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Design Features 
4.0 

4.0 DESIGN FEATURES 

4.1 Site Location 

4.1.1 Site and Exclusion Area Boundaries 

The site area boundary follows the Illinois River to the north, 
the Kankakee River to the east, a country road from Divine 
extended eastward to the Kankakee River on the south, and the 
Elgin, Joliet, and Eastern Railway right-of-way on the west. The 
exclusion area boundary shall be an 800 meter radius from the 
centerline of the reactor vessels.  

4.1.2 Low Population Zone 

The low population zone shall be a five mile radius from the 
centerline of the reactor vessels.  

4.2 Reactor Core 

4.2.1 Fuel Assemblies 

The reactor shall contain 724 fuel assemblies. Each assembly 
shall consist of a matrix of Zircaloy clad fuel rods with an 
initial composition of natural or slightly enriched uranium 
dioxide (U0 2 ) as fuel material. The assemblies may contain water 
rods or a water box. Limited substitutions of Zircaloy, ZIRLO, or 
stainless steel filler rods for fuel rods, in accordance with 
approved applications of fuel rod configurations, may be used.  
Fuel assemblies shall be limited to those fuel designs that have 
been analyzed with NRC staff approved codes and methods and have 
been shown by tests or analyses to comply with all safety design 
bases. A limited number of lead test assemblies that have not 
completed representative testing may be placed in nonlimiting core 
regions.  

4.2.2 Control Rod Assemblies 

The reactor core shall contain 177 cruciform shaped control rod 
assemblies. The control material shall be boron carbide and 
hafnium metal as approved by the NRC.  

(continued)

Dresden 2 and 3 Amendment No.4.0-1



Design Features 
4.0 

4.0 DESIGN FEATURES (continued) 

4.3 Fuel Storage 

4.3.1 Criticality 

4.3.1.1 The spent fuel storage racks are designed and shall be 
maintained with: 

a. keff ! 0.95 if fully flooded with unborated water, 
which includes an allowance for uncertainties as 
described in Section 9.1.2 of the UFSAR; and 

b. A nominal 6.30 inch center to center distance 
between fuel assemblies placed in the storage 
racks.  

4.3.2 Drainage 

The spent fuel storage pool is designed and shall be maintained to 
prevent inadvertent draining of the pool below elevation 589 ft 
2.5 inches.  

4.3.3 Capacity 

The spent fuel storage pool is designed and shall be maintained 
with a storage capacity limited to no more than 3537 fuel 
assemblies.

Dresden 2 and 3 4.0-2 Amendment No.



-1ý7- *k Bl*OA L1 /-)

SITE 5.1 

1.40 5.0 DESIGN FEATURES 

1./ 5.1 SIT llI tJa•,o- b,,e .,, y fj,.s -R,"h oj.' ll •oui4;.r R.;ve,- to A "f, et 1 ), " 

Site and Exclusion Area 

I-.I,4 5.1.A Thesite onsists oa approximatey-9b acres adjacent to th inots River at themoint 
r -FwrZhP tis formed by the confyuence of the Des Plaines an/fKank~akee River• •te 

tnortheast quarter of the Goos~e Lake Townshio), Grulndv)4 Crunty. linoiS The Exclusion 

Area shall die be 800 mete from the centerline of the reactor vessels.  

Low Population Zone 

2'/, I Z_ 5.1.B The Low Population Zone shall be a five mile radius from the centerline of the reactor 
vessels.  

5.1.C InfRmation regarding radioactive gaseous Effluents shall be located in the OFFSE 

5.1.C Information regarding radioactive liqgd effluents shall be located in the ITE DOE 

D EALCULATION MANUAL.  

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 5-1 Amendment Nos. •so a

A _',1 •- W/



:rTS ihAf{~ '-1.0D

CONTAINMENT 5.2

5.0 DESIGN FEATURES

La DOTIGNMENT 

Configratio
5.2.A The primary co finment is a steel lined concrete structure consisting of a drywell and 

suppression c mber. The drywell is a steel structure composea of a spherical lower 
portion, a c rical middle portion, and a hemispherical top hpad. The drywell is 
attached to suppression chamber through a series of dovt'icomer vents. The 
drywall a minimum free air volume of 158,236 cubic fejft. The suppression 
chamber ms an air region of 116,300 to 112,800 cubic f and a water region of 
116.3 to19,800 cubicfeet 

5.2.18 primary containment Is dhsigned and shall be aintained for: 

11 Maximum internal pressure: 62 psig.  

2. Maximum Internal temperature: drywell 1F.  
suppre *on pool 281=F.  

3. Maximum external pressure: dryw 1i 2 psig.  
sup reaon pool I psig.  

.2.C The secondary containment consists f the Reactor Building and 6 ortion of the main 
steam tunnel and has a minimum fr volume of 4.500,000 cubic at.

Amendment Nos. 158, 153DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 5-4
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REACTOR CORE 5.3

5.0 DESIGN FEATURES

A/Z. 5.3 REACTOR CORE

Fuel Assemblies 

5.3.A The reactor core shall contain 724 fuel assemblies. Each assembly consists of a 

matrix of Zircaloy clad fuel rods with an initial composition of natural or slightly 

enriched uranium dioxide as fuel material. The assemblies may contain water rods or a 

water box. Limited substitutions of Zircaloy or ZIRLO or stainless steel filler rods for 

fuel rods, in accordance with NRC-approved applications of fuel rod configurations, 

may be used. Fuel assemblies shall be limited to those fuel designs that have been 

analyzed with applicable NRC staff-approved codes and methods, and shown by tests 

or analyses to comply with all fuel safety design bases. A limited number of lead test 

assemblies that have not completed representative testing may be placed in non

limiting core regions.

Control Rod Assemblies

,V(2,2._ 5.3.B The reactor core shall contain 177 cruciform shaped control rod assemblies. The 

control material shall be boron carbide powder (BC) and/or hafnium metal. (Ti c,

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 5-5
Amendment Nos. 171; 166.
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FUEL STORAGE 5.6

5.0 DESIGN FEATURES

41.3 §5.6 FUELSTORAGE

Criticality

LI, ;,1, 1 5.6.A The spent fuel storage racks-are designed and shall be maintained with:

L-.3.1,I.b

1. A k. equivalent to <0.95 when flooded with unborated water, including all 

calculational uncertainties and biases as described in Section 9.1 tof the UFSAR 

2. A nominal 6.30 inch center-to-center distance between fuel assemblies placed in 

the storage racks.

Drainage 

'. 3, 2.. 5.6.B The spent fuel storage pool is designed and shall be maintained to prevent inadvertent 

draining of the pool below elevation 589' 2.5% 

Capacity 

L/, 3, 3 5.6.C The spent fuel storage pool is designed and shall be maintained with a storage 

capacity limited to no more than 3537 fuel assemblies.

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 5-8 Amendment Nos. iso &
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: CHAPTER 4.0 - DESIGN FEATURES 

ADMINISTRATIVE 

A. 1 In the conversion of the Dresden 2 and 3 current Technical Specifications (CTS) 
to the proposed plant specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain 
wording preferences or conventions are adopted that do not result in technical 
changes (either actual or interpretation). Editorial changes, reformatting, and 
revised numbering are adopted to make the ITS consistent with the BWR 
Standard Technical Specifications, NUREG-1433, Rev. 1 (i.e., the Improved 
Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS)).  

A.2 The description of the site area boundary has been provided in lieu of the 
relocated description of the site location (see Discussion of Change LA. 1 below).  
Identification of the specific site boundary is provided consistent with 
information pertinent to 10 CFR 100 requirements. This change does not alter 
any current requirements and is considered a presentation preference consistent 
with the format of BWR ISTS, NUREG-1433, Rev. 1, and therefore is 
administrative.  

A.3 The details of CTS 5.1. C, Radioactive Gaseous Effluents, and CTS 5.1 .D, 
Radioactive Liquid Effluents, that these items shall be located in the OFFSITE 
DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL (ODCM) are duplicative of similar 
requirements in the definition of ODCM. The portions of the definition 
regarding radioactive liquid and gaseous effluents is being maintained in 
proposed ITS 5.5.1, Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM). Therefore, this 
specific requirement is being deleted and the deletion is considered 
administrative.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 

"Generic" 

LA. 1 The description of the site location in CTS 5.1 .A is proposed to be relocated to 
UFSAR, Section 2.1.1.1, where it currently exists. It will be difficult to alter 
the site location, therefore, it is not necessary in the Technical Specifications.  
Any changes to this design feature or the UFSAR must also conform to the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.59. If this design feature of the facility were altered 
in accordance with 10 CFR 50.59, there would not be a significant impact on 
safety (which is the criteria of 10 CFR 50.36(c)(4) for including as a Design

Dresden 2 and 3 1



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: CHAPTER 4.0 - DESIGN FEATURES 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 

LA. 1 Feature). Therefore, removing these details from the Technical Specifications, 
(cont'd) while maintaining the details in the UFSAR, will not impact safe operation of the 

facility, and is not required to be in the ITS to provide adequate protection of the 
public health and safety.  

LA.2 Primary containment configuration and design details in CTS 5.2.A, primary 
containment design temperatures and pressures in CTS, 5.2.B ,.and secondary 
containment design details in CTS 5.2.C, are proposed to be relocated to 
UFSAR, Sections 6.2.1 and 6.2.3, where they currently exist. Any changes to 
these design parameters described in the UFSAR must conform to the 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.59. Furthermore, sufficient detail relating to these 
features exists in CTS and ITS LCOs to ensure any changes which may affect 
safety would require prior NRC review and approval. Since the features with a 
potential to affect safety are sufficiently addressed by LCOs, and other features, 
if altered in accordance with 10 CFR 50.59, would not result in a significant 
affect on safety, the criteria of 10 CFR 50.36(c)(4) for including as a Design 
Feature are not met. Therefore, removing these details from the Technical 
Specifications, while maintaining the detail in the UFSAR, will not impact safe 
operation of the facility, and is not required to be in the ITS to provide adequate 
protection of the public health and safety.  

LA.3 The nominal active control rod assembly absorber length described in CTS 5.3.B 
is proposed to be relocated to the UFSAR, Section 4.2.2, where it is currently 
described (by reference). Any changes to this design parameter referenced in the 
UFSAR must conform to the requirements of 10 CFR 50.59.  

Furthermore, sufficient detail relating to this feature exists in a CTS and ITS 
LCO (e.g., SHUTDOWN MARGIN) to ensure changes that may impact safety 
would require prior NRC review and approval. Since this feature with a 
potential to impact safety is sufficiently addressed by an LCO, the criteria of 
10 CFR 50.36(c)(4) for including as a Design Feature are not met. Therefore, 
allowing the removal of this detail from Technical Specifications, while 
maintaining the information in the UFSAR, will not impact safe operation of the 
facility, and is not required to be in the ITS to provide adequate protection of the 
public health and safety.  

"Specific" 

None

Dresden 2 and 3 2



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: CHAPTER 4.0 - DESIGN FEATURES 

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS 

None

Dresden 2 and 3 3



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
CTS: CHAPTER 5.0 - DESIGN FEATURES 

The following blank pages, have been deleted: 

5-2, 5-3, 5-6, and 5-7.

Dresden 2 and 3 I



Design Features 

(7 TS> 4.0 

4.0 DESIGN FEATURES 

<-T I> 4.1 Site Location e• I escri ptn of site -opa ion.L- SX7TE LZQ710to 

4.2 Reactor Core The 'oSse;ýbl/j nay 4 

ý5 .3 . A > 4 .2 .1 Fu e l A ssem bl ies - o_

The reactor shall contain: fuel assemblies. Each assembly o 2- shall consist of a matrix of Zircallo o fuel rods with 
an initial composition of natural or slightly enriched uranium 
dioxide UO ) as fuel materia . w er ronK . imi e 
su stitutions oJ onium o or stainless steel filler rods ZIULD, for fuel rods, in accordance with approved applications of fuel 
rod.configurations, may be used.. Fuel assemblies shall be limited 
to those fuel designs that have been analyzed with NRC staff 
approved codes and methods and have been shown by tests or 
analyses to comply with all safety design bases. A limited number 

*of lead test assemblies that have not completed representative 
testing may be placed in nonlimiting core regions.  

.S ,B4.2.2 Control Rod Assemblies 1iII 

The reactor core shall contain cruciform shaped control rod 
assemblies. The control materia shall be gboron carbid hafnium 
metalm as approved by the NRC.  

4.3 Fuel Storage 

4.3.1 Criticality 

S-(..A •4.3.1.1 The spent fuel storage racks are designed and shall be 
maintained with: 
a. Fuel as 'emblies having a max,/hum [k-inflinity oý-, 

[1.31] in the normal reacto core configurati~ia 
cold •onditions] [average n-3 enihet V, 
[4.5y]weight percent];\ 

k : 0.95 if fully flooded with unborated water, 
wriVch includes an allowance for uncertainties as 
described in $Section 9.1,of thFSARe ; and 

(continued)

BWR/4 STS 
4.0-I Rev 1, 04/07/95

BWR/4 STS 4.0-1 Rev 1, 04/07/95
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ML Insert Site Location 
4.1.1 Site and Exclusion Area Boundaries 

The site area boundary follows the Illinois River to the north, 

the Kankakee River to the east, a country road from Divine 
extended eastward to the Kankakee River on the south, and the 
Elgin, Joliet, and Eastern Railway right-of-way on the west. The 
exclusion area boundary shall be an 800 meter radius from the 
centerline of the reactor vessels.  

