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changes have been evaluated by Westinghovse, and it has been
determined that these changes do not affect the previous wachanical
and thermal~hydraulic designs.

This core is designed to operate under nominal design parameters
and the approved Technical Specifications, including those provided
with License Amendment Nos. 123 and 126 for Unit 2. For those
postulated accidents presented in the FSAR which could be affected
by the reload core, re-evaluation has demonstrated that the results
of the postulated events are within allowable limits. The reload
core meets the current F,xP limit of 2.5 and the current FAH limit
of 1.70.

In accordance with past practice, the Westinghouse reload safety
evaluation report relies on previously reviewed and accepted
analyses as reported in the FSAR, in the upgraded OFA safety
reports, and in earlier reload cycle safety evaluation reports.
The reload safety report for Unit 2 Cycle 19 concludes that no
unreviewed safety questicns, as defined in 10 CFR 50.59, are
involved in the operation of Unit 2 during Cycle 19. This

10 CFR 50.59 evaluation has been reviewed and approved by the
Manager’s Supervisory Staff. Verification of the core design has
been performed by means of the standard start-up physics tests
conducted at the beginning of this cycle.

Please contact us, f you have any questions regarding the
Cycle 19 reload design or operation.
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Bob Link

Vice President

Nuclear Power

Sincerely,

CAC/aks

€¢C: NRC Resident Inspector
NRC Regional Administrator, Region IITI

Subscribed and sworn to before me

this _Jo* day of Jolirs,. . 1993.
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State of Wisconsin

My'Commission expires 0=27 e




