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References: 1. Docket No. 50-285 m
2. Proposed Generic Communication - Guidance for Modification ofh,

Technical Specifications to Reflect (A) Revisions to 10 CER 20:
and 10 CFR 50.36, (B) Related Current Industry InitiativB and

(C) Miscellaneous Related Editorial Clar'fications.
Dear Sir:

SUBJECT: Comments from Omaha Public Power District (OPPD) on Proposed Generic
,Letter
|

In Reference 2, the NRC solicited comments for a proposed generic letter that
would provide guidance, in the form of model technical specifications (TS), for
preparing a license amendment request to modify TS in order to reflect changes
to 10 CFR 20, " Standards for Protection Against Radiation," and 10 CFR 50.36a,
" Technical Specifications on Effluents from Nuclear Power Reactors." These
changes became effective on June 20, 1991, and October 1, 1992, respectively.

OPPD has the following comments regarding the proposed generic letter (GL):

1. The GL should specify whether the requirements of 40 CFR 190 or the
requirements of 10 CFR 20.1302(b)(2) apply to members of the public within
the controlled area (Section 4/4.11).

2. Sections 6.9, " Reporting Requirements Annual Reports," ard 5.9.1.2.(a),
" Annual Reports," require submitting a report of all deep dose equivalents
(DDE) received greater than 100 mrem. However,10 CFR 20.1502(a)(1) only
requires monitoring if exposures are likely to exceed 500 mrem. The
reporting requirements should be consistent with the regul atory
requirements (i.e., >500 mrem).

3. In Sections 6.11 and 6.11.2, the wording should allow rope barriers to
constitute a barricade. Additionally, the wording should allow dose rates
to be specified on a radiation work permit (RWP) and/or referenced to more
recent radiologir.al surveys. This would preclude continuous revising and
rewriting of RWPs.
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4. Additional wording should be added to Sections 5.7.2.7(g) and 3.11.2.1 to '

allow use of effluent concentration in addition to dose rate. For
example, the wording should state a limit of 5 times the submersion
effluent concentration and 10 times all other effluent concentrations,
rather than just dose rates, j

|Please contact me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

m2 k
W. G. Gates
Vice President
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c: LeBoeuf, Lamb, Leiby & MacRae
L. J. Callan, NRC Regional Administrator, Region IV
S. D. Bloom, NRC Project Manager
R. P. Mullikin, NRC Senior Resident Inspector
NRC Document Control Desk

i

i

,

.I


