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Commortiwealth Edison
1400 Opus Place
Downers Grove, lHlinois 60515

April 19, 1991

Dr. Thomas E. Murley, Director
Office Of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
U 5. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 2055

Attn. Document Control Desk

Subject: Byron Station Units 1 and 2
Braidwood Station Linits 1 and 2
Supplement to Application for Am ndment to
Facility Operating | icenses
NPF-37, NPF-66, NPF-72 and NPF-77
Appendix A, Technical Speoifications
TAC Nos. M72042, 72043, 72044, 72045
NRC Docket Nos, 50-454, 50-455, 50-456 and $0-457

References: (a) November 20, 1988, S.C. Hunsader letter
to T E. Murle
(b) May 15, 1989, L. N. Olshan letter
to T.J. Kovach
(¢) May 30, 1990, S.C. Hunsader lettor
to T.E. Muriey

Dear Dr. Murley

In refe,ence (a) pursuant to 10 CFR 50.90, Commonwealth Edisc . (Edison)

Eropossd to amend ndix A, Technical Specifications, of Facility Operating

icenses NPF-37, NPF-66, NPF-72 and NPF.77  The proposed amendment requested
a change to Technical Specifications 3.0.4, 4.0.3 and 4.0.4 and the Technical
Specifications that are atfected by these sections. The changes were requested and
made per the requirements of Generic Letter 87-09, to remove unnocessary restrictions
on operational mode changes and to prevent unnecessary plant shutdowns when
surveillance intervals have been inadvertently exceeded.
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Dr. Thomas E. Muriey - 3. April 19, 1991

Please direct any questions you may have concerning this matter to this
office.

Very truly yours,

Oton ¥ Glecso

Alien R. Checca
Nuclear Licensing Administrator

Attachments: A) Technical Specifications that contain a 3.0.4 not applicable statem ant.
B) List ot Revised Technical Specifications
C) Justification for Changes to Technical Specifications

Enclosures:  Byron Technical Specification Page 3/4 3-39
Byron Technical Specification Page B3/4-01

cc: Wayne Kropp-Byron
Steve Dupont-Braidwood
R. Pulsifer-NRR
A Hsia-NRR
W, Shafer-RIlI
M. Parker-IDNS

State of I, County of DuP; " 0FFicra f
Signed before me on this /72 day LAR A

of Qg.g/, , 198 , f
Notary Pubnc%

B £ o §
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ATTACHMENT A

SPECIFICATIONS THAT CONTAIN A
3.0.4 NOT APPLICABLE STATEMENT

FACILITY LICENSES NPF 37, NPF 66 NPF-72, AND NPF-77

The following Technical Specifications contalr a statement that the provisions of Specification 3.0.4
are not applicable. For these specifications transition into a higher mode of applicability is curently
allowed. The change to these specifications is purely administrative.

OPECIF:CATOO BYRON

PAGE # PAGE # DESCRIPTION

22 324 2-2 Quadrant Power Tilt Ratio

gg 3.31 gg ;;a::tor Trip System Instrumentation. Table

34 3-4 tems 2.8, 2b, 3,4, 7,8,9,10, 11, 12.a, 12,

33 35 13,14, 15, 16.a, 16.b, 18

312 312

315 332 315 Ewmnd Sabt‘ Features Actuation System

317 317 Instrumentation. Table 3.3-3

3'10 3'18 "'m‘ 1aC| 1-do 1a.| ‘.C. ‘cd. ‘n.o 5nbo 6.0.1'