4.1.2 Low Population Zone 

The low population zone shall be a five mile radius from the 
centerline of the reactor vessels.

Insert Page 4.0-1



Design Features 
4.0

4CNTS

4.0 DESIGN FEATURES

<5-.L.A5 4.3 Fuel Storage (continued) 

3 )• A non 
betwt 
racks

G30 I 

ninal . inch center to center distance 
ten fue• assemblies placed in the storage 
I.

1 •.3 . e new ue s orage ra s are esigne an s a 
maintained with: 

a. Fuel assembli having a maximum [k-infi ty of 
[1.31] in t normal reactor core confi uration at 
cold condi ons] [average U-235 enric ent of 
[4.5].we' ht percent]; 

b. k If -. .95 if fully flooded with nborated water, 
whi includes an allowance for uncertainties as 
de cribed in (Section 9.1 of e FSAR]; .  

C. *,t :g 0.98 if moderated b aqueous foam, which 
includes an allowance fo uncertainties as 
described in [Section .1 of the FSAR]; and 

d. A nominal [6.50] in center to center distance 
between fuel asse l'ies laced in stora e racks.

5(. B ) 4.3.2 Drainage

The spent fuel storage pool is designed and shall be maintained to 
prevent inadvertent draining of the pool below elevation 

Canacity. 

The spent fuel storage pool is designed and shall be maintained 
with a storage capacity limited to no more than ag fuel 
assemblies. ' 337

Rev 1, 04/07/95

< S'. 6. C 4.3.3

BWR/4 STS 4.0-2



JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS FROM NUREG-1433, REVISION 1 
ITS: CHAPTER 4.0 - DESIGN FEATURES 

1 . The brackets have been removed and the proper plant specific information/value has 

been provided.  

2. This change has been made to reflect plant specific information/requirements.  

3. The ISTS 4.3.1.1 .a k-infinity requirement for spent fuel storage and the ISTS 4.3.1.2 
new fuel storage requirements are not included in the Dresden 2 and 3 ITS. This 
change is consistent with the current licensing bases as provided in Dresden 2 and 3 
Amendments 135 and 129, respectively (NRC SER dated June 14, 1995). These 
amendments deleted these requirements from the CTS, therefore there is no reason to 
add them in at this time. Subsequent requirements have been renumbered as applicable 
to reflect this change.

Dresden 2 and 3 1



GENERIC NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 

ITS: CHAPTER 4.0 - DESIGN FEATURES 

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES 
("A.x" Labeled Comments/Discussions) 

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, CornEd has evaluated this proposed 

Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards 

consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.  

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an 

accident previously evaluated? 

The proposed change involves reformatting, renumbering, and rewording the existing 

Technical Specifications. The reformatting, renumbering, and rewording process 

involves no technical changes to the existing Technical Specifications. As such, this 

change is administrative in nature and does not impact initiators of analyzed events or 

assumed mitigation of accident or transient events. Therefore, this change does not 

involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident 

previously evaluated.  

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any 

accident previously evaluated? 

The proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant (no new or 

different type of equipment will be installed) or changes in methods governing normal 

plant operation. The proposed change will not impose any new or eliminate any old 

requirements. Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a new or different 

kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.  

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety? 

The proposed change will not reduce a margin of safety because it has no impact on any 

safety analyses assumptions. This change is administrative in nature. Therefore, the 

change does not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.

1Dresden 2 and 3



GENERIC NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
ITS: CHAPTER 4.0 - DESIGN FEATURES 

"GENERIC" LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES: 

RELOCATING DETAILS TO TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION BASES, UFSAR, TRM, OR 
OTHER PLANT CONTROLLED DOCUMENTS 
("LA.x" Labeled Comments/Discussions) 

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, ComEd has evaluated this proposed 
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards 
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.  

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated? 

The proposed change relocates certain details from the Technical Specifications to the 
Bases, UFSAR, TRM, or other plant controlled documents. The Bases, UFSAR, 
TRM, and other plant controlled documents containing the relocated information will 
be maintained in accordance with 10 CFR 50.59. In addition to 10 CFR 50.59 
provisions, the Technical Specification Bases are subject to the change control 
provisions in the Administrative Controls Chapter of the ITS. The UFSAR is subject to 
the change control provisions of 10 CFR 50.71(e), and the plant procedures and other 
plant controlled documents are subject to controls imposed by plant administrative 
procedures, which endorse applicable regulations and standards. Since any changes to 
the Bases, UFSAR, TRM, or other plant controlled documents will be evaluated per the 
requirements of the Bases Control Program in Chapter 5.0 of the ITS or 10 CFR 50.59, 
no increase (significant or insignificant) in the probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated will be allowed. Therefore, this change does not involve 
a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated.  

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated? 

The proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant (no new or 
different type of equipment will be installed) or a change in the methods governing 
normal plant operation. The proposed change will not impose or eliminate any 
requirements, and adequate control of the information will be maintained. Thus, this 
change does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated.  

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety? 

The proposed change will not reduce a margin of safety because it has no impact on any 
safety analysis assumptions. In addition, the details to be transposed from the 
Technical Specifications to the Bases, UFSAR, TRM, or other plant controlled

Dresden 2 and 3 2



GENERIC NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
ITS: CHAPTER 4.0 - DESIGN FEATURES 

"GENERIC" LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES: 
RELOCATING DETAILS TO TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION BASES, UFSAR, TRM, OR 
OTHER PLANT CONTROLLED DOCUMENTS 
("LA.x" Labeled Comments/Discussions) 

3. (continued) 

documents are the same as the existing Technical Specifications. Since any future 
changes to these details in the Bases, UFSAR, TRM, or other plant controlled 
documents will be evaluated per the requirements of 10 CFR 50.59, no reduction 
(significant or insignificant) in a margin of safety will be allowed. Based on 10 CFR 
50.92, the existing requirement for NRC review and approval of revisions, to these 
details proposed for relocation, does not have a specific margin of safety upon which to 
evaluate. However, since the proposed change is consistent with the BWR ISTS, 
NUREG-1433, Rev. 1, approved by the NRC Staff, revising the Technical 
Specifications to reflect the approved level of detail ensures no significant reduction in 
the margin of safety.

Dresden 2 and 3 3



NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
ITS: CHAPTER 4.0 - DESIGN FEATURES 

There were no plant specific less restrictive changes identified for this Specification.

Dresden 2 and 3 1



ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 
ITS: CHAPTER 4.0 - DESIGN FEATURES 

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.21, ComEd has evaluated this proposed 

Technical Specification change for identification of licensing and regulatory actions requiring 

environmental assessment, determined it meets the criteria for a categorical exclusion set forth 

in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9) and as such, has determined that no irreversible consequences exist in 

accordance with 10 CFR 50.92(b). This determination is based on the fact that this change is 

being proposed as an amendment to a license issued pursuant to 10 CFR which changes a 

requirement with respect to installation or use of a facility component located within the 

restricted area, as defined in 10 CFR 20, or which changes an inspection or a surveillance 

requirement, and the amendment meets the following specific criteria: 

1. The amendment involves no significant hazards consideration.  

As demonstrated in the No Significant Hazards Consideration, this proposed 
amendment does not involve any significant hazards consideration.  

2. There is no significant change in the type or significant increase in the amounts of any 

effluents that may be released offsite.  

The proposed change will not result in changes in the operation or configuration of the 

facility. There will be no change in the level of controls or methodology used for 
processing of radioactive effluents or handling of solid radioactive waste, nor will the 

proposal result in any change in the normal radiation levels within the plant.  
Therefore, there will be no change in the types or significant increase in the amounts of 

any effluents released offsite resulting from this change.  

3. There is no significant increase in individual or cumulative occupational radiation 
exposure.  

The proposed change will not result in changes in the operation or configuration of the 

facility which impact radiation exposure. There will be no change in the level of 

controls or methodology used for processing of radioactive effluents or handling of 

solid radioactive waste, nor will the proposal result in any change in the normal 
radiation levels within the plant. Therefore, there will be no increase in individual or 
cumulative occupational radiation exposure resulting from this change.  

Therefore, based upon the above evaluation, ComEd has concluded that no irreversible 

consequences exist with the proposed change.

Dresden 2 and 3 1



Responsibility 
5.1 

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

5.1 Responsibility 

5.1.1 The station manager shall be responsible for overall unit 
operation and shall delegate in writing the succession to this 
responsibility during his absence.  

5.1.2 A Senior Reactor Operator (SRO) shall be responsible for the 
control room command function while either unit is in MODE 1, 2, 
or 3. While both units are in MODE 4 or 5 or defueled, an 
individual with an active SRO license or Reactor Operator license 
shall be designated to assume the control room command function.

Dresden 2 and 3 Amendment No.5.1-1



Organization 
5.2 

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

5.2 Organization 

5.2.1 Onsite and Offsite Organizations 

Onsite and offsite organizations shall be established for unit 
operation and corporate management, respectively. The onsite and 
offsite organizations shall include the positions for activities 
affecting safety of the nuclear power plant.  

a. Lines of authority, responsibility, and communication shall 
be defined and established throughout highest management 
levels, intermediate levels, and all operating organization 
positions. These relationships shall be documented and 
updated, as appropriate, in organization charts, functional 
descriptions of departmental responsibilities and 
relationships, and job descriptions for key personnel 
positions, or in equivalent forms of documentation. These 
requirements, including the plant-specific titles of those 
personnel fulfilling the responsibilities of the positions 
delineated in these Technical Specifications, shall be 
documented in the Quality Assurance Manual.  

b. The station manager shall be responsible for overall safe 
operation of the plant and shall have control over those 
onsite activities necessary for safe operation and 
maintenance of the plant.  

c. A corporate officer shall have corporate responsibility for 
overall plant nuclear safety and shall take any measures 
needed to ensure acceptable performance of the staff in 
operating, maintaining, and providing technical support to 
the plant to ensure nuclear safety.  

d. The individuals who train the operating staff, or perform 
radiation protection, or quality assurance functions, may 
report to the appropriate onsite manager; however, these 
individuals shall have sufficient organizational freedom to 
ensure their independence from operating pressures.  

5.2.2 Unit Staff 

The unit staff organization shall include the following: 

(continued)

Dresden 2 and 3 5.2-1 Amendment No.



Organization 
5.2 

5.2 Organization 

5.2.2 Unit Staff (continued) 

a. A total of three non-licensed operators for the two units is 

required in all conditions. At least one of the required 

non-licensed operators shall be assigned to each unit.  

b. At least one licensed Reactor Operator (RO) shall be present 

in the control room when fuel is in the reactor. In 

addition, while the unit is in MODE 1, 2, or 3, at least one 

licensed Senior Reactor Operator (SRO) shall be present in 
the control room.  

c. Shift crew composition may be less than the minimum 

requirement of 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(i) and Specifications 

5.2.2.a and 5.2.2.g for a period of time not to exceed 2 

hours in order to accommodate unexpected absence of on-duty 

shift crew members provided immediate action is taken to 

restore the shift crew composition to within the minimum 
requirements.  

d. A radiation protection technician shall be on site when fuel 

is in the reactor. The position may be vacant for not more 

than 2 hours, in order to provide for unexpected absence, 

provided immediate action is taken to fill the required 
position.  

e. The amount of overtime worked by unit staff members 

performing safety related functions shall be limited and 

controlled in accordance with the NRC Policy Statement on 

working hours (Generic Letter 82-12).  

f. The operations manager or shift operations supervisor shall 

hold an SRO license.  

g. The Shift Technical Advisor (STA) shall provide advisory 

technical support to the shift manager in the areas of 

thermal hydraulics, reactor engineering, and plant analysis 

with regard to the safe operation of the unit. In addition, 

the STA shall meet the qualifications specified by the 

Commission Policy Statement on Engineering Expertise on 

Shift.

Dresden 2 and 3 Amendment No.5.2-2



Unit Staff Qualifications 
5.3 

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

5.3 Unit Staff Qualifications 

5.3.1 Each member of the unit staff shall meet or exceed the minimum 
qualifications of ANSI N18.1-1971, except for the radiation 
protection manager, who shall meet or exceed the qualifications 
for "Radiation Protection Manager" in Regulatory Guide 1.8, 
September 1975.

Dresden 2 and 3 Amendment No.5.3-1



Procedures 
5.4 

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

5.4 Procedures 

5.4.1 Written procedures shall be established, implemented, and 
maintained covering the following activities: 

a. The applicable procedures recommended in Regulatory 
Guide 1.33, Revision 2, Appendix A, February 1978; 

b. The emergency operating procedures required to implement the 
requirements of NUREG-0737 and NUREG-0737, Supplement 1, as 
stated in Generic Letter 82-33, Section 7.1; 

c. Fire Protection Program implementation; and 

d. All programs specified in Specification 5.5.
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5.5 Programs and Manuals 

The following programs shall be established, implemented and maintained.  

