS boundary, General Design Criteria (GDC) 14 and 31 are 
applicable. GDC 14 requires that the RCS boundary be designed, fabricated, erected and 
tested so as to have an extremely low probability of abnormal leakage, rapidly propagating 
failure, or gross rupture. GDC 31 requires that sufficient margin be provided to assure that the 
reactor coolant pressure boundary behaves in a non-brittle manner under the stresses of
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normal operation, maintenance, test and accident conditions, with a low probability of rapidly 
propagating fracture.  

Sections 50.60, "Acceptance criteria for fracture prevention for light water nuclear power 
reactors for normal operation," and 50.61, "Fracture toughness requirements for protection 
against pressurized thermal shock," of Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations (10 CFR) 
require that licensees demonstrate that the effects of progressive embrittlement by neutron 
irradiation do not compromise the integrity of the reactor pressure vessel. To this end, two 
analyses are required: one to determine the P/T limits for normal heatup and cooldown 
operations and the other to assess the vessel's ability to maintain its integrity during an 
emergency shutdown with cold water injection (i.e., pressurized thermal shock (PTS)). Section 
50.60 of 10 CFR invokes Appendices G and H to 10 CFR Part 50, while 10 CFR 50.61 requires 
a PTS assessment.  

On April 30, 1999, the staff approved the licensee's request for an exemption from the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.60 in order to apply the American Society of Mechanical Engineers 
(ASME) Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code Case N-514, *Low Temperature Overpressure 
Protection." The Code Case was used in developing the COMS setpoints for WCGS.  

Appendix G to 10 CFR Part 50 specifies fracture toughness requirements for ferritic materials 
of the reactor coolant boundary. It requires that the pressure-temperature limits for the reactor 
coolant system be at least as conservative as those obtained by the methodology in the 1989 
Edition of Appendix G to Section XI of the (ASME) code. As indicated above, use of ASME 
Code Case N-514 as an alternative to Appendix G was approved via an exemption on April 30, 
1999. Appendix H to 10 CFR Part 50 requires a reactor vessel materials surveillance program 
to monitor changes in the fracture toughness properties of ferritic materials in the reactor vessel 
beftline region and to measure the actual neutron fluence to which the samples have been 
exposed. Material changes result from exposure of these materials to neutron irradiation and 
changes of the thermal environment. Material specimens exposed in the surveillance capsules 
are removed and tested at specified time intervals to monitor changes in the fracture toughness 
of the material.  

In GL 96-03, the staff described a mechanism for licensees to revise the P/T limit curves and 
LTOP system setpoint limits without prior staff approval. The GL described a license 
amendment to relocate the P/T limit curves and COMS setpoint limits to a PTLR that would be 
controlled by the administrative controls of the TSs. The parameters for constructing the curves 
and setpoints would be derived using a methodology approved by the staff, the methodology 
would be contained within the PTLR, and any changes to the PTLR would be controlled by the 
TSs. The staff approved WCAP-14040-NP-A, Revision 2, "Methodology Used to Develop Cold 
Overpressure Mitigating System Setpoints and RCS Heatup and Cooldown Curves," for 
providing this methodology for Westinghouse plants, such as WCGS, in its letter of October 16, 
1995.  

The licensee submitted WCAP-1 5078, "Analysis of Capsule V from the Wolf Creek Nuclear 
Operating Corporation Wolf Creek T Reactor Vessel Radiation Surveillance Program," 
Revision 1, dated September 1998; WCAP-15079, NWolf Creek Heatup and Cooldown Limit 
Curves for Normal Operation," Revision 1, dated September 1998, in its letter of September 25, 
1998; and WCAP-15080, "Evaluation of Pressurized Thermal Shock for Wolf Creek," dated
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September 1998, in response to the NRC GL 92-01, NReactor Vessel Structural Integrity," dated 
May 19, 1995. WCAP-1 5078, Revision 1, and WCAP-1 5079, Revision 1, are discussed below.  

3.0 EVALUATION 

3.1 Current Technical Specification Changes 

The licensee is currently operating WCGS below the current TS limit of 13.6 effective full power 
years (EFPYs), which the current P/T limit curves in TS Figures 3.4-2 and 3.4-3 are based, and 
WCGS is projected to reach this limit during the forthcoming cycle. The proposed changes to 
the current TSs are to revise the operating limits for 20 EFPYs and are based on: (1) revised 
neutron fluence values derived from the recently removed and tested surveillance capsule V, 
(2) more accurate instrument uncertainty calculations for the RCS temperature, pressure and.  
level instruments, (3) the most limiting transient of mass and heat addition, and (4) the use of 
Code Case N-514 in the determination of the proposed limits.  