3-1¢ 319 6¢c2 6d 6169 8a 8D

321 3.21

3-39 3.3.31 3-39 Radiation Monitoring for Plant Operations

4-43 3332 3-43 Movable Incore Detectors

3-44 3333 344 Seismic Instrumentation

347 3334 347 Meteorological Instrumer.tation

3.58 3338 356 Loose-Pant Detection System

3-59 3339 3-87 Radioactive Liquid Effiuent Monitoring
Instrumentation

364 3.33.10 3-62 Radioactive Gaseous Effiuent Monitoring
Instrumentation

3.73 33311 N High Energy Line Break o olation Sensors

7-26 379 7-28 Sealed Source Contamination

98 397 6-8 Crane Travel - Spent Fuel Storage Facility

9-11 aae -1 Contamination Purge Isolation System

913 391 913 Water Level-Storage Pool

914 3912 914 Fuel Handling Bullding Exhaust Mtter Plenums

111 3111 % 111 Liquid Effluents

116 32 116 Dose

1.7 31113 1.7 Liquid Radwaste Treatment System

118 31114 11-8 Liquid Holdup Tanks

119 3121 119 Gaseous Effluents

1113 Jnzz 1113 Dose-Noble Gases

1114 31123 1114 Dose-lodine-131 and 133, Tritium, and
Radioactive Material in Particular Form

1115 31124 1115 Gaseous Radwaste Treatment System

11186 31125 11-18 Explosive Gas Mixture

11417 31126 1117 Gas LDecay Tanks

11-18 3113 1118 Solid Radioactive Wastes

1119 3114 11-19 Tota! Dose

12-2 3.121 12-2 Monitoring Program

1213 3.12.2 12-13 Land Use Census

12-14 3.12.3 12-14 Interlaboratory Comparison Program

/sclID767:12



ATTACHMENT B
PROPOSED CHANGES TO APPENDIX A
TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS OFf
FACILITY LICENSES NPF-37, NPF 66, NPF-72, AND NPF-77

BYRON STATION SRAIDWOOD STATION

Revised Page: 3/4 0-1 Ravisad Pages 34 0-1
34 0-2 : 24 0-4
3/4 2-% /4 2-¢
/4 2-€ 3/4 2-€
3/4 29 2/4.2:9
3/4 212 34 2-1%
3/4 3-2 3/4 3-%
3/4 3-3 3/4 3.3
3/4 3-4 3/4 3-4
3/4 3-5 3/4 3-5 g
3/4 3-1% 3/4 312
3/4 3-15 34 315
3/4 3-17 3/4 317
O 15 3/4 3-18 )
3/4 3-19 /4 3-19
34 3 21 3/4 3-21
3/4 3-39 3/4 3-39
/4 3-43 3/4 3-43
3/4 3-44 3/4 3-44
3/4 3-47 3/4 3-47
3/4 3-56 3/4 358
3/4 3-57 3/4 3-50
3/4 3-6% 3/4 3-64
3/4 3-71 3/4 3-73
3/4 7 -2¢ VRS
3/4 9-¢ /4 ©
3/4 9-11 3/4 9-11
3/4 9-13 3/4 913
3/4 9-14 3/49 14
/4111 3/4 111
J/a1i-b 3/4 11«¢
3/4 11-7 3/4 11-7
3/4 118 /4 11-8
3/4 11-9 3/4 11-9
/4 1113 /4 11-13
3/4 11-14 3/4 11-14
3/4 1*-15 3/4 11-15
3/4 11-1€ 3/4 11186
3/4 11-1 3/4 1117
3/411-18 3/4 1118
"‘;1‘ 10 .\fh‘b"‘w 1"5
3/4 12-0% 3/4 12-0¢
3 12-13 U4 12-13
3/4 12-14 3/4 12-14

Bases pages B 3/4 0-1 through B 3/4 0-3 are being repiaced wit! B 3/4 0-1 through B 3/4 76

scl'ID767:13
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ATTACHMENT C

The ctianges to each Technical Specification page are listed along with the justification. For
ease of review, they are in page number order.

Page numbers are common for Byron (BY) and Braidwood (BW) except as noted.