5.5.1 Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM) 

a. The ODCM shall contain the methodology and parameters used 
in the calculation of offsite doses resulting from 
radioactive gaseous and liquid effluents, in the calculation 
of gaseous and liquid effluent monitoring alarm and trip 
setpoints, and in the conduct of the radiological 
environmental monitoring program; and 

b. The ODCM shall also contain the radioactive effluent 
controls and radiological environmental monitoring 
activities and descriptions of the information that should 
be included in the Annual Radiological Environmental 
Operating, and Radioactive Effluent Release Reports required 
by Specification 5.6.2 and Specification 5.6.3.  

d. Licensee initiated changes to the ODCM: 

1. Shall be documented and records of reviews performed 
shall be retained. This documentation shall contain: 

(a) Sufficient information to support the change(s) 
together with the appropriate analyses or 
evaluations justifying the change(s), and 

(b) A determination that the change(s) maintain the 
levels of radioactive effluent control required by 
10 CFR 20.1302, 40 CFR 190, 10 CFR 50.36a, and 
10 CFR 50, Appendix I, and do not adversely impact 
the accuracy or reliability of effluent, dose, or 
setpoint calculations; 

2. Shall become effective after the approval of the station 
manager; and 

3. Shall be submitted to the NRC in the form of a complete, 
legible copy of the entire ODCM as a part. of or 
concurrent with the Radioactive Effluent Release Report 
for the period of the report in which any change in the 
ODCM was made. Each change shall be identified by 
markings in the margin of the affected pages, clearly 
indicating the area of the page that was changed, and 

(continued)
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5.5.1 Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM) (continued) 

shall indicate the date (i.e., month and year) the change 

was implemented.  

5.5.2 Primary Coolant Sources Outside Containment 

This program provides controls to minimize leakage from those 

portions of systems outside containment that could contain highly 

radioactive fluids during a serious transient or accident to 

levels as low as practicable. The systems include the Core Spray, 

High Pressure Coolant Injection, Low Pressure Coolant Injection, 

Isolation Condenser, Shutdown Cooling, Reactor Water Cleanup, 

process sampling, containment monitoring, and Standby Gas 

Treatment. The program shall include the following: 

a. Preventive maintenance and periodic visual inspection 

requirements; and 

b. Integrated leak test requirements for each system at 

24 month intervals.  

The provisions of SR 3.0.2 are applicable to the 24 month 

Frequency for performing integrated system leak test activities.  

5.5.3 Post Accident Samplinq 

This program provides controls that ensure the capability to 

obtain and analyze reactor coolant, radioactive iodines, and 

particulates in plant gaseous effluents, and containment 

atmosphere samples under accident conditions. The program shall 

include the following: 

a. Training of personnel; 

b. Procedures for sampling and analysis; and 

c. Provisions for maintenance of sampling and analysis 

equipment.  

(continued)
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5.5.4 Radioactive Effluent Controls Proqram 

This program conforms to 10 CFR 50.36a for the control of 

radioactive effluents and for maintaining the doses to members of 

the public from radioactive effluents as low as reasonably 

achievable. The program shall be contained in the ODCM, shall be 

implemented by procedures, and shall include remedial actions to 

be taken whenever the program limits are exceeded. The program 

shall include the following elements: 

a. Limitations on the functional capability of radioactive 

liquid and gaseous monitoring instrumentation including 

surveillance tests and setpoint determination in accordance 

with the methodology in the ODCM; 

b. Limitations on the concentrations of radioactive material 

released in liquid effluents to unrestricted areas, 

conforming to ten times the concentration values in 

Appendix B, Table 2, Column 2 to 10 CFR 20.1001-20.2402; 

c. Monitoring, sampling, and analysis of radioactive liquid and 

gaseous effluents in accordance with 10 CFR 20.1302 and with 

the methodology and parameters in the ODCM; 

d. Limitations on the annual and quarterly doses or dose 

commitment to a member of the public from radioactive 

materials in liquid effluents released from each unit to 

unrestricted areas, conforming to 10 CFR 50, Appendix I; 

e. Determination of cumulative and projected dose contributions 

from radioactive effluents for the current calendar quarter 

and current calendar year in accordance with the methodology 

and parameters in the ODCM at least every 31 days; 

f. Limitations on the functional capability and use of the 

liquid and gaseous effluent treatment systems to ensure that 

appropriate portions of these systems are used to reduce 

releases of radioactivity when the projected doses in a 

period of 31 days would exceed 2% of the guidelines for the 

annual dose or dose commitment, conforming to 10 CFR 50, 

Appendix I; 

g. Limitations on the dose rate resulting from radioactive 

material released in gaseous effluents from the site to 

areas at or beyond the site boundary shall be in accordance 

with the following: 

(continued)
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5.5.4 Radioactive Effluent Controls Program (continued) 

1. For noble gases: a dose rate < 500 mrems/yr to the whole 
body and a dose rate < 3000 mrems/yr to the skin, and 

2. For iodine-131, iodine-133, tritium, and all 
radionuclides in particulate form with half-lives greater 
than 8 days: a dose rate < 1500 mrems/yr to any organ; 

h. Limitations on the annual and quarterly air doses resulting 
from noble gases released in gaseous effluents from each 
unit to areas beyond the site boundary, conforming to 
10 CFR 50, Appendix I; 

i. Limitations on the annual and quarterly doses to a member of 
the public from iodine-131, iodine-133, tritium, and all 
radionuclides in particulate form with half lives > 8 days 
in gaseous effluents released from each unit to areas beyond 
the site boundary, conforming to 10 CFR 50, Appendix I; and 

j. Limitations on the annual dose or dose commitment to any 
member of the public, beyond the site boundary, due to 
releases of radioactivity and to radiation from uranium fuel 
cycle sources, conforming to 40 CFR 190.  

The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the 
Radioactive Effluents Control Program Surveillance Frequencies.  

5.5.5 Component Cyclic or Transient Limit 

This program provides controls to track the UFSAR Section 3.9, 
cyclic and transient occurrences to ensure that components are 
maintained within the design limits.  

5.5.6 Inservice Testing Program 

This program provides controls for inservice testing of ASME Code 
Class 1, 2, and 3 pumps and valves.  

a. Testing Frequencies specified in Section XI of the ASME 
Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda are 
as follows: 

(continued)
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5.5.6 Inservice Testing Program (continued)

ASME Boiler and Pressure 
Vessel Code and 
applicable Addenda 
terminology for 
inservice testing 
activities

Required Frequencies 
for performing inservice 
testing activities.,

Weekly 
Monthly 
Quarterly or every 

3 months 
Semiannually or 

every 6 months 
Every 9 months 
Yearly or annually 
Biennially or every 

2 years 
Every 48 months 

b. The provisions of SR 
required Frequencies 
activities;

At least once per 
At least once per

7 days 
31 days

At least once per 92 days

At 
At 
At

least 
least 
least

once 
once 
once

per 184 days 
per 276 days 
per 366 days

At least once per 731 days 
At least once per 1461 days 

3.0.2 are applicable to the above 
for performing inservice testing

c. The provisions of SR 3.0.3 are applicable to inservice 
testing activities; and 

d. Nothing in the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code shall be 
construed to supersede the requirements of any TS.  

Ventilation Filter Testing Program (VFTP)5.5.7

The VFTP shall establish the required testing of Engineered Safety 

Feature (ESF) filter ventilation systems. Tests described in 

Specification 5.5.7.a and 5.5.7.b shall be performed once per 

24 months; after each complete or partial replacement of the HEPA 

filter bank or charcoal adsorber bank; after any structural 

maintenance on the HEPA filter bank or charcoal adsorber bank 

housing; and, following significant painting, fire, or chemical 

release in any ventilation zone communicating with the subsystem 

while it is in operation.  

Tests described in Specification 5.5.7.c shall be performed once 

per 24 months; after 720 hours of adsorber operation; after any 

(continued)
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5.5.7 Ventilation Filter Testinq Program (VFTP) (continued) 

structural maintenance on the charcoal adsorber bank housing; and, 
following significant painting, fire, or chemical release in any 
ventilation zone communicating with the subsystem while it is in 
operation.  

Tests described in Specification 5.5.7.d and 5.5.7.e shall be 
performed once per 24 months.  

The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the VFTP 
test frequencies.  

a. Demonstrate for each of the ESF systems that an inplace test 
of the HEPA filters shows a penetration and system bypass 
specified below when tested in accordance with Regulatory 
Guide 1.52, Revision 2, and ANSI/ASME N510-1980 at the 
system flowrate specified below: 

ESF Ventilation Penetration Flowrate 
System 

Standby Gas < 1.0% > 3600 cfm and 
Treatment (SGT) < 4400 cfm 
System 

Control Room < 0.05% > 1800 scfm and 
Emergency < 2200 scfm 
Ventilation (CREV) 
System 

b. Demonstrate for each of the ESF systems that an inplace test 
of the charcoal adsorber shows a penetration and system 
bypass specified below when tested in accordance with 
Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2, and ANSI/ASME N510-1980 
at the system flowrate specified below: 

(continued)
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5.5.7 Ventilation filter Testing Program (VFTP) (continued)

ESF Ventilation 
System 

Standby Gas 
Treatment (SGT) 
System 

Control Room 
Emergency 
Ventilation (CREV) 
System

Penetration

< 1.0% 

< 0.05%

Fl owrate

> 3600 cfm and 
< 4400 cfm 

> 1800 scfm and 
K 2200 scfm

c. Demonstrate for each of the ESF systems that a laboratory 
test of a sample of the charcoal adsorber, when obtained as 
described in Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2, shows the 
methyl iodide penetration less than the value specified 
below when tested in accordance with ASTM D3803-1989 at a 
temperature of 30 0 C and relative humidity (RH) specified 
below:

ESF Ventilation 
System 

Standby Gas Treatment 
(SGT) System 

Control Room 
Emergency Ventilation 
(CREV) System

Penetration 

2.5% 

0.5%

d. Demonstrate for each of the ESF systems that the pressure 
drop across the combined HEPA filters and the charcoal 
adsorbers is less than the value specified below when tested 
at the system flowrate specified as follows: 

(continued)

Dresden 2 and 3

RH 

70% 

70%

5.5-7 Amendment No.



Programs and Manuals 5.5

5.5 Programs and Manuals

5.5.7 Ventilation Filter Testina Proqram (VFTP) (continued)

ESF Ventilation 
Sy stern 

Standby Gas 
Treatment (SGT) 
System 

Control Room 
Emergency 
Ventilation 
(CREV) System

Delta P

< 6 inches 
water guage 

< 6 inches 
water guage

Flowrate

> 3600 cfm and 4400 cfm

> 1800 scfm and 
< 2200 scfm

e. Demonstrate that the heaters for each of the ESF systems 

dissipate the value, corrected for voltage variations at the 

480 V bus, specified below when tested in accordance with 

ANSI/ASME N510-1989:

ESF Ventilation System 

Standby Gas Treatment (SGT) 
System 

Control Room Emergency 
Ventilation (CREV) System

Wattage

> 27 kW and 
< 33 kW 

> 10.8 kW and 
< 13.2 kW

5.5.8 Explosive Gas and Storaqe Tank Radioactivity Monitorinq Proqram

This program provides controls for potentially explosive gas 

mixtures contained in the Off-Gas System and the quantity of 

radioactivity contained in unprotected outdoor liquid storage 
tanks.  

The program shall include: 
(continued)
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5.5.8 Explosive Gas and Storage Tank Radioactivity Monitoring Program 
(continued) 

a. The limits for concentrations of hydrogen in the Off-Gas 
System and a surveillance program to ensure the limits are 
maintained. Such limits shall be appropriate to the 
system's design criteria (i.e., whether or not the system is 
designed to withstand a hydrogen explosion); and 

b. A surveillance program to ensure that the quantity of 
radioactivity contained in all outdoor liquid radwaste tanks 
that are not surrounded by liners, dikes, or walls, capable 
of holding the tanks' contents and that do not have tank 
overflows and surrounding area drains connected to the 
Liquid Waste Management System is < 0.7 curies in each tank 
and < 3.0 curies total in all tanks, which is less than the 
amount that would result in concentrations less than the 
limits of 10 CFR 20, Appendix B, Table 2, Column 2, at the 
nearest potable water supply and the nearest surface water 
supply in an unrestricted area, in the event of an 
uncontrolled release of the tanks' contents.  

The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the 
Explosive Gas and Storage Tank Radioactivity Monitoring Program 
Surveillance Frequencies.  

5.5.9 Diesel Fuel Oil Testing Program 

A diesel fuel oil testing program shall establish required testing 
of both new fuel oil and stored fuel oil. The program shall 
include sampling and testing requirements, and acceptance 
criteria, all in accordance with applicable ASTM 
Standards. The purpose of the program is to establish the 
following: 

a. Acceptability of new fuel oil for use prior to addition to 
storage tanks by determining that the fuel oil has: 

1. an API gravity or an absolute specific gravity within 
limits, 

2. a flash point and kinematic viscosity within limits; 

(continued)
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5.5.9 Diesel Fuel Oil Testing ProQram (continued) 

3. a clear and bright appearance with proper color or water 
and sediment within limits; 

b. Within 31 days following addition of the new fuel oil to 
storage tanks verify that the properties of the new fuel 
oil, other than those addressed in a., above, are within 
limits; and 

c. Total particulate concentration of the fuel oil in the 
storage tanks is < 10 mg/l when tested every 31 days in 
accordance with the applicable ASTM Standard.  

The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the 

Diesel Fuel Oil Testing Program test frequencies.  

