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Dear Dr Morris: 'm, -~

MONTICELLO ICCLEAR GENERATING PLANT E-5979
Amendment Change Request No. 2

Attached are three signed originals and nineteen conformed copies of Amended
Change Request No. 2, to the Monticello Nuclear Generating Plant Operating
License No. DPR-22.

Under separate cover, we are sending you 40 copies of the following technical
Sfcrmation:

(1) Ansvars to questions conveyed with Dr Morris' letter of June 3, 1971.

(2) Updated issue (October 1, 1971) of Gaseous Radwaste System Modification
Report originally submitted with Chango Request No. 2.

.

(3) Report M0G-DR-2 (Rev C) covering Operating Concepts for the modified
off-gas syster

The technical information described above was furnished to the plant Operations"

Committee and to the Safety Audit Committee for review and recommendations."

The Operations Committee has reviewed and found satisfactory the above described
technical inforcation. Formal action on the catter by the Safety Audit Co=mitteew will be taken at its October 27-28 meeting. We will advice you of the action

,tf

taken by the Safety Audit Co=mittee. ,

Section 50.59 (a) of AEC regulations requires prior comission approvsl of
changes in the Technical Specifications or of changes involving unroviewed
safety questions. We applied for commission authorization pursuant to
Section 50.59 (d) because of the resultant changes necessary to the Technical/

Specifications. The proposed changes to the radwaste system may constitute
an unreviewed safety question, as that ter= is defined in Section 50.59 (c).

,.

;

However, we believe the safety analysis included in our Modification Report
,.

9No yc-
$W" !$@0 Q
!PD t C

DCT201971 s.["
e'W '"

Ef%eri 91ososoaao 711ois %;fcg p sC
g. PDR ADOCK 05000263

p f~- P PDR

.R .a ..-

,-



_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ .__

r

,m NO RN GTATEO POWER CO NY
i

Tr.
. ld' .
r:: y-

.y
~.

?%: 2

t.

pp~

supports our conclusion that the proposed changes do not p esent significant;r
*;- bazards considerations not described or implicit in the Final Safety Analysis
' r_ Report...
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Yours very truly,

Y S$l. 0214
1.-" E C Ward, Director

j, Engineering Vice Presidential Staff I
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