Page 3/4 0-1
3/4  Limiting Conditions for Operation and Survelllance Requirements

Justification for changes to 3.0.4

As a part of recent initiatives to improve Techni~al Specifications, tne NRC, in
© ration with the Atomic Industrial Forum (AIF), has developed a program for
Technical s?ecmonﬂon improvements. One of the elements of this program is the
implementation of short-term improvements to resolve immediate concerns that
have been identified in investigations of Tochnlca!jgoc!ﬂcaﬂon problems by both
NRC and AIF. The guidance provided n Generic er 87-09 addresses three
specific ?mbloms that have been encountered with the general raquirements on the
applicability of Limiting Conditions for Operatien (LCO) and Survelllance
Requirements in sections 3.0 and 4.0 of the Standardized Technical cifications.
The proposed changes to Technical Specifications 3.0.4, 4.0.3 and 4.0.4 address
these problems.

The first change involves revising Technical Specification 3.0.4, the
bases section for 3.0.4, and several specifications that reference 3.0.4. This
change addresses the problem, as stated in Generic Letter 87-09, involving
unnecessary restrictions on mode changes by Specification 3.0.4, and
inconsistent arplicmlon of exceptions to it. The practical solution is to change
this specification to define the conditions under which its requirements apply.
With respect to unnecessary mode changes, Specification 3.0.4 unduly
restricts facility operation when conformance with Action Requirements
rrovldos an acceptable level of safety for continued operation. Foran LCO
hat has Action Requirements permitting continued operation for an unlimited
period of time, entry into an operational mode or other specified condition of
operation should be perm in accordance with Action Requirements. The
solution also resoives the  blem of inconsistent application of exceptions to
Specification 3.0.4:

(a) which delays startup under conditions in which conformance to the Action
Requlrements established an acceptable level of satety for unlimited
continued operation of the facility: and

(b) whrick Zelays a return to power operation when the facility is required to
be in a lower mode of operation as a consaquence of other Action
Requirements.

This zhange will prevent delays in startups under conditions in which
conformance to the Action Requirements established an acceptance level of
safety for unlimited continued operation of the facility.

/schID767:14



ATTACHMENT C (continued)

Surveillance Requirements

Page ¥4 02
Justification for changes to 4.0.3

The second change involves revising Technical Specification 4.0.3, and its
assoclated bases. This change addresses the problem as stated in Generic Letter
87-09, involving unnecessary shutdowns caused by Specification 4.0.3 when
surveillances intervals are Inadvertently exceeded. The solution Is to clarity the
applicability of the Action Requirements, to specify a specific circumstance, and to
clarity when a missed surveillance constitutes a violation of the Ofombmty
Requiremants of an LCO. It is overly conservative to assume that systems or
components are inoperable when a survelilance has not been performed because
the vast majority of survelliances do in fact demonstrate that systems or
components are rable. When a surveillance Is missed, it is primarily a question
of operability that has not been verified by the performance of a Surveillarce
Requirement. Because the aliowable outage time limits of some Action
Requirements do not provide an appropriate time for performing a missed
surveillance before Shutdown Requirements apply, the Technical Specification
should include a time limit that allows a delay of required actions to permit the
performance of the missed surveillance based on consideration of plant conditions,
adequate planning, availability of personnel, the time required to perform the
surv:::ance. and, of course, the safety significance of the delay in completing the
surveillance.

In addition, Generic Letter 87-09 discusses, that if entry into an Action
Statement that requires the unit to enter another mode or condition of
operation where a surveillance is not in frequency, then revised Specification
4.0.3 will allow 24 hours for completion beiore the Action Statement applies.
It is our understanding that in this scenario, the survelllance required by the
new Action Staternent would not constitute a missed survelllance resulting in
any reporting requirements or enforcement action.