5.5.10 Technical Specifications (TS) Bases Control Proqram 

This program provides a means for processing changes to the Bases 
of these Technical Specifications.  

a. Changes to the Bases of the TS shall be made under 
appropriate administrative controls and reviews.  

b. Licensees may make changes to Bases without prior NRC 

approval provided the changes do not involve either of the 
following: 

1. A change in the TS incorporated in the license; or 

2. A change to the UFSAR or Bases that involves an 

unreviewed safety question as defined in 10 CFR 50.59.  

c. The Bases Control Program shall contain provisions to ensure 
that the Bases are maintained consistent with the UFSAR.  

d. Proposed changes that meet the criterion of Specification 
5.5.10.b.1 or 5.5.10.b.2 above shall be reviewed and 
approved by the NRC prior to implementation. Changes to the 
Bases implemented without prior NRC approval shall be 
provided to the NRC on a frequency consistent with 
10 CFR 50.71(e).  

(continued)
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5.5.11 Safety Function Determination Program (SFDP) 

This program ensures loss of safety function is detected and 
appropriate actions taken. Upon entry into LCO 3.0.6, an 
evaluation shall be made to determine if loss of safety function 
exists. Additionally, other appropriate limitations and remedial 
or compensatory actions may be identified to be taken as a result 
of the support system inoperability and corresponding. exception to 
entering supported system Condition and Required Actions. This 
program implements the requirements of LCO 3.0.6.  

a. The SFDP shall contain the following: 

1. Provisions for cross division checks to ensure a loss of 
the capability to perform the safety function assumed in 
the accident analysis does not go undetected; 

2. Provisions for ensuring the plant is maintained in a safe 
condition if a loss of function condition exists; 

3. Provisions to ensure that an inoperable supported 
system's Completion Time is not inappropriately extended 
as a result of multiple support system inoperabilities; 
and 

4. Other appropriate limitations and remedial or 
compensatory actions.  

b. A loss of safety function exists when, assuming no 
concurrent single failure, and assuming no concurrent loss 
of offsite power or loss of onsite diesel generator(s), a 
safety function assumed in the accident analysis cannot be 
performed. For the purpose of this program, a loss of 
safety function may exist when a support system is 
inoperable, and: 

1. A required system redundant to system(s) supported by the 
inoperable support system is also inoperable; or 

2. A required system redundant to system(s) in turn 
supported by the inoperable supported sys.tem is also 
inoperable; or 

(continued)
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5.5.11 Safety Function Determination Program (SFDP) (continued) 

3. A required system redundant to support system(s) for the 
supported systems described in b.1 and b.2 above is also 
inoperable.  

c. The SFDP identifies where a loss of safety function exists.  
If a loss of safety function is determined to exist by this 

program, the appropriate Conditions and Required Actions of 

the LCO in which the loss of safety function exists are 
required to be entered. When a loss of safety function is 

caused by the inoperability of a single Technical 
Specification support system, the appropriate Conditions and 

Required Actions to enter are those of the support system.  

5.5.12 Primary Containment Leakage Rate Testing Program 

a. This program shall establish the leakage testing of the 
primary containment as required by 10 CFR 50.54(o) and 
10 CFR 50, Appendix J, Option B, as modified by approved 
exemption. This program shall be in accordance with the 
guidelines contained in Regulatory Guide 1.163, 
"Performance-Based Containment Leak-Testing Program," dated 
September 1995.  

b. The peak calculated primary containment internal pressure 

for the design basis loss of coolant accident, Pa, is 
48 psig.  

C. The maximum allowable primary containment leakage rate, La, 

at Pa, is 1.6% of primary containment air weight per day.  

d. Leakage rate acceptance criteria are: 

1. Primary containment overall leakage rate acceptance 
criterion is K 1.0 La. During the first unit startup 
following testing in accordance with this program, the 
leakage rate acceptance criteria are K 0.60 L, for the 
combined Type B and Type C tests, and < 0.75 La for 
Type A tests.  

2. Air lock testing acceptance criteria is the overall air 
lock leakage rate is < 0.05 L, when tested at > P,.  

e. The provisions of SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the Primary 

Containment Leakage Rate Testing Program.
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5.6 Reporting Requirements 

The following reports shall be submitted in accordance with 10 CFR 50.4.  

5.6.1 Occupational Radiation Exposure Report 

------------------------------- NOTE ------------------------------
A single submittal may be made for a multiple unit.sta.tion. The 
submittal should combine sections common to all units at the 
station.  

A tabulation on an annual basis of the number of station, utility, 
and other personnel (including contractors), for whom monitoring 
was performed, receiving an annual deep dose equivalent > 100 mrem 
and the associated collective deep dose equivalent (reported in 
man-rem) according to work and job functions (e.g., reactor 
operations and surveillance, inservice inspection, routine 
maintenance, special maintenance (describe maintenance), waste 
processing, and refueling). This tabulation supplements the 
requirements of 10 CFR 20.2206. The dose assignments to various 
duty functions may be estimated based on pocket ionization 
chamber, thermoluminescence dosimeter (TLD), or electronic 
dosimeter measurements. Small exposures totaling < 20% of the 
individual total dose need not be accounted for. In the 
aggregate, at least 80% of the total deep dose equivalent received 
from external sources should be assigned to specific major work 
functions. The report covering the previous calendar year shall 
be submitted by April 30 of each year.  

5.6.2 Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report 

---------------------------NOTE ------------------------------
A single submittal may be made for a multiple unit station. The 
submittal should combine sections common to all units at the 
station.  

The Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report covering 
the operation of the unit during the previous calendar year shall 
be submitted by May 15 of each year. The report shall include 
summaries, interpretations, and analyses of trends of the results 
of the Radiological Environmental Monitoring Program for the 
reporting period. The material provided shall be consistent with 
the objectives outlined in the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual 

(continued)
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5.6.2 Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report (continued) 

(ODCM), and in 10 CFR 50, Appendix I, Sections IV.B.2, IV.B.3, 

and IV.C.  

5.6.3 Radioactive Effluent Release Report 

------------------------------- NOTE ------------------------------

A single submittal may be made for a multiple unit station. The 

submittal should combine sections common to all units at the 

station; however, for units with separate radwaste systems, the 

submittal shall specify the releases of radioactive material from 

each unit.  
-------------------------------------------------------- 

--------

The Radioactive Effluent Release Report covering the operation of 

the unit shall be submitted prior to May 1 of each year in 

accordance with 10 CFR 50.36a. The report shall include a summary 

of the quantities of radioactive liquid and gaseous effluents and 

solid waste released from the unit. The material provided shall 

be consistent with the objectives outlined in the ODCM and the 

Process Control Program and in conformance with 10 CFR 50.36a and 

10 CFR 50, Appendix I, Section IV.B.1.  

5.6.4 Monthly Operating Reports 

Routine reports of operating statistics and shutdown experience, 

including documentation of all challenges to the safety and relief 

valves, shall be submitted on a monthly basis no later than the 

15th of each month following the calendar month covered by the 

report.  

5.6.5 CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT (COLR) 

a. Core operating limits shall be established prior to each 

reload cycle, or prior to any remaining portion of a reload 

cycle, and shall be documented in the COLR for the 

following: 

1. The APLHGR for Specification 3.2.1.  

2. The MCPR for Specification 3.2.2.  

(continued)
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5.6.5 CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT (COLR) (continued) 

3. The LHGR for Specification 3.2.3.  

4. The LHGR and transient linear heat generation rate limit 
for Specification 3.2.4.  

5. Control Rod Block Instrumentation Se~tpoint. fQr the Rod 
Block Monitor-Upscale Function Allowable Value for 
Specification 3.3.2.1.  

b. The analytical methods used to determine the core operating 
limits shall be those previously reviewed and approved by 
the NRC, specifically those described in the following 
documents: 

1. ANF-1125(P)(A), "Critical Power Correlation - ANFB." 

2. ANF-524(P)(A), "ANF Critical Power Methodology for 
Boiling Water Reactors." 

3. XN-NF-79-71(P)(A), "Exxon Nuclear Plant Transient 
Methodology for Boiling Water Reactors." 

4. XN-NF-80-19(P)(A), "Exxon Nuclear Methodology for 
Boiling Water Reactors." 

5. XN-NF-85-67(P)(A), "Generic Mechanical Design for Exxon 
Nuclear Jet Pump Boiling Water Reactors Reload Fuel." 

6. ANF-913(P)(A), "CONTRANSA2: A Computer Program for 
Boiling Water Reactor Transient Analysis." 

7. XN-NF-82-O6(P)(A), Qualification of Exxon Nuclear Fuel 
for Extended Burnup Supplement 1 Extended Burnup 
Qualification of ENC 9x9 BWR Fuel, Supplement 1, 
Revision 2, Advanced Nuclear Fuels Corporation, 
May 1988.  

8. ANF-89-14(P)(A), Advanced Nuclear Fuels Corporation 
Generic Mechanical Design for Advance Nuclear Fuels 
Corporation 9x9-IX and 9x9-9X BWR Reload Fuel, Revision 
1 and Supplements 1 and 2, Advanced Nuclear Fuels 
Corporation, October 1991.  

(continued)
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5.6.5 CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT (COLR) (continued) 

9. ANF-89-98(P)(A), Generic Mechanical Design Criteria for 
BWR Fuel Designs, Revision 1 and Revision 1 
Supplement 1, Advanced Nuclear Fuels Corporation, May 
1995.  

10. ANF-91-048(P)(A), Advanced Nuclear Fuels Corporation 
Methodology for Boiling Water Reactors EXEM BWR 
Evaluation Model, Advanced Nuclear Fuels Corporation, 
January 1993.  

11. Commonwealth Edison Company Topical Report NFSR-0091, 
"Benchmark of CASMO/MICROBURN BWR Nuclear Design 
Methods," and associated Supplements on Neutronics 
Licensing Analyses (Supplement 1) and La Salle County 
Unit 2 Benchmarking (Supplement 2).  

12. ANF-1125(P)(A), ANFB Critical Power Correlation 
Determination of ATRIUM-9B Additive Constant 
Uncertainties, Supplement 1, Appendix E, Siemens Power 
Corporation, September 1998.  

13. EMF-85-74(P), RODEX2A (BWR) Fuel Rod Thermal Mechanical 
Evaluation Model, Supplement 1 (P)(A) 
and Supplement 2 (P)(A), Siemens Power Corporation, 
February 1998.  

c. The core operating limits shall be determined such that all 
applicable limits (e.g., fuel thermal mechanical limits, 
core thermal hydraulic limits, Emergency Core Cooling 
Systems (ECCS) limits, nuclear limits such as SDM, transient 
analysis limits, and accident analysis limits) of the safety 
analysis are met.  

d. The COLR, including any midcycle revisions or supplements, 
shall be provided upon issuance for each reload cycle to the 
NRC.  

5.6.6 Post Accident MonitorinQ (PAM) Instrumentation Report 

When a report is required by Condition B or F of LCO 3.3.3.1, 
"Post Accident Monitoring (PAM) Instrumentation," a report shall 
be submitted within the following 14 days. The report shall 

(continued)
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5.6.6 Post Accident Monitoring (PAM) Instrumentation Report (continued) 

outline the preplanned alternate method of monitoring, the cause 
of the inoperability, and the plans and schedule for restoring the 
instrumentation channels of the Function to OPERABLE status.
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5.7 High Radiation Area 

5.7.1 Pursuant to 10 CFR 20, paragraph 20.1601(c), in lieu of the 
requirements of 10 CFR 20.1601, each high radiation area, as 
defined in 10 CFR 20, in which the intensity of radiation is 
> 100 mrem/hr at 30 cm (12 in.), shall be barricaded and 
conspicuously posted as a high radiation area and entrance thereto 
shall be controlled by requiring issuance of a Radiat.ion Work 
Permit (RWP) (or equivalent document). Individuals qualified in 
radiation protection procedures (e.g., radiation protection 
technicians) or personnel escorted by such individuals may be 
exempt from the RWP issuance requirement during the performance of 
their assigned duties, provided they are otherwise following plant 
radiation protection procedures for entry into high radiation 
areas.  

Any individual or group of individuals permitted to enter such 
areas shall be provided with or accompanied by one or more of the 
following: 

a. A radiation monitoring device that continuously indicates 
the radiation dose rate in the area.  

b. A radiation monitoring device that continuously integrates 
the radiation dose rate in the area and alarms when a preset 
integrated dose is received. Entry into such areas with 
this monitoring device may be made after the dose rate 
levels in the area have been established and personnel are 
aware of them.  

c. An individual qualified in radiation protection procedures 
with a radiation dose rate monitoring device, who is 
responsible for providing positive control over the 
activities within the area and shall perform periodic 
radiation surveillance at the frequency specified in the RWP 
(or equivalent document).  

5.7.2 In addition to the requirements of Specification 5.7.1, areas 
accessible to personnel with radiation levels > 1000 mrem/hr at 
30 cm (12 in.) from the radiation source or from any surface which 
the radiation penetrates shall require the following: 

a. Doors shall be locked to prevent unauthorized entry and 
shall not prevent individuals from leaving the area. In 
place of locking the door, direct or electronic surveillance 

(continued)
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5.7 High Radiation Area 

5.7.2 (continued) 

that is capable of preventing unauthorized entry may be 
used. The keys shall be maintained under the administrative 
control of the shift manager on duty or radiation protection 
supervision.  

b. Personnel access and exposure control requirements of 
activities being performed within these areas shall be 
specified by an approved RWP (or equivalent document).  

c. Each person entering the area shall be provided with an 
alarming radiation monitoring device that continuously 
integrates the radiation dose rate (such as an electronic 
dosimeter). Surveillance and radiation monitoring by a 
radiation protection technician may be substituted for an 
alarming dosimeter.  