3.1.1 Neutron Fluence Evaluation 

The revised neutron fluence values were presented in WCAP-15078, Revision 1. This is a 
capsule analysis report for WCGS Capsule V, which was removed at the end of 9.5 EFPYs of 
operation (i.e., at the end of Cycle 9). The analysis methodology used cross sections, 
scattering approximation, and quadrature approximation recommended by the staff and, 
therefore, is acceptable. Similarly the power distribution and power generation rate were 
derived from core loading reports, and the power operating periods are those reported in 
NUREG-0020. These are acceptable practices. The flux and power distribution anomaly due 
to crud, which is being experienced at the Callaway Plant, has not affected WCGS in a 
significant way. Finally, the measured neutron fluence values were in excellent agreement with 
the calculated values. Based on the above, the staff finds that the neutron fluence estimate for 
20 EFPYs is acceptable.  

3.1.2 Heatup and Cooldown Curves 

The analysis for the determination of the heatup and cooldown curves is documented in 
WCAP-15079, Revision 1. The methodology complies with the requirements of WCAP-14040
NP-A, Revision 2, "Methodology Used to Develop Cold Overpressure Mitigating System 
Setpoints and RCS Heatup and Cooldown Curves." The licensee submitted adjusted reference 
temperature (ART) calculations and P/T limit curves valid for up to 20 EFPY. The staff 
independently verified the accuracy of the licensee's ART calculations. In addition, the staff 
independently generated P/T curves for normal operations and hydrostatic test pressures 
effective to 20 EFPY. The details of this evaluation are provided below.  

For the WCGS reactor vessel, the licensee determined that the most limiting material at the 
114T and 3/4T locations (i.e., flaw depths of 1/4 and 3/4 of the reactor pressure vessel beltline 
thickness, T) is the lower shell plate R2508-3. This plate was fabricated using plate heat 
number C4935-2. The licensee calculated an ART of 90°F at the 1/4T location and 80°F at the 
3/4T location at 20 EFPY. The neutron fluence used in the ART Calculation was 7.54 X 1018 
n/cm2 at the 1/4T location and 2.68 X 1018 n/cm2 at the 3/4T location. The initial nil-ductility 
reference temperature (RTNDT) for the limiting plate was 400F. The margin term used in
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calculating the ART for the limiting plate was 170F at the 114T and 314 T locations, as permitted 
by Position 2.1 of RG 1.99, Revision 2. The licensee's limiting ART for the vessel flange, head 
flange, and upper shell plate and weld material is 20 0F.  

The ART is determined using the chemistry values for each beltline material of WCGS. The 
reactor vessel integrity database (RVID) contains chemistry values for each beltline material for 
all light water reactors in the U.S. The licensee provided updated chemistry data for the beftline 
materials of WCGS in the submittal of September 25, 1998. It should be noted that the staff 
used the updated chemistry values in the review for WCGS. In addition, the staff noted that the 
licensee's submittal adequately addressed all of the outstanding issues regarding Combustion 
Engineering Owners Group Report CE NPSD-1039, Revision 2, "Best Estimate Copper and 
Nickel Values in CE Fabricated Reactor VesselWelds." 

The staff performed an independent calculation of the ART values for the limiting material using 
the methodology in RG 1.99, Revision 2. Based on these calculations, the staff verified that the 
licensee's limiting material for the WCGS reactor vessel is the lower shell plate R2508-3, that 
was fabricated using plate heat number C4935-2. It should be noted that the staff verified the 
credibility of the surveillance data for the limiting material (lower shell plate heat number 
C4935-2) of WCGS. The staffs calculated ART values for the limiting material agreed with the 
licensee's calculated ART values at 20 EFPY. Substituting the ART values for the WCGS 
limiting plate into the equations in Section 5.3.2 of the Standard Review Plan (NUREG-0800), 
the staff verified that the proposed P/T limits satisfy the requirements in Paragraph IV.A.2 of 
Appendix G of 10 CFR Part 50. The staff independently generated P/T curves for normal 
operations and hydrostatic test pressures effective to 20 EFPY. In comparing the staffs 
generated curves to the licensee's generated curves, the staff determined that the P/T curves 
for WCGS meet the requirements of Appendix G of Section X1 of the ASME Code.  