A similar situation that was not addressed in Generic letter 87-09 but was
discussed in a telephone call between EJdison and the NRC on November 15,
1988, was the situation where the unit trips and enters a mode where
equlgmem is required to be operable but the surveillance is not in frequency.
For Example, the source range instruments are re?ulrod in Modes 2 (below
P-6),3,4,and 5. V. "the unit o?qratlnq in Mode 1 for a period of time the
source range instrume ‘s are not required operable but if the unit trips. In
Mode 3, the instruments are required to be operable but the surveillance is out
of frequancy. It is Edison’s understanding that the NRC indicated it would be
acceptable to perform the surveillance within 24 hours after entry into Mode
3. This situation would not constitute a missed surveillance resulting in any
reporting requirements or enforcement action. For a normal shutdown, the
evolution should be controlled such that the required surveillances would be
Feﬂormed prior to entering the mode where the equipment would be required

o be operable. It is not necessary to do the Analog Channel Operational test,
quarterly for the source range instruments when the unit is in Mode 1.

/8cl:ID767:15



ATTACHMENT C (continued)

'.»l'l;)--'.' 404

The third chanae involves revising Technical Specification 4.0.3, 4.0.4 and
thelr associated bases sections to eliminate two possible onflicts between
Speacification 403and 404, The first conflict as stated in Genernc Letter 87-09
anses bacause Spec ification 4.0.4 prohibits entry into an operational mode or othar
SO ifled condition when Surveillance ‘\s‘J‘ll'v'v":\H'Y?‘ have not been parformed within
the spec ified surveillance interva A conflict with this ,'g.-')r”v,'.'ng.n’ axiats when a
mode change is required as a consequence of Action Re quiremants, and whet the

wurvelllance Requirements that become applicable have not been ;u—n'? rmed withir
the specified survelllance interval. Specification 4.0.4 should not be used to preven
passage through. or to operationa modes as required to comply with action
requirements because to do so would
increase the potential for a plant

0He

ug
(h) would challange saftety systems

Also, certain surveillances should be ailowed to be pertormed during a
hutdown to ‘»rnph with Action H&n)-. rements. Alonag with the modification of
Speacification 4.0.3 to permit a deiay in the applicability ot Action Requiremeants
Speacification 4.0.4 has beeén larified to allow passage thraugh or to operational
modes as required to comply with Action Requirements

A sacond conflict as stated in Generic Letter 87-09 could anse because, when
Survelillance Regirements can only be x,m)L-in(ud after antry into a mode or
specified condition for which the Surveillance Requirements apply, an exception 1
the requirements of Specification 4.0.4 is allowed. However, upon entry INO this
mocdie or condition, the requirements of Specification 4.0.3 may not bé met because
the Survelillance Reguiremants may not have been performed within the aliowed
surveillance interval. It is not the intent of Specification 4.0.3 that the Action
Requireaments preclude the performance of surveillances allowed under any
exception to Specification 4.0.4. Allowance for a delay in Specification 4.0.3 for
applicabllity of Action Requirements will provide an appropriate time imit for the
completion of those Surveillance Requirements that become applicable as a

nsequence of allowance of any exceptions to Specification 4.0.4

It has been noted that some surveillance that state "4 0.4 not applicable’, do
involve performance times in excess of the « 4 hours allowad by this change and
Generic Letter 87-09. These spacific surveillances have been idantified, and

hanges are proposed to bound both the conditions required to pertorm the

surveillance. This should provide an acceptable means to establish required

nditions, as well as set a reasonable compiation "M:l[):'t‘llhr”“ Thase limits are al

basecd on prior exparience vandor racommendations for conditions t ;n’tr‘? rm ‘hen

inder., and enginaering juggement




ATTACHMENT C (continued)