5.7.3 For individual high radiation areas with radiation levels of 
> 1000 mrem/hr at 30 cm (12 in.), accessible to personnel, that 
are located within large areas where no enclosure exists for 
purposes of locking, and where no enclosure can be reasonably 
constructed around the individual area, that individual area shall 
be barricaded and conspicuously posted, and a flashing light shall 
be activated as a warning device.

Dresden 2 and 3 5.7-2 Amendment No.
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Responsibility 6.1

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

f 6..1 RESPONSIBILITY 

_ , 6.1.A The tation O(anager shall be responsible for overall facility operation and shall delegate ina--E 

writing the succession to this responsibility during his absence.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.1 - RESPONSIBILITY 

ADMINISTRATIVE 

A. 1 In the conversion of the Dresden 2 and 3 current Technical Specifications (CTS) 
to the proposed plant specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain 
wording preferences or conventions are adopted that do not result in technical 
changes (either actual or interpretational). Editorial changes, reformatting, and 
revised numbering are adopted to make the ITS consistent with the BWR 
Standard Technical Specifications, NUREG 1433, Rev. 1 (i.e., the Improved 
Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS)).  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 

"Generic" 

LA. 1 CTS 6.1.A uses the title "Station Manager." In ITS 5.1.1, this specific title is 
replaced with the generic title "station manager." The specific title is proposed 
to be relocated to the Quality Assurance (QA) Manual, which is where the 
description of this specific title is currently located. The allowance to relocate 
the specific title out of the Technical Specifications is consistent with the NRC 
letter from C. Grimes to the Owners Groups Technical Specification Committee 
Chairmen, dated November 10, 1994. The various requirements of the station 
manager are still retained in the ITS. In addition, the ITS also requires the plant 
specific titles to be in the QA Manual. Therefore, the relocated specific title is 
not required to be in the ITS to provide adequate protection of the public health 
and safety. Changes to the QA Manual are controlled by the provisions of 
10 CFR 50.54.  

LA.2 CTS 6.1 .B delineates the responsibility of the Shift Manager for directing the 
control room command function and the daily operations of the facility. This 
requirement is relocated to the UFSAR. ITS 5.1.2 contains the requirement that 
a Senior Reactor Operator shall be responsible for the control room command 
function while either unit is in MODE 1, 2, or 3. While both units are in MODE 
4 or 5 or defueled, an individual with an active SRO license or Reactor Operator 
(RO) license shall be designated to assume the control room command function.  
Since ITS 5.1.2 provides requirements for the control room command function, 
inclusion of the detailed responsibilities of the Shift Manager in the ITS is not 
required to provide adequate protection of the public health and safety. Changes 
to the UFSAR are controlled by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.1 - RESPONSIBILITY 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (continued) 

"Specific" 

None 

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

None

Dresden 2 and 3 2
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Organization 6.2

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5.2-. 6.2 5,2-1 6._2.A 
5.2.. I 6.2.A

ORGANI•ZATION 

Onsite and Offsite Organizations 

Onsite and offsite organizations shall be established for unit operation and corporate 

management, respectively. The onsite and offsite organizations shall include the positions 

for activities affecting the safety of the nuclear power plant.  

1. Lines of authority, responsibility, and communication shall be established and defined 

for the highest management levels through intermediate levels to and including all 

operating organization positions. These relationships shall be documented and 

updated, as appropriate, in the form of organization charts, functional descriptions of 

departmental responsibilities and relationships, and job descriptions for key personnel 

positions, or in equivalent forms of documentation. These requiremen•thall be Iý t 

documented in the Quality Assurance Manual. 4`1 l_

Vecontrol over those onsite activities necessary for safe operation and maintenance of &.. 2. . b• 2. The $tation •/anager shall be responsible for overall unit safe operation and shall hav 

5,Z. 1. C 3. M•CiefNdMrOfce R shall have corporate responsibility for overall plant 

nuclear safety and shall take any measures needed to ensure acceptable performance 

of the staff in operating, maintaining, and providing technical support to the plant to 

ensure nuclear safety.

4. The individuals who train the operating staff and those who carry out twwh p! 

and quality assurance functions may report to the appropriate onsite manager; 

however, they shall have sufficient organizational freedom to ensure their 

independence from operating pressures. ('ij
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, including the plant-specific titles of those personnel fulfilling the 
responsibilities of the positions delineated in these Technical Specifications 
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Organization 6.2

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

6.2.B Unit Staff 

The unit staff shall include the following:

, 2,ZO_ 1. •'Three non-licensed operators shall be on

Atw) I tietuJ, iAo#o 

sit+~e c' £4hJ/

S,, •.. 2, 2. At least one licensed Reactor Operator shall be present in the control room when fuel 

is in the reactor. In addition, while the unit is in MODEWs) 1, 2, - at least one 
licensed Senior Reactor Operator shall be present in the control room.  

.& 2.2. C_ 3. Shift crew composition may be less than the minimum requirement of 

10 CFR 50.54(m)12)(i) and 6.2.B.1 and 6.2.C for a period of time not to exceed two 

hours in order to accommodate unexpected absence of on-duty shift crew members 

provided immediate action is taken to restore the shift crew composition to within the 

minimum requirements.

A #adiation Orotection Yechnician shall be on site when fuel is in the reactor. TheT II Il 
position may be vacant for not more than two hours, in order to provide for 

unexpected absence, provided immediate action is taken to fill the required position.

•5."Adminis tive procedures shall be Fde loped and implemenle'd to limit the workin"• 
Shours• unit staff who perform SINe /related functions. •g eir reactor oprtors, --.  
reajCor operators, health physici ts, auxiliary operatorsZl n e ant n n e" j

rsonnal, 

S-. 2,2. P The amount of overtime worked by unit staff members performing safety-related 

functions shall be limited in accordance with the NRC Policy Statement on working 
hours (Generic Letter 82-12).  

S,2 , 6. TheOperations V,(anager or hift ýperations upervisor shall hold a Senior Reactor 
Operator License.

.2.2 6.2.C Shift Technical Advisor Jic''+ mj,,'J•Aee A-3 

The Shift Technical Advisor (STA) shall provide technical advisory support to the u-W/ 

ierviin the areas of thermal hydraulics, reactor engineering and plant analysis 

with regard to the safe operation of the facility. In addition, the STA shall meet the 

qualifications specified by the Commission Policy Statement on Engineering Expertise 

on Shift. A single STA may fulfill this function for both units.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.2 - ORGANIZATION 

ADMINISTRATIVE 

A. 1 In the conversion of the Dresden 2 and 3 current Technical Specifications (CTS) 
to the proposed plant specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain 
wording preferences or conventions are adopted that do not result in technical 
changes (either actual or interpretational). Editorial changes, reformatting, and 
revised numbering are adopted to make the ITS consistent with the BWR 
Standard Technical Specifications, NUREG 1433, Rev. 1 (i.e., the Improved 
Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS)).  

A.2 The title of the individual qualified to implement radiation protection procedures 
in CTS 6.2.B.4 has been changed from the specific title "Radiation Protection 
Technician" to just describe the generic function; radiation protection technician.  
Since the only individuals currently qualified are radiation protection technicians, 
this change is considered administrative. If other individuals are qualified in the 
future, they will meet the same qualifications. In addition, the term "health 
physics" in CTS 6.2.A.4 has been changed to radiation protection to be 
consistent. Therefore, these changes are considered administrative.  

A.3 The person to whom the STA provides advisory technical support has been 
changed to shift manager (ITS 5.2.2.g). Currently (CTS 6.2.C), the STA is 
required to provide advisory technical support to the Unit Supervisor. However, 
the STA may provide direct technical support to the entire operating shift, but 
has a direct responsibility to the shift manager who is responsible for the 
operation of the plant. This change is considered administrative and has no 
adverse impact on safety.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE 

M. 1 CTS 6.2.B. 1 non-licensed operator requirements have been revised. Proposed 
ITS 5.2.2.a specifies non-licensed operator staffing requirements, and requires at 
least one required non-licensed operator be assigned to each unit. This change 
does not reduce or eliminate non-licensed personnel required in the current 
licensing basis. This ensures both units have at least one non-licensed operator 
to perform required tasks. This change is consistent with the BWR ISTS, 
NUREG-1433, Rev. 1, and is considered more restrictive on plant operations.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.2 - ORGANIZATION 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 

"Generic" 

LA. 1 CTS 6.2.A.3 uses the title "Chief Nuclear Officer." In ITS 5.2.1.c this specific 
title is replaced with the generic term "a corporate officer." CTS 6.2.A.2 uses 
the title "Station Manager." In ITS 5.2.1 .b, this specific title is replaced with the 
generic title "station manager." CTS 6.2.B.6 uses the titles "Operations 
Manager" and "Shift Operations Supervisor." In ITS 5.2.2.f,. these specific titles 
are replaced with the generic titles "operations manager and shift operations 
supervisor." The specific titles are proposed to be relocated to the Quality 
Assurance (QA) Manual, which is where the description of these specific titles is 
currently located. The allowance to relocate the specific titles out of the 
Technical Specifications is consistent with the NRC letter from C. Grimes to the 
Owners Groups Technical Specification Committee Chairmen, dated 
November 10, 1994. The various requirements of the individuals are still 
retained in the ITS. In addition, the ITS also requires the plant specific titles to 
be in the QA Manual. Therefore, the relocated specific titles are not required to 
be in the ITS to provide adequate protection of the public health and safety.  
Changes to the QA Manual are controlled by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.54.  

LA.2 CTS Specification 6.2.B.5 provides details with respect to the development and 
implementation of procedures to limit the working hours of facility staff who 
perform safety-related functions. These details are to be relocated the UFSAR.  
The relocation of the requirement to have procedures developed and implemented 
will have no effect on ensuring that an individual is not fatigued while 
performing safety-related functions. ITS 5.2.2.e includes reference to the NRC 
Overtime Policy Statement, which provides the programmatic requirements for 
the overtime policy. As such, these details are not required to be in the ITS to 
provide adequate protection of the public health and safety. Changes to the 
UFSAR are controlled by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59.  

"Specific" 

L. 1 CTS 6.2.B.2 requires at least one licensed Senior Reactor Operator (SRO) to be 
present in the control room while the unit is in MODE(s) 1, 2, 3, or 4. The 
licensed operator staffing requirements of 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(iii) only require 
an SRO to be present in the control room while in an operational mode (i.e., a 
mode other than cold shutdown and refueling). Thus, for a Boiling Water 
Reactor, an SRO is only required to be present in the control room while the unit

Dresden 2 and 3 2



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.2 - ORGANIZATION 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 

L. 1 is in MODE 1, 2, or 3. It is, therefore, proposed to delete the CTS 6.2.B.2 
(cont'd) requirement for an SRO to be present in the control room while the unit is in 

MODE 4 such that the resulting requirement conforms to 
10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(iii) and is consistent with BWR ISTS, NUREG-1433, 
Revision 1 (ISTS 5.2.2.b). This change is considered acceptable since the non
operational modes (MODES 4 and 5) are the safest conditions covered by the 
Technical Specifications. In MODE 4, all control rods are normally fully 
inserted and the probability and consequences of a Design Basis Accident are 
significantly reduced due to the limitations on pressure and temperature. In 
addition, pursuant to 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2), a Reactor Operator (RO) will still be 
required to-be present at the controls (in the control room) at all times and at 
least one SRO, who is assigned supervisory responsibility, will be required to be 
on-site and readily available to the RO for consultation while the unit is in 
MODE 4.  

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS 

None

Dresden 2 and 3 3
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Unit Staff Qualification 6.3 

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

6.3 UNIT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS 

Each member of the unit staff shall meet or exceed the minimum qualifications of ANSI N18.1-1971, -Selection and Training of Nuclear Plant Personnel", dated March 8, 1971, except for the lRadiationljrotection Manager, who shall meet or exceed the qualifications of the Radiation Protection Manager as specified in Regulatory Guide 1.8, September 1975 an t e t. ec nica oyisor who s a have a chelor's degree or4 [eq a ent in a sciftific or engineering dis line with specific traing in plant design nd \ý,tponse and anplysis of the plant for tra ients and accidents.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.3 - UNIT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS 

ADMINISTRATIVE 

A. 1 In the conversion of the Dresden 2 and 3 current Technical Specifications (CTS) 
to the proposed plant specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain 
wording preferences or conventions are adopted that do not result in technical 
changes (either actual or interpretational). Editorial changes, reformatting, and 
revised numbering are adopted to make the ITS consistent with the BWR 
Standard Technical Specifications, NUREG 1433, Rev. 1 (i.e., the Improved 
Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS)).  