In addition to beltline materials, Appendix G of 10 CFR Part 50 also imposes a minimum 
temperature at the closure head flange based on the reference temperature for the flange 
material. Section IV.A.2 of Appendix G states that when the pressure exceeds 20 percent of 
the preservice system hydrostatic test pressure, the temperature of the closure flange regions 
highly stressed by the bolt preload must exceed the reference temperature of the material in 
those regions by at least 120°F for normal operation and by 90°F for hydrostatic pressure tests 
and leak tests. Based on the RTNDT of 20°F for the limiting flange and upper shell materials, the 
staff has determined that the proposed P/T limits satisfy the requirement for the closure flange 
region during normal operation and during the hydrostatic pressure and leak tests.  

Based on this, the staff concludes that the proposed TS Figures 3.4-2 and 3.4-3 for the P/T 

heatup and cooldown curves, respectively, are acceptable.  

3.1.3 COMS Limits 

For the same limiting transient as above, the COMS setpoints (i.e., PORV enable temperatures) 
reflect the projected material properties at 20 EFPYs and the revised instrument uncertainties.  
The PORV lift pressure limits (current TS Figure 3.4-4, "Maximum Allowed PORV Setpoint for 
the Cold Overpressure Mitigation System") have been developed from the heatup and 
cooldown curves. The lowest pressure in the COMS curve is adjusted for instrument 
uncertainty. The operability of the two PORVs (or two RHR suction valves or an RCS vent
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opening) ensures that the pressure vessel will be protected from pressure transients which 
could not exceed the Appendix G (to 10 CFR Part 50) limits when one or more of the RCS cold 
legs are less than or equal to 368 0F. The operability of two PORVs or two RHR suction relief 
valves or an RCS vent opening of at least 2 square inches ensures adequate flow capacity to 
protect the RCS from overpressurization from either (1) the start of a centrifugal charging pump 
and/or the normal charging pump injecting into the RCS, or (2) the start of an idle RCP with the 
secondary water temperature of the steam generator less than or equal to 50 0 F above the RCS 
cold leg temperature. In addition to instrument uncertainty, the PORV lift limits satisfy the 
single failure criterion.  

It is stated in current TS Figure 3.4-4 that its application is subject to the limitation of two RCPs 
running below 100°F and four RCPs running above 100 0F.  

Pressure and temperature instrumentation uncertainty were taken into account for the 
development of current TS Figure 3.4-4. For WCGS, uncertainties of 110 psi and 180 F are 
accounted for in current TS Figure 3.4-4. The incorporation of instrument uncertainty in 
Figure 3.4-4 is consistent with the approved methodology as reported in WCAP-1404-NP-A, 
Revision 2.  

The COMS enable temperature defines the limit below which the COMS system is required to 
be operable. The methodology used in this determination complies with the ASME Code, 
which results in an enable RCS liquid temperature that is conservative with respect to RCS 
temperature. For WCGS, the licensee proposed an enable RCS liquid temperature of 
3500F, which includes instrument uncertainty. RCS temperature (T,) is the sum of 
ATti + ART +50 + 1,, where AT,, is the temperature difference between the coolant and the 
114T location of the vessel (typically 10 to 15 degrees) and I, is the instrument uncertainty. In 
WCAP-15079, Revision 1, the ART is estimated to be 127 0F for the lower shell plate R2508-3, 
which is the limiting material. With a temperature instrument uncertainty of 18°F, T, = ATtn + 
195. Based on the above, the staff finds that because the proposed enable temperature of 
350 0F accounts for any reasonable liquid-metal 114T temperature difference, it is acceptable.  

Based on this, the staff concludes that the proposed TS Figures 3.4-4 for the PORV pressure 
relief settings is acceptable.  

3.2 Improved Technical Specification Changes 

In the letter of July 29, 1999, the licensee requested approval of the methodology for 
determining the P/T curves and COMS PORV limits without prior staff review and approval in 
accordance with the PTLR of GL 96-03. The licensee submitted a revised PTLR for WCGS in 
its letter of October 21, 1999.  