Axial Flux Difference

Page W4 2.2
Justification for Changes to 4.2.1.3

This change Is being Br:posed as a clarification of how the target flux values
are determined. The initial Delta | Target value is derived from design predictions.
This is necessary because It is desirable to have some limits in place for the time
period between unit restart from refueling and the establishment of proper plant
conditions necessary to complete the surveillance. This surveillance requires
equilibrium xenon conditions with tha control rods positioned at or near thair normal
position to support operation at a high power level These prerequisities make it
necessary for the unit to transition into the mode of licability and achieve some
level of core burnup prior to adjusting the target flux ditterence. This change
represents a clarification, and does not seek any additional relief or latitude. The
approval of this chan?o will not result in a change in the manner that the
surveillance is currently conducted, the methods in which the target flux is currently
determined, or the scheduling of the surveillance. This change is considered to be
consistent with Generic Letter 87-09 in that it provides a clarification to the
specification which removes any confusion about when the surveillance is required
to be performed.

This change negates the need fur a 4.0.4 exemption because the initial
determination of target flux difference will be predicted prior to the entry into Mode
1. Shouid a shutdown occur, no effective full power days will be accuriulated which
allows the unit to return to power based on the last surveillance.
Justifica,, »n for changes to 4.2.1.4

As currently written, this specification does not prevent changing modes.
Ueleting the reference to 4.0.4 is purely administrative in nature.

/schID787:17



ATTACHMENT C (continued)

Heat Flux Hot Channel Factor - F,(2)
Page V4 26 1

Justification for Changes to 4.2.2.2.4a

This surveillance requirement is modified in a manner that differs from
the blanket 24 hours allowance provided in Generic Letter 87-09. This change
establishes an upper bound with regards to power ascension, rather than a
time limit. A time limit is inappropriate for this sury elllance given the
avolutions necessary to restart a unit after a v(‘ah;(almg The time required to
achieve the plant conditions necessary 10 accomplish this s jrveliliance
requirement and derive mp_arnngh,u' results is dependant on sev aeral factore
Among these are: the length of time necessary to accomplish low power
phy si '8 testing, duration of "hold” pariods necessary to achieve optimum
sacondary side chemistry conditions, and the availability of secondary side
equipmerit to support operation at highar power levels. For these reasons, a
limiting power level is specified. This power level was chosen because it
represents a convenient platetau to accomplish the power distribution map in
parallel with preparation of secondary side equipment to suppon operation at
hu%)?uu power levels This power level i1s ,\pp'()prmw because nw_mv’\m@l"\l‘
results will be obtained and significant margin exists between existing peaking
factors and limiting values. Approval of this change will provide a well defined
window for accomplishment of the flux riiap without unnecessarily prolonging
the power ascension sequence and will also provide for baseline data pnor to
the unit approaching full power, where the peakxing factors are limiting

Page 34 29 RCS Flow Rate and Nuclear Enthalpy Rise Hot Channel Factor

Justification for Changes to 4.2.3.5

This surveillance requirement is being modified to establish a imiting power
level, as opposed to a time limit for the same reasons stated for surveillance
requirement 4,.2.2.2.a. This power level was selected because the haat balance will
yleld more representative results than if accomplished at a lower power level. This
is due to the increase in secondary side efficiency that is realized when plan
parameters approach their design values. Al this power level, the DNB ratio does
not approach imiting values, due to the lower core exit temperatures Additionally
the flow in each loop is monitored by elbow meters, and indication is provided on the
main control board. While the accuracy of this flow measurement system is not
optimum, it does provide a means of detecting any significant flow anomalies
Normal maintenance conducted on the reactor coolant pumps, RCS piping and
vessel imernals during refueling outages is not of the nature that would significantyy
alter the loop flow characteristics. In addition. significant reductions in RCS flow
initiate a reactor trip to protect against high ;mw;;v low flow conditions. By
establishing the limiting level, assurance is providad that the heat balance will be
more representative of full power vatues, and the RCS flowrate will be calculated

prior to operation at full power, where the DNBR becomes limiting




ATTACHMENT C (continued)