A.2 The details in CTS 6.3 for qualification requirements of the Shift Technical 
Advisor (STA) position are being deleted. These requirements are adequately 
addressed in CTS 6.2.C (proposed ITS 5.2.2.g) "specified by the Commission 
Policy Statement on Engineering Expertise on Shift," and therefore, it is 
unnecessary to restate the qualification requirements. Since the STA position 
requirements are retained in proposed ITS 5.2.2.g, this change is considered 
administrative.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 

"Generic" 

LA. 1 CTS 6.3 uses the plant title "Radiation Protection Manager." In ITS 5.3.1, this 
specific plant title is replaced with the generic title "radiation protection 
manager." (The title is still used in ITS 5.3.1 when referring to the Regulatory 
Guide 1.8 title.) The specific title is proposed to be relocated to the Quality 
Assurance (QA) Manual, which is where the description of this specific title is 
currently located. The allowance to relocate the specific title out of the 
Technical Specifications is consistent with the NRC letter from C. Grimes to the 
Owners Groups Technical Specification Committee Chairmen, dated 
November 10, 1994. In addition, the ITS also requires the plant specific titles to 
be in the QA Manual. Therefore, the relocated specific title is not required to be 
in the ITS to provide adequate protection of the public health and safety.  
Changes to the QA Manual are controlled by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.54.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.3 - UNIT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (continued) 

"Specific" 

None 

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

None

Dresden 2 and 3 2



Procedures and Programs 6.8 

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

8. PROCDURES N -TTS 

' I 6.8.A Written procedures shall be established, implemented, and maintained covering the 

activities referenced below: 

5', '., 1 • 1. The applicable procedures recommended in Appendix A, of Regulatory Guide 1.33, 

Revision 2, February 1978, 

•, Cf. /, b 2. The Emergency Operating Procedures required to implement the requirements of 

NUREG-0737 and Supplement 1 to NUREG-0737 as stated in Section 7.1 of Generic 

Letter No. 82-33.  

73. Jiation Security Plan im ~imentto , 

•.Generating Station j•-iiergency Rep se:) Plan impl •-entationý,ýýP 

5./5PROCESS CONTR 111111 PPimpmentatio - L 

(6. /OFFSITE DOSE CALGCJLATION MANUAL (GOCM) implementation, •dýA-3 

,',1-/./. a 7. Fire Protection Program implementation.  
-•~ ~ ad (•/ ropo•c ITS " 'l{ 

Eni• DelplNd.)• 

6.8.D The following programs shall be established, implemented, and maintained: -Pee ITS 

1Reactor Coolant Sources Outside Primary Containment 

This program provides controls to minimize leakage from those portions of systems 

outside primary containment that could contain highly radioactive fluids during a 

serious transient or accident to as low as practical levels. The systems include CS, 

HPCI, LPCI, IC, process sampling (post accident sampling of reactor coolant and 

containment atmosphere), containment monitoring, and standby gas treatment 

systems. The program shall include the following: 

a. Preventive maintenance and periodic visual inspection requirements, and 

b. Leak test requirements for each system at a frequency of at least once per a 
" oeratin cycI.  
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.4 - PROCEDURES 

ADMINISTRATIVE 

A. 1 In the conversion of the Dresden 2 and 3 current Technical Specifications (CTS) 
to the proposed plant specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain 
wording preferences or conventions are adopted that do not result in technical 
changes (either actual or interpretational). Editorial changes, reformatting, and 
revised numbering are adopted to make the ITS consistent with the BWR 
Standard Technical Specifications, NUREG 1433, Rev. 1 (i.e., the Improved 
Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS)).  

A.2 Procedures required by CTS 6.8.A.3 and 6.8.A.4 to implement the Station 
Security Plan and the Generating Station Emergency Response Plan are also 
required by 10 CFR 50.54(p) and 10 CFR 50, Appendix E. Since conformance 
with 10 CFR Chapter 1 is a license condition and the Emergency Plan and 
Security Plan are required to be implemented by 10 CFR Chapter 1, specific 
identification of these plans is unnecessary duplication. This is a change in the 
presentation of the requirements only and, therefore, is considered an 
administrative change.  

A.3 CTS 6.8.A.6, which requires written procedures for ODCM implementation, is 
covered by a more generic item, ITS 5.4.1 .d, which requires this activity for all 
Programs and Manuals. Therefore, it is not necessary to specifically identify 
each program. Since the requirements remain, this is considered to be a change 
in the method of presentation only and, therefore, is considered an administrative 
change.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE 

M. 1 ITS 5.4.1 .d is added to the TS that all programs specified in Specification 5.5 
have written procedures. ITS 5.5 contains twelve programs that will require (by 
ITS 5.4.1 .d) procedures to be implemented and maintained. This will ensure 
proper procedure control of TS required programs. This is an additional 
restriction on plant operation in that it will be controlled through Technical 
Specifications.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.4 - PROCEDURES 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 

"Generic" 

LA. 1 The requirement in CTS 6.8.A.5 that written procedures for the PROCESS 
CONTROL PROGRAM (PCP) be established, implemented, and maintained are 
proposed to be relocated to the UFSAR. The PCP implements the requirements 
of 10 CFR 20, 10 CFR 61, and 10 CFR 71. Compliance with these regulations 
is required by the Dresden 2 and 3 Operating Licenses, and procedures would be 
the method to ensure compliance with the program. As such, relocation of the 
procedure requirements of the PCP from the ITS does not affect the safe 
operation of the facility. Therefore, the relocated details are not required to be 
in the ITS to provide adequate protection of the public health and safety.  
Changes to the UFSAR are controlled by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59.  

"Specific" 

None 

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS 

None
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Procedures ahd Programs 6.8

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

6.8 APROCEDURES/AND PROGRAMS

Written procedures shall be established, implemented, and maintained covering the 
activities referenced below: 

1. The applicable procedures recommended in Appendix A, of Regulatory Guide 1.33, 
Revision 2, February 1978, 

2. The Emergency Operating Procedures required to implement the requirements of 
NUREG-0737 and Supplement 1 to NUREG-0737 as stated in Section 7.1 of Generic 
Letter No. 82-33, 

3. Station Security Plan implementation, 

4. Generating Station Emergency Response Plan implementation, 

5. PROCESS CONTROL PROGRAM (PCP) implementation, 

6. OFFSITE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAl. (ODCM) implementation, and 

7. Fire Protection Program implementation.j

-.s 6.8.D The following programs shall be established, implemented, and maintained: 

E.5-2 1. Reactor Coolant Sources Outside Primary Containment 

This program provides controls to minimize leakage from those portions of systems 
outside primary containment that could contain highly radioactive fluids during a 

M.I serious transient or accident to as low as practical levels. The systems include CS, 
I\HPCI, LPCI, IC.yprocess sampiniost ;(ccide;(t sampling of re.•ctor carolant ln 

SDgi nta mep atmosphre , containment monitoring, and standby gas treatment 
Wnd Ar. HUp systems. The program shall include the following:

a. Preventive maintenance and periodic visual inspection requirements, and

2,13 b. Leak test requirements for each system at a frequency of at least once per 
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Procedures and Programs 6.8

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

i' rocedures for monitori g, and 

Provisions for maintenance of s

3. Post Accident Sampling 

This program provides controls which will ensure the capability to obtain and analyze 

reactor coolant, radioactive iodines and particulates in plant gaseous effluents, and 

primary containment atmosphere samples under accident conditions. The program 

shall include the following: 

a. Training of personnel,

b. Procedures for sampling and analysis, 

c. Provisions for maintenance of sampling and analysis equipment.
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Procedures and Programs 6.8

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

4 4. Radioactive Effluent Controls Program 

A program shall be provided conforming with 10 CFR 50.36a for the control of 
radioactive effluents and for maintaining the doses to members of the public from 
radioactive effluents as low as reasonably achievable. The program (1) shall be 
contained in the ODCM, (2) shall be implemented by station procedures, and (3) shall 
include remedial actions to be taken whenever the program limits are exceeded. The 
program shall include the following elements: 

C, C. a. Limitations on the operability of radioactive liquid and gaseous monitoring 
instrumentation including surveillance tests and setpoint determination in 
accordance with the methodology in the ODCM, 

qI, JI b. Limitations on the instantaneous concentrations of radioactive material released in 
liquid effluents to unrestricted areas conforming to ten (10) times the 
concentration values in 10 CFR Part 20, Appendix B, Table 2, Column 2 to 10 
CFR Part 20.1001 - 20.2402,

c. Monitoring, sampling, and analysis of radioactive liquid and gaseous effluents in 
accordance with 10 CFR 20.1302 and with the methodology and parameters in
the tJDCM, r-l 

Ss. q.C/- d. Limitations on the annual and quarterly dose o a member of the public from 
radioactive materials in liquid effluents released from each Unitlonforming to 
Appendix I to 10 CFR Part 50, , 

Sý5. qe. e. Determination of cumulative and projected dose contributions from radioactive 
effluents for the current calendar quarter and current calendar year in accordance 
with the methodology and parameters in the ODCM at least every 31 days,
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Procedures and Programs 6.8 

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

•.j. Lj?. f. Limitations on the operability and use of the liquid and gaseous effluent treatment 

systems to ensure that the appropriate portions of these systems are used to 

reduce releases of radioactivity when the projected doses in a 31-day period 

would exceed 2 percent of the guidelines for the annual dose conforming to 

Appendix I to 10 CFR Part 50, r '1-e 'oTi;mtIery',%& 

g. Limitations on the dose rate resulting from radioactive materials released in 

gaseous effluents from the site to areas at or beyond the site boundary shall be 

limited to the following: 

._rL.6.• 1, •,a) For noble gases: less than or equal to a dose rate of 500 mrem/yr to the 

whole body and less than or equal to a dose rate of 3000 mrem/yr to the 

skin, and 

- .2. b) For Iodine-131, Iodine- 133, tritium, and for all radionuclides in particulate 
form with half-lives greater than 8 days: less than or equal to a dose rate of 

1500 mrem/yr to any organ.  

5-,: 'I. A h. Limitations on the annual and quarterly air doses resulting from noble gases 

released in gaseous effluents from each Unit to areas beyond the site boundary 

conforming to Appendix I to 10 CFR Part 50, 

,3,i. Limitations on the annual and quarterly doses to a member of the public from 

Iodine-1 31, Iodine-1 33, tritium, and all radionuclides in particulate form with 

halflives greater than 8 days in gaseous effluents released from each Unit 

conforming to Appendix I to 10 CFR Part 50, 

.-- j 3 I. Umitations on the annual dose or dose commitment to any member of the public 

due to releases of radioactivity and to radiation from uranium fuel cycle sources 

conforming to 40 CFR Part 190.  

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 6-12 Amendment Nos. 15a L ivs-

Pae 2e
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Procedures and Programs 6.8

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

.S,, /2. 5. Primary Containment Leakage Rate Testing Program 

S. S. /2. •. A program shall be established to implement the leakage rate testing of the primary 

containment as required by 10 CFR 50.54(o) and 10 CFR 50, Appendix J, Option" B, as 

modified by approved exemption. This program shall be in accordance with the guidelines 

contained in Regulatory Guide 1.163, "Performance-Based Containment Leak-Testing 

Program," dated September 1995.  

_5...2., The peak calculated primary containment internal pressure for the design basis loss of 

coolant accident, P., is 48 psig.  

S.s.5.12.c The maximum allowable primary containment leakage rate, L,, at P., is 1.6% of primary 

containment air weight per day.  

5.s.12.zd Leakage rate acceptance criteria are:

5-5.12.4.I a. Primary containment overall leakage rate acceptance criterion is __ 1.0 L,. During 

the first unit startup following testing in accordance with this program, the 

leakage rate acceptance criteria are _5 0.60 L, for the combined Type B and 

Type C tests, and -5 0.75 L, for Type A tests.

_•.s.Iz.d.Z b. Air lock testing acceptance criteria is the overall air lock leakage rate is < 0.05 L.  

when tested at Z P,.  

Th provisj~ns of 4./.B do no,/apply to t /e test fre encies s ecified i the Pri ry 

ntainrnt Leak Zge Rate T sting Pro am.  

S.r12. P The provisions of 4.0.C are applicable to the Primary Containment Leakage Rate 

Testing Program.

Amendment Nos.
DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3

150 & I Yr6-12a

P& el e- -5- 0 4
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Applicability 3/4.0 

4.0 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS 

=I't .TTS urveillance Requirements sh 11 be met during the reactor sPIRATIQNAL MUDEls) or .•/ 
•-.-io . 3.0.• "other conditions specified f individual Limiting Conditions r Operation unless otherwi e 

stated in an individual Su illance Requirement.  

B. Each Surveillance Requi ement shall be performed withj the specified surveillance * terval 
with a maximum allo able extension not to exceed 2 percent of the surveillanc interval.  

C. Failure to perform Surveillance Requirement wit n the allowed surveillance i terval, 
defined by Speci cation 4.0.B, shall constitute ncompliance with the OPE ABILITY 
requirements fo a Limiting Condition for Opera on. The time limits of the CTION 
requirements e applicable at the time it is id ntifjed that a Surveillance R quirement has 
not been pe rmed. The ACTION requirem ts may be delayed for up t 24 hours to 
permit the mpletion of the surveillance w en the allowable outage tir limits of the 
ACTION r uirements are less than 24 ho rs. Surveillance requireme s do not have to be 
performe on inoperable equipment.  

D. Entry nto an OPERATIONAL MODE other specified applicable oondition shall not be 
mad unless the Surveillance Requi ment(s) associated with th Limiting Condition for SOp/ ration have been performed w' hin the applicable surveillan/ e interval or as otherwise 

c- \ •ecified.Ti rvsonsaln rvnt passage through o 'to OPERATIONAL MODE~s}/ 
•ts required to comply with ACTIN requireme ntsf 

S,5. 6 E. Surveillance Requirements for nsetvicenspecion testing of ASME Code Class 1, 2, 

and 3 m ne shall be applicable as follows: 

1. (Iservice nspec nof AME Co.e Cas 1 n2 ,nd o ens ninservic 
estinNof ASME C 2de &lass 1,/2, and 3 purs and valvs shall bmperformed/int.) 
/aco(:ance with ection X1 o-/the SMBleanPresr Ves I Code an'

lapplica ble Adde da as requi d by 10 CF •Part 50,•(Se~dtion -50.55 g n a" L-Z 

I resppectively, ecept whereilspecific writ-, n relief ha# beer, grar ed by the/ommi ion) 
Lpursuant t:o Y CFR Part ;•O~j ctior)/50.5 a~g){£;)(i•)or 50.5 (f)(6)(i), spectiv !y. 