The licensee proposed to add the words uand cold overpressure mitigation systemu and 
references to two documents to Subsection b of improved TS 5.6.6. The proposal to add the 
words "and cold overpressure mitigation system" to the limits that will be changed by the 
analytical methods listed in Subsection b is to be consistent with Subsection a where both the 
RCS P/T limits in Specification 3.4.3 and the LTOP system limits in Specification 3.4.12 are 
listed. Both these specifications are in the improved TSs. The COMS is part of the LTOP 
system for WCGS. Because both limits are addressed in the PTLR, the reference to the COMS
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or cold overpressure mitigation system should be listed in Section b of improved TS 5.6.6. The 
staff concludes that this change is acceptable.  

3.2.1 Review of PTLR 

The staff evaluated the licensee's submittal against the guidance provided in Attachment I to 
GL 96-03 on the requirements for the methodology and the PTLR. The guidance is addressed 
below, with discussions of the minimum requirements to be included in the methodology and in 
the PTLR.  

3.2.1.1 Neutron Fluence 

In the December 29, 1998, submittal, the referenced neutron fluence evaluation was performed 
by Westinghouse using the methodology described in WCAP-14040-NP-A, Revision 2. This is 
the same methodology that the licensee proposed for the neutron fluence estimation in the 
PTLR. The staff has approved the use of the methodology in WCAP-14040-NP-A, Revision 2, 
for the PTLR and the methodology in the WCAP satisfies the requirements in GL 96-03 for the 
neutron fluence estimation to be used in the PTLR.  

3.2.1.2 Reactor Vessel Material Surveillance Program 

The reactor vessel material surveillance program is designed to monitor radiation effects on 
reactor vessel materials under actual operating conditions. Appendix H to 10 CFR Part 50 
requires that the surveillance program satisfy ASTM Standard E-185, which specifies material 
testing, specimen sizes, specimen quantities, and material selection. The staff verified that the 
surveillance program for Wolf Creek is in compliance with Appendix H to 10 CFR Part 50. The 
withdrawal schedule is included in Table 5.3-11 of the Wolf Creek Updated Safety Analysis 
Report, which is referenced in the proposed Wolf Creek PTLR. In addition, the surveillance 
capsule reports WCAP-1 1553, -13365, and -15078, for Capsules U, Y, and V, respectively, are 
referenced in the PTLR.  

3.2.1.3 Adjusted Reference Temperature 

The licensee's PTLR indicated that the limiting material for Wolf Creek at the 1/4T and the 3/4T 
locations is the lower shell plate R2508-3. The licensee's PTLR included tables of the following 
data for each of the Wolf Creek reactor pressure vessel beltline materials at 20 EFPYs: 
(a) copper and nickel compositions, (b) initial RTNDT values, (c) fluence and fluence factor 
values, and (d) chemistry factor and margin values. The PTLR also included the licensee's 
calculated ART values for the limiting plate, at the 1/4T and 3/4T locations, as 900F and 800F, 
respectively. These values were reviewed and found acceptable by the staff, as discussed in 
Sections 3.1.2 and 3.1.3 above. In addition, the staff verified that WCNOC's methodology for 
determining the limiting ART conformed to RG 1.99, Revision 2.
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3.2.1.4 Fracture Mechanics Calculation 

As discussed in Section 3.1.2 above, the staff evaluated the Wolf Creek P-T limits based on 
Appendix G to 10 CFR Part 50 and SRP Section 5.3.2. Appendix G to 10 CFR Part 50 requires 
that P-T limits for the reactor vessel must be at least as conservative as those obtained by 
Appendix G to Section III of the ASME Code. The staff verified that WCNOC used linear elastic 
fracture mechanics in Appendix G to Section XI of the ASME Code, in calculating the allowable 
P-T limit curves. The staff verified that the proposed 20 EFPY limits for heatup, cooldown, 
criticality, and inservice hydrostatic test, in the Wolf Creek PTLR, satisfy the requirements of 
Appendix G to 10 CFR Part 50.  