Quadrant Power Tilt Ratio

Page W4 212
_l']“!-'l tion tor ( ,'\.,H-J‘-n o3 c.44d

This action statement currently states that 3.0 4 10es not apply. Thi
statement is being deleted. For this specihcation transition to a higher mode o
appiicability is currently allowed tharafore this ¢ nange does not provide any
additional relief. The change is purelv administrative in nature

‘“.,' o T”; &\ stem Instrumeant;:

16 1o ":”,w 3.3-1 temse

Power range. neutron flux high setpoint

Fowaear v((ru;w nautron flux l(\\;\ setpoint

Power range, neutron flux high positive rate

Powaer range, neutron flux high negative rate

Qv um"n‘ns:rau,m‘- delta T ;

Qverpower delta 7

Pressurizer Pressure-low (above F

Pressurizer Pressure-High

Pressurizer Water Level-High (above P.8

Reactor coolant flow-low singie loop (above P-8
Reactor coolant flow-low two loops (above P-7 and below P-£
Steam Generator Water Level-Low-Low
Undervoltage-Reactor Coolant Pumps (above P-7
Underfrequency-Reactor Coolant Pumps (above P-7)
Turbine Trip (above P-7 or P-8)

Emergency Trip Header Pressure

Turbine Throttle Valve Closure

Reactor Coolant Pump Breaker Position Trip (above P

lustification for changes to Table 3.3-1

See Specification 3.




ATTACHMENT C (continued)

Page ¥4 3-12 Reactor Trip Instrumentation Survelllance Requirements
Justification for Changes to Table 4.3.-1
Table Notations 3 and 6

Note 3 is being changed to provide further definition regarding the initial
rmance of the incore-excore comparison following a retueling outage. The 24

our allowance generically granted b{ Generic Letter 87-09 is insufficient to
establish the proper plant conditions to conduct this survelillance and extract
representative results. Because the axial flux profile tends to shift with core power,
the resulting axial power shape at 75% power wili more closely represent the full
power axial flux shape. Additionaly, a substantial margin is maintained between the
power level at which the surveillance is conductad, and the 109% high flux trip. This
margin is considered sufficient to ensure that the core will be operated within its
design imits prior to the optimization of the nuclear instrumentation indication based
on the incore results. The tracking of the surveillance interval on the basis of EFPD
is requested because variations in the axial flux distribution are a function of core
burnup. This method is mure meaningful than a simple calendar frequency because
extended power ascension delays or reduced power operation may result in a small
change in core burnup. Because of the burnugde ndent nature of the measured

aramater, performing the surveillance on an EFPD basis will ensure that the
ncore-excore comparison will be performed at roximately equal exposure
intervals over the duration of a fuel cycle. Note 6 is being modified in the same
manner for the same reasons.

/sch:ID767:20



ATTACHMENT C (continmed)

[' nainearad Satety Faatures

7\.,“,_3..: f

i»,}'u'.\ "'A‘o(‘!!'\'
'\1'){_;(0’17'“-'\" “an_f‘[_v'g' '1")‘ ]
Frassurizer Preassure-low (aboy

Steam Ling ressure-low (abovi

Steam Line Isolation

ntainment Pressure-High-:
11

: o
stéam Line Prassure-low X YOVE ¥

|
Steam Line Pressure-Negative Rate-Hioh (balow v

Turbine Yy"~., and Feadwater isolation
Steam Genarator Water Level-high hiot
Auxiliary Feadwater
Steam Generator Water Level-Low-Low

Start Motor Drive Pumi

Start Diesel Driven Pump
Undervoltage-RCP Bus-Start Motor Driven Pump and Diese! Dri

b

Auxiliary Feedwater Pump Suction Prassure-Low (Transter t«

Service Water
n{ Power

Bus Undervoltage

id Degraded Voltage
lust fi ition for ( AN ';,“\5,. 1 q

See H;\..