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 3/4.0-2 Amendment Nos. 150 & j"

Pa e- 6 ,
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Applicability 3/4.0

4.0 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

.*.o •. Q. 2. Surveillance intervals specified in Section XI of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel 

Code and applicable Addenda for the inservice7jp ectiopnd). testing activities 

required by the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda shall 

be applicable as follows in these Technical Specifications:

ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel 
Code and applicable Addenda 
terminology for inservice 

-testing activities

Required Frequencies 
for performing 
inservice ingpectW

!ýidtestinq activities

Weekly At least once per 7 days 

Monthly At least once per 31 days 

Quarterly or every 3 months At least once per 92 days 
Semiannually or every 6 months At least once per 184 days 

Every 9 months At least once per 276 days 

Yearly or annually At least once per 366 days 

Biennially or every 2 years At least once per 731 days A 10 

,_SS>. L 3. The provisions of Specification 4.0.1 are applicable to the above required frequencies 

for performing inservice ipectio n testing activities.sLAI 

(., Peqformance of It ----- abve 5ne WPc•'F•pc~tion, jad j:e~lg, aicvvitis shall beik ad/to 

SL26 other sopeifi'(d Surveillanq.4Requaremnts.• 

{ S 5. Nothing in the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code shall be construed to supersede 

the requirements of any Technical Specification.  

6. The Inse ice Inspection Program for pi *ng identified in NRC eneric Letter 88-01 

shall performed in accordance wit the staff positions o schedule, methods, nd M-.2 
per nnel and sample expansion i uded in Generic Len 88-01 or in accordace 

th alternate measures approv by the NRC staf.  

ZS.L4'L The cL ' ?P 3,0.2 m a PP3../,ca Lle 4 L4.zerVi (e.  

(esu.A. a.-.v , tiff em-uA, d f_

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 3/4.0-3 Amendment Nos. iso & 1 qS-

F-oLe± t7i "to-
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CONTAINMENT SYST=Ms SBGT 314.7.P

3.7 - UMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION 4.7 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

. ,__ -- 7 Y . .W a I 005II 0IIIIL Qy IM

Two independent standby gas treati 
subsystems shall be OPERABLE.  

Ae TLINABIL1M E 12 n 

OPERATIONAL MOI)E~s) 1, 2, 3 and

MUON 

With one standby gas treatment 
subsystem Inoperable, restore tt 
Inoperable subsystem to OPERA 
status within 7 days, or: 

a. In OPERATIONAL MODE(s) 
3, be in at least HOT SHUTI 
within the next 12 hours an 
COLD SHUTDOWN within ti 
following 24 hours.  

b. In OPERATIONAL MODE*, 
suspend handling of Irradiate 
In the secondary containmen 
CORE ALTERATION(s), and 
operations with a potential f 
draining the reactor vessel.  
provisions of Specification 3 
are not applicable.  

With both standby gas treatmena 
subsystems inoperable in 
OPERATIONAL MODE(s) 1,2 or 
restore at least one subsystem ti 
OPERABLE status within one hot 
be in at least HOT SHUTDOWN 
the next 12 hours and In COLD 
SHUTDOWN within the following 
24 hours.

P. Standby Gas Treatment ystem 

ment Each standby gas treatment subsystem •• "31,.  
shall be demonstrated OPERABLE: 

1. At least once per 31 days by Initiating, 
from the control room, flow through 
the HEPA filters and charcoal adsorbers 
and verifying that the subsystem 
operates for at least 10 hours with the -heaters operating.) 2'-H 01JLD 21 

5.5.7 2. At least once per months or (1) AJl t\ " ~after a n stru tu0 m a lnte rance on the = 

h HEPA filter or charcoal adsorber 
BL. housings, or (2) following painting, fire 

or chemical release in any ventilation 
zone communicating with the 

1, rsubsystem br., (&'ed _T r ,s
d In 

ad fuel 
"it" 

-or 
The 
LO.C 

3, 
0 
ur, or 
within

a. Verifying that the subsystem 
,"s 7, e satisfies the In-place penetration 

and bypass leakage testing 
acceptance criteria of < 1% and 
uses the test procedure guidance In 
Regulatory Positions C.5.a, C.5.c 
and C.5.d of Regulatory Guide 
1.52, Revision 2, March 1978, and 
the system flow rate Is 4000 cfm / 

b. Verifying~vafithn 31 Aly afI _) 
5S. 9. C_ ( that a laboratory anays 

of a representative carbon sample 
obtained in accordance with 
Regulatory Position C.6.b *of 
Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2, 
March 1978, meets the laboratory 
testing criteria of ASTM-D-3803.  
89, for a methyl Iodide penetration 
of <2.5%, when tested at 30 0 C 
and 70% relative humidity; and

]

-When handling Irradiated fuel in the secondar containment, during CORE ALnATION~al, and operations'e "with a pote•tial for draining the reactor vessll

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 3/4.7-23

1.

2.

Paoýe 9 o F ] 8
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CONTAINMENT SYTEMS SBGT 314.7.P 

3.7 - LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION 4.7 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

( wth both standby ges eatment c. Verifying a subsystem flow rate of 
,subsystems inoperable In f S-. 7. 4000 cfm t 10% during system 
OPERATIONAL MODE , suspend 7_6- 7 A operation when tested In 
handling of irradiated fuel in the accordance with ANSI N510-1980.  Ssecondary containment, CORE 

ALTERATION(a), and operations with a 3. /After every 720 hours of charcoal 
potential for draining the reactor vessel. 5.5.-7/adsorber operation by ves n 
The provisions of S acification 3.0.C (21 dave a a t a laboratory 
are not a icable. analysis of a representative carbon 

-. _ sample obtained In accordance with 
"Regulator Position C.6.b of Regulatory 
Guide 152, Revision 2, March 1978, 
meets the laboratory testing criteria of 
ASTM-D-3803-89, for a methyl Iodide 
penetration of <2.5%, when tested at 
301C and 70% relative humidity.  

£62 4. At least once per moanths by:

SS,-,.,d - a. Verifying that the pressure drop 
across the combined HEPA filters 
and charcoal adsorber banks Ia 
< 6 inches water gauge while 
operating the filter train at a flow 
rate of 4000 cfm ± 10%.

n. Verifying that the filter train starts{ 
and isolation dampers open on 
each of the following test signals; 

1) Manual Initiation from the 
control room, and 

2)Simulated automatic initiation 
si falat.  

5,5 9, •_ c. Verifying that the heaters dissipate 
30 ±3 kw when tested In 
accordance with ANSI N510-1989.  
This reading shall Include the 
appropriate correction for variations 
in voltage.

When handling Irradiated fuel In the secondary containment, op 
with a potential for draIning the reactor venel.n,

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 Amendment Nos. 158, 153

6 e, I.TS 2,L..3 1,

3/4.7-24



KTi ITS 5.S

SBGT 3/4.7.P
CONTAINMENT SYSTEMS

3.7 - LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION 4.7 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS 

5. -After each complete or partial 

5.5.1 replacement of a HEPA filter bank by 

verifying that the HEPA filter bank 

Ssatisfies the in-place penetration and 

11 leakage testing acceptance criteria of 
< 1% in accordance with ANSI N510
1980 while operating the system at a 

fow rate of 4000 cfm ± 10%.  

6. /-After each complete or partial 

5.7- replacement of a charcoal adsorber 

_bank(Gy verifying that the charcoal 
-dý-ober bank satisfies the in-place 

penetration and leakage testing 

.• r, j• •acceptance criteria of < 1 % in 
accordance with ANSI N510-1980 for 

a halogenated hydrocarbon refrigerant 

test gas while operating the system at 

La flow rate of 4000 cfm ± 10%.  

TA e Pr-o v si'--s o4 z'?3O.sad 

Tf 2.,.?3 or e m~c~hei 

t;, VPTP -he~sI ,eut'Le

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 3/4.7-25 Amendment Nos.

PCLa0 e 0 0 -P o 8
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PLANT SYSTEMS CREVS 314.8.D

3.8 - LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION 4.8 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

Con 

The 
sys' 
sysi 
rool 
OPE 

APF 

OPE 

AC'

U.

When handling irradiated fuel in the secondary containment, during CORE ALTERATIONIs), and operations with 

a potential for draining the reactor vessel.

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 3/4.8-6 Amendment Nos. i5o & iqs-

PaeOee /1. JbC 1

1.

<, ers5 3.
r7L�.

trol Room Emergency Ventilation System D. Control Room Emergency Ventilation System 

control room emergency ventilation The control room emergency ventilationn 

tem shall be OPERABLE, with the system shall be demonstrated OPERABLE: 
tem comprised of an OPERABLE control 
m emergency filtration system and an 1. At least once per 18 months by 

ERABLE refrigeration control unit (RCU). verifying that the RCU has the 
capability to remove the required heat 
load.  

PLICABILITY: 
2. At least once per 31 days by initiating, 

ERATIONAL MODE(s) 1, 2, 3, and*. from the control room, flow through 
the HEPA filters and charcoal adsorbertm 
and verifying that the system operates 

rON: for at least 10 hours with the heaters 

In OPERATIONAL MODE(s) 1, 2 or 3: 

3. At least once pe months or (1) A.  
a. With the control room emergency after any structura-maintenance on t 

filtration system inoperable, restore - HEPA filter or charcoal adsorber_ s.  
the inoperable system to housings, or (2) following painting, fire 

OPERABLE status within 7 days or or chemical release in any ventilation 
be in at least HOT SHUTDOWN zone communicating with the system 

within the next 12 hours and in by: 
COLD SHUTDOWN within the & /b / Po.o.•a, ITS 5.r, 
following 24 hours, a. Verifying that the system satis ies 

SS 7. the in-place penetration and bypass 

b. With the refrigeration control unit leakage testing acceptance criteria 

(RCU) inoperable, restore the .S. 9. In of <0.05% and uses the test 

inoperable RCU to OPERABLE procedure guidance in Regulatory 

status within 30 days or be in at Positions C.5.a, C.5.c and C.5.d of 
least HOT SHUTDOWN within th Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2, 

next 12 hours and in COLD March 1978 and the system flow 

SHUTDOWN within the following rate is 2000 scfm ± 10%.  

24 hours. ..

(ai AIJU( JZIPSME L2M•-I- M
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PLANT SYSTEMS CREVS 3/4.8.D

3.8 - LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION

3.

2. In PERAT IONAL MODE *, with the 
control room emergency filtration 
system or the RCU inoperable, 
immediately suspend CORE 
ALTERATION(s), handling of irradiated 
fuel in the secondary containment and 

operations with a potential for drainin5 
the reactor vessel.

The provisions of Specification 3.0.C 
are not applicable in OPERATIONAL 
MODE *.

4.8 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS 

b. Verifying in a a, er- LA.4 

551. r0.1.th at a laboratory analysis 
of a representative carbon sample 
obtained in accordance with 
Regulatory Position C.6.b of 
Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2, 
March 1978, meets the laboratory 
testing criteria of ASTM-D-3803
89, for a methyl iodide penetration 
of <0.50%, when tested at 30*C 
and 70% relative humidity; and

C.  

£ss9. L

Verifying a system flow rate of 
2000 scfm ± 10% during system 
operation when tested in 
accordance with ANSI N510-1980.

4. (After every 720 hours of charcoal 
Ss.1. "•adsorber operation by verifyin itL 

C31/days0 •fe ~o~Jat a laboratory 
analysis of a representative carbon 
sample obtained in accordance with 

£.S.-.L--/ Regulatory Position C.6.b of Regulatory 
Guide 1.52, Revision 2, March 1978, 
meets the laboratory testing criteria of 
ASTM-D-3803-89, for a methyl iodide 

penetration of <0.50%, when tested 

_at 30 0 C and 70% relative humidity.•, [ 
S.S.-7 5. At least once per (4months by: D 

a. Verifying that the pressure drop 

' ?.d' across the combined HEPA fiiters 
and charcoal adsorber banks is 
< 6 inches water gauge while 
operating the filter train at a flow 
rate of 2000 scfm * 10%.

b. Verifying that ti.e filter train starts
b. Verifying that the cilter train starto 

and isolation dampers close on

room.  

W7- hen handling irradiated fuel in the secondary containment, during CORE ALTERATION(s], and operations 

with a potential for draining the reactor vessel.

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 3/4.8-7

pa~ee /2. 01r 18
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CREVS 314.8.D
PLANT SYSTEMS

3.8 - LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION 4.8 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 3/4.8-8 Amendment Nos. 150 Z iqf

Pane 13 £,F

c. Verifying that during the 
pressurization mode of operation, 

control room positive pressure is 

-._T77s 3.7. maintained at Ž?1/8 inch water 
gauge relative to adjacent areas 
during system operation at a flow 
rate 52000 scfm.  

d. Verifying that the heaters dissipate 
12 ± 1.2 kw when tested in 

- r accordance with ANSI N510

1989. This reading shall include 
the appropriate correction for 
variations from 480 volts at the 
bus.  

6. After each complete or partial 
"----replacement of an HEPA filter bank by 

verifying that the HEPA filter bank 

., r7.a, satisfies the in-place penetration and 
leakage testing acceptance criteria of 
<0.05% in accordance with ANSI 
N510-1980 while operating the system 
at a flow rate of 2000 scfm =-10%.  