3.2.1.5 Minimum Temperature Requirement 

In addition to beltline materials, Appendix G to 10 CFR Part 50 also imposes a minimum 
temperature at the closure head flange based on the reference temperature for the flange 
material. Section IV.A.2 of Appendix G states that when the pressure exceeds 20 percent of 
the preservice system hydrostatic test pressure, the temperature of the closure flange regions 
highly stressed by the bolt preload must exceed the reference temperature of the material in 
those regions by at least 120°F for normal operation and by 90°F for hydrostatic pressure tests.  
The licensee calculated a value of 20°F for the initial RTNDT of the closure head flange. This 
value was reviewed and accepted by the staff in Section 3.1.2 above. The staff verified that the 
licensee's proposed PTLR included the 20°F value for the initial RTNDT of the closure head 
flange.  

As discussed in Section 3.1.2 above, the staff verified that the proposed 20 EFPY limits for 
heatup, cooldown, criticality, and inservice hydrostatic test, in the Wolf Creek PTLR, satisfy the 
requirements of Appendix G to 10 CFR Part 50.  

3.2.1.6 Use of Surveillance Data 

WCNOC placed its surveillance data in the proposed PTLR. In addition, the licensee 
addressed its use of the surveillance data and provided a complete evaluation on the credibility 
of the surveillance data in the proposed Wolf Creek PTLR. The staff found the licensee's 
evaluation of the surveillance data in the PTLR was identical to the evaluation that was found to 
be acceptable in Section 3.1.2 above.  

3.2.1.7 P/T Limit and PORV Settings Curves 

The staff verified that the P/T limit and PORV settings curves, that were included in the 
proposed PTLR for Wolf Creek, were generated in accordance with the Westinghouse Topical 
Report WCAP-14040-NP-A.
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3.2.1.8 Conclusion 

The staff determined that the proposed PTLR for Wolf Creek meets the following conditions: 

(a) WCNOC developed a PTLR for Wolf Creek, which contains the figures, values, 
parameters, and explanations for the P-T limit curves and COMS setpoints, including 
the fluence estimation.  

(b) The P-T limit curves and COMS setlpoints in the PTLR were generated in accordance 
with Westinghouse Topical Report WCAP-14040-NP-A, which was approved by the 
NRC, and therefore meets the condition that the P-T limit curves are to be generated in 
accordance with an NRC approved methodology. The proposed amendment will 
reference the topical report in the TSs for the facility.  

(c) WCNOC modified the Wolf Creek TSs to document the removal of the P-T limit curves 
and COMS PORV pressure settings to the PTLR for the unit in that the curves and 
settings were not included in the improved TSs when it was issued in Amendment 
No. 123 dated March 31, 1999.  

Therefore, the staff concludes that the proposed PTLR for Wolf Creek meets the criteria of 
GL 96-03, and is acceptable to the staff.  

3.2.2 Approval of the PTLR 

In the staff's letter of December 2, 1999, the staff approved the use of PTLR submitted in the 
licensee's letter of October 21, 1999. As requested by the licensee, the date of the staffs letter 
approving the use of the PTLR would be added to Section b of improved TS 5.6.6 as the letter 
that approved the use of the PTLR at WCGS. The licensee also proposed to list the 
Westinghouse WCAP-14040-NP-A, Revision 2, because the the WCAP is referenced in the 
PTLR for WCGS. Because the documents that should be listed in Subsection b of improved 
TS 5.6.6 are those that describe the methods approved by the staff to be used by the licensee 
to determine the RCS pressure and temperature and COMS limits for WCGS, which are the 
two documents proposed by the licensee, the staff concludes that adding these two documents 
to Section 5.6.6 is acceptable.  

4.0 STATE CONSULTATION 

In accordance with the Commission's regulations, the Kansas State Official was notified of the 
proposed issuance of the amendment. The State official had no comments.  

5.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION 

The amendment changes a requirement with respect to installation or use of a facility 
component located within the restricted area as defined in 10 CFR Part 20. The NRC staff has 
determined that the amendment involves no significant 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 cumulative occupational radiation exposure. The
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(64 FR 9023 and 64 FR 48869). Accordingly, the amendment mee ts the eligibility criteria for 
categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9). Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b) no 
environmental impact statement or environmental assessment need be prepared in connection 
with the issuance of the amendment.  

6.0 CONCLUSION 

The Commission has concluded, based 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, (2) such activities will be conducted in compliance with the 
Commission's regulations, and (3) the issuance of the amendment will not be inimical to the 
common defense and security or to the health and safety of the public.  

Principal Contributors: M. Khanna 
L. Lois

Date: December 7, 1999