3-39 Radiation
hanges o

ation




ATTACHMENT C (continued)

PW’ V4 344 Saismic Instrumentatior
justification for Changes to 3.3.3.3 Action t

Sae S pe ification 3.2.4.9

o ‘)w) V4 347 Meataorol aical Instr imentatior
l J st fi ation for C hanoes o 3 3} 4 4 Ac tion t

See Specification 3.2.4.d

BW Page 3/4 358 Loose Pant Datection System
BY Page 34 3-50
l 3 lystification for Changes to 2.3.3.8 Action t

HEe ope Wication 3.2.4.d

BW Page /4 3-59 Radioadtive Liquid Effluent Monitoring Instrumentation
BY Page Y4 3-57

Justification for Changes to 3.3.3.9 Action (

See ‘w(»’n ification 3

c4.d

BW Page ¥4 364 Radioactive Gaseous Effluent Monitoring Instrumentation
BY Page V4 3-62

Justification for Changes to 3.3.3.10 Action C
See Specification 3.2.4.d

BW /4 3-73 High Energy Line Break L-!solation Sensors
BY 34 3-71

See Specification 3 i.d




ATTACHMENT C (continued)

BW Page ¥4 7- 26 Sealed Source Contaminati
BY Page V4 7-28
Justification for ( ";‘h:‘);‘:v to - 70A tior

yE3 (D ',"H ‘H| tion 3 4 {

- )

"m(’ 3/498 Crane Travel /‘.;\w’l' Fuel Storage Fa i ity
lustification for Changes to 3.9 7

&) ‘.!)n Wication3.2.4.d

Page Y4911 Containment Purge Isolation ¢
istification for Changes to

SNa0 "\b“" vith

Page ¥4 913 Water Level-&
lustification tor Changes

Specification

Page ¥4 9-14 Fuel Handling Building Exhaust Filter Plenum

lustification for Changes to 3.9 12

9 ‘\‘;u. thcatior _l

&

Page 34 11-1  Liouid Effluents
Justification for Changes to 3

See Specification 2

Page ¥4 116 Dose

lustification for (




ATTACHMENT C (continued)

Page ¥4 11-7 Liquid Radwaste Treatment System
Justification for Changes to 3.11.1.3 Action b
See Specification 3.2.4.d

Page ¥4 11-8 Liquid Holdup Tanks
Justification for Changes to 3.11.1.4 Action b
See Specification 3.2.4.d

Page ¥4 11-9 Gaseous Effluents
Justification for Changes to 3.11.2.1 Action b
See Specification 3.2.4.d

Page ¥4 11-13 Dose-Noble Gases
Justification for Changes to 3.11.2.2. Action b
See Specification 3.2.4.d
Page V4 11-14 FC:><>se-lodlma-131 and 133, Tritium, and Radioactive Material in Particulate
orm
Justification for Changes to 3.11.2.3 Action b
See Specification 3.2.4.d

Page ¥4 11-15 Gaseous Radwaste Treatment System
Justification for Changes to 3.11.2.4 Action b
See Specification 3.2.4.d

/scl: D767.24



ATTACHMENT C (continued)

Page ¥4 11-16 Explosive Gas Mixture
Justification for Changes to 3.11.2.5 Action C
See Specification 3.2.4.d

Page ¥4 11-17 Gas Decay Tanks
Justification for Changes to 3.11.2.6

See Specification 3.2.4.d

Page 34 11-18 Solid Radinactive Waste
Justification for Changes to 3.11.3 Action C
See Specification 3.2.4.d

Page /4 11-19 Total Dose
Justification for Changes to 3.11.4 Action b
See Specification 3.2.4.d

Page ¥4 12-2 Monitoring Program
Justification for Chonges to 3.12.1 Action d
See Spectlication 3.2.4.d

Page 3/4 12-13 Land Use Census
Justification for Changes to 3.12.2 Action C
See Specification 3.2.4.d

Pape ¥4 12-14 Interlaboratory Compaiison Program
Justification for Changes to 3.12.3 Action b
See Specification 3.2.4.d
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