7. /After each complete or partial 
57.7H replacement of an charcoal adsorber 

ýbank by verifying that the charcoal 
adsorber bank satisfies the in-place 
penetration and leakage testing 
acceptance criteria of <0.05% in 
accordance with ANSI N510-1980 for 
a halogenated hydrocarbon refrigerant 
test gas while operating the system at 
flow rate of 2000 scfm + 10%.  

tlIe VFTý'P t~est .#,Z~e/J.,eSi.)
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AAIl Pporose ITS S.S. .  
PLANT SYSTEMS Offgas Explosive Mixture 3/4.8.H 

3.8 - LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION 4.8 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS 

H. Offgas Explosive Mixture H. Offgas Explosive Mixture 

The concentration of hydrogen in the oftgas The concentration of hydrogen in the offgas 
holdup system shall be limited • holdup system shall be determined to be 

within the above limits ps required b/al, 
[LA T -41 .H-11 of Sqgtification 3X.2.1-,.  

(APPLICABILITY: 

During offgas dup system peration ~~ 

With e concentration hydrogen in e 
off grs holdup system ceeding the Ii t, 
re ore the concentra on to within th imit 

thin 48 hours. Th provisions of 
pecification 3.0.C re not applica e.

The Provisbojjs 04 e? .2.0(1 2 

T7E,,P1Posv Gcs cA.d S-orAzeTa2,

sic 3.0.2 ai"e r.,0,0 L;c &/ t. IA~. q

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 3/4.8-22 Amendment Nos.

Pae P" &'r I/

150 & €.4s
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Add er o roJ. - " TSi5,,' 
PLANTSYSTEMS Liquid Holdup Tanks 3/4.8.J 

3.8 - LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION 4.8 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS 

J.Liquid Holdup Tanks J. Liquid Holdup Tanks

The quantity of radioactive material 5 b -t 0 
5.5. 9, b contained in each t6f Ie follo w/in a)tan o 

shall be limited to <0.7 curies and the total 
of all the tanks shall not exceed 3.0 curies.

The quantity of radioactive material 
contained in each of the identified tanks 
shall be determined to be within the above 
limit by analyzing a representative sample 
of the tank's contentsat Ist once p 

(7 days aen radioactive aterials ar bein.  
Zaddeao the tank and ithin 7 day of 

1co pletion of the a ition of radi ctive 
aterials to the t k.

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 314.8-24 Amendment Nos. 150 & 14r
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ELECTRICAL POWER SYSTEMS A.C. Sources - Operating 3/4.9.A 

3.9 -,LIMITING CONDITICNS FOR OPERATION 4.9 - SURVEILLANCE REQUI3EMENTS 

re the diesel generator to b. Each ot the required diesel generator 
OPERABLE status within 7 days or shall.boclernon1tj.Ep 
be in at least HOT SHUTDOWN 
within the next 12 hours and in a. Sampling new fuel oil prior to ,TT5 , COLD SHUTDOWN within the .5t9 addition to the storage tanks in 
following 24 hours. _. 5. q. accordance with applicable ASTM 

P0 . ce ahsts •.,'-.standards, and 
3. With one of the above ofsite circuit se ;c 'f i r- I,'- ,(, rtA tyji -- M.3 

power sources and one of the above b. Verifying nor to addition to the 
required diesel generator power sources S.S.q,.I storage tanks that the sample 
inoperable: - meets the applicable ASTM 

standards for API aravit, tr 
a. Demonstrate the OPERABILITY of ( "Te visua test 

"the remaining offsite circuit power for free water and particulate 
source by performing Surveillanc L contamination, and LI 
Requirement 4.9.A.1 .a wthi £1%,i p~ le , M 
1 hour and at least once e re i. Veriying within 31 ays of 
8 hours thereafter 0 MV g 1 hays o 

-t-....., ...- M kinematic viscosit ithin 
b. If the diesel generator is inoperab "' applicable ASTM limits.  

due to any cause other than preplanned preventive maintenance 6. Each of the required diesel generators 

or testing, demonstrate the ,shaLbe monSjratrd OPERABLE by) 
OPERABILITY"° of the remaining 
OPERABLE diesel generator by a. Sampling and analyzing the bulk 
performing Surveillance CS - 7. C.- fuel storage tanks at least once per 
Requirement 4.9.A.2.cfbi within 31 days in accordance with 
8 hours unless the absence of any applicable ASTM standards, and 
potential common mode failure for 
the remaining diesel generator is b. /Verifying that hetmple m t 
demonstrated (if it has not been e a icable M stan rds f 
successfully tested within the past Iwa eer and se ent, tane t 
24 hours) and within the -- scosit a d AST rparticu 
subsequent 72 hours for each contaminant-is mg/liter.  

OPERABLE diesel generator.  

I"1 P('oui-ij-j f £12 3..2 e-1 -- T3TZ 303 
al)e pt(pJ1i-cve +o ti., LX,'j,, Fuel O;I 

Testf ".-S P". t"~'' f'r-ete a j cies.  

esf test of OPERABIUTY per iurveiiiance Requirement 4.9.A.2.c under this ACTION statement 
satisfies the diesel generator test requirements of ACTION(s) 1 or 2 above.  

b Contrary to the provisions of Specification 3.0.B, this test is required to be completed regardless of when the 
inoperable diesel generator is restored to OPERABILITY for failures that are potentially generic to the 
remaining diesel generator and for which appropriate alternative testing cannot be designed.  

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 3/4.9-3 Amendment Nos. 150 & 14 
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Definitions 1.0

1.0 DEFINITIONS

(MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCP.R) 
•-,Te sIIU CTIAPOERTO M R)sal be the smallest CPR which exists in he 

55." I OFFSITE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL (ODCM) 
-The OFFSITE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL (ODCM) shall contain the methodology and 

-,•. , •.__ parameters used in the calculation of offsite doses resulting from radioactive gaseous and 
liquid effluents, in the calculation of gaseous and liquid effluent monitoring Alarm/Trip 
S\.jet oints, and in the conduct of the Environmental Radiological Monitoring Program. qhe 
/uuD-CM 'shall also contain (1) the radioactive hrtluent Controls and Radiological Environmental 

.,/, .. Monitoring Programs required by Specification 6.8 and (2) descriptions of the information that 
should be included in the Annual Radiological Environmental Operating and Annual Radioactive 
Effluent Release Reports required by Specification 6.9.  

7OPERABLE 
- OPERABILITY 

) 

A system, subsystem, train, component, or device shall be OPERABLE or have OPERABILITY 
when it is capable of performing its specified safety function~s) and when all necessary 

at-endant instrumentation, controls, normal or em~ergency electrical power, cooling or seal 
water, lubrication or other auxiliary equipment that are required for the system, subsystem,/ 

train, component or device to perform its specified safety function~s) are also capable of 
performing their related support function~s).  

OPERATIONAL MODE 
An OPERATIONAL MODE, i.e., MODE, shall be any one inclusive combination of mode switch 
position and average reactor coolant temperature as specified in Table 1-2.  

PHYSICS TESTS 
PHYSICS TESTS shall be those tests performed to measure the fundamental nuclear 
characteristics of the reactor core and related instrumentation and 1) described in Chapter 14 
of the UFSAR, 2) authorized under the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59, or 3) otherwise approved 
by the Commission.  

PRESSURE BOUNDARY LEAKAGE 
PRESSURE BOUNDARY LEAKAGE shall be leakage through a non-isolable fault in a reactor 
coolant system component body, pipe wall or vessel wall. (

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 1-4 Amendment Nos. 150 Z 1ý3-

P43e 17 o# lB
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0DCM 6.14

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

_g / 6.14 OFFSITE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL (ODCMK 

.5,/ IC 6.14.A Changes to the ODCM: 

BS,/I, C / 1. Shall be documented and records of reviews performed shall be retained. This 
documentation shall contain: 

&,• feCi. I c a. Sufficient information to support the change together with the appropriate 
analyses or evaluations justifying the change(s) and,

b. A determination that the change will maintain the level of radioactive effluent 
control required by 10 CFR 20.1302, 40 CFR Part 190, 10 CFR 50.36a, and 
Appendix I to 10 CFR Part 50 and not adversely impact the accuracy or reliability 
of effluent, dose, or setpoint calculations.  

2. Shall become effective after review and acceptance, including approval by the atioL 

3. Shall be submitted to the Commission in the form of a complete, legible copy of the 
entire ODCM as a part of or concurrent with the Radioactive Effluent Report for the 
period of the report in which any change to the ODCM was made effective. Each 
change shall be identified by markings in the margin of the affected pages, clearly 
indicating the area of the page that was changed, and shall indicate the date (e.g., 
month/year) the change was implemented.

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS 

ADMINISTRATIVE 

A. 1 In the conversion of the Dresden 2 and 3 current Technical Specifications (CTS) 
to the proposed plant specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain 
wording preferences or conventions are adopted that do not result in technical 
changes (either actual or interpretational). Editorial changes, reformatting, and 
revised numbering are adopted to make the ITS consistent with the BWR 
Standard Technical Specifications, NUREG 1433, Rev. 1 (i.e., the Improved 
Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS)).  

A.2 A statement of applicability of SR 3.0.2 has been added to CTS 6.8.D.1 
(ITS 5.5.2), a statement of applicability of SR 3.0.3 has been added to 
CTS 4.0.E (ITS 5.5.6.c), and a statement of applicability of SR 3.0.2 and 
SR 3.0.3 has been added to CTS 6.8.D.4 (ITS 5.5.4). These statements are 
needed to maintain allowances for Surveillance Frequency extensions contained 
in the ITS since these SRs are not normally applied to frequencies identified in 
the Administrative Controls Section of the ITS. Since this change is a 
clarification required to maintain provisions that would be allowed in the LCO 
sections of the Technical Specifications, it is considered administrative in nature.  

A.3 The wording in CTS 6.8.D.4.d and CTS 6.8.D.4.f have been revised in 
ITS 5.5.4.d and ITS 5.5.4.f to provide clarity. These changes do not modify the 
Current Licensing Basis requirements and, as such, this change is considered 
administrative.  

A.4 CTS 6.8.D.5 exempts the requirements of CTS SR 4.0.B from applying to the 
frequencies specified in the Primary Containment Leakage Rate Testing 
Program. In the ITS, the ITS 3.0 Chapter requirements only applies to ITS 
Sections 3.1 through 3.10. This is specifically stated in the Bases for ITS 
Chapter 3.0. In addition, by maintaining this requirement in the ITS, it will add 
confusion since only those ITS Chapter 3.0 allowances are provided when they 
are applicable. For example, CTS 4.0.A and 4.0.D also do not apply to the 
Primary Containment Leakage Rate Testing Program, but this is not stated in 
CTS 6.8.D.5. Therefore, the specific statement to exempt this requirement is 
redundant and has been deleted.  

A.5 CTS 4.0.E.4 restates that all applicable requirements must be met. Repeating 
this overall requirement as a specific detail is redundant and unnecessary.  
Therefore, this detail can be omitted without any technical change in the 
requirements and is considered administrative in nature.

Dresden 2 and 3 1



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS 

ADMINISTRATIVE (continued) 

A.6 The filter testing requirements for the Standby Gas Treatment (SGT) System 
(CTS 4.7.P.2, 4.7.P.3, 4.7.P.4, 4.7.P.5, and 4.7.P.6) and the Control Room 
Emergency Ventilation (CREV) System (CTS 4.8.D.3, 4.8.D.4, 4.8.D.5, 
4.8.D.6, and 4.8.D.7) have been placed in a program in the proposed 
Administrative Controls Chapter 5.0. As such, a general program statement has 
been added as ITS 5.5.7. Also, a statement of applicability of SR 3.0.2 and 
SR 3.0.3 is needed to clarify that the allowances for Surveillance Frequency 
extensions do apply, since these SRs are not normally applied to Frequencies 
identified in the Administrative Controls Chapter of the Technical Specifications.  
Since this change is a clarification needed to maintain provisions that would be 
allowed in the LCO sections of the Technical Specifications, it is considered 
administrative.  

A.7 Current Technical Specifications for in-place charcoal adsorber testing of the 
Standby Gas Treatment (SGT) System (CTS 4.7.P.2.a) and the Control Room 
Emergency Ventilation (CREV) System) (CTS 4.8.D.3.a) reference Regulatory 
Positions of Regulatory Guide (RG) 1.52, Revision 2, March 1978. ITS 5.5.7.a 
and ITS 5.5.7.b reference RG 1.52, Revision 2, and ANSI/ASME N510-1980.  
The changes to the references provide clarity but do not change the current 
testing requirements or acceptance criteria. Therefore, these changes are 
considered administrative.  

A.8 The Offgas Explosive Mixture requirements in CTS 3.8.H and the Liquid 
Holdup Tank requirements in CTS 3.8.J have been placed in a program in the 
proposed Administrative Controls Chapter 5.0. As such, a general program 
statement has been added. In addition, a statement of applicability of SR 3.0.2 
and SR 3.0.3 is needed to clarify that the allowances for Surveillance Frequency 
extensions do apply, since these SRs are not normally applied to Frequencies 
identified in the Administrative Controls Chapter of the Technical Specifications.  
Since this change is a clarification needed to maintain provisions that would be 
allowed in the LCO sections of the Technical Specifications, it is considered 
administrative in nature.  

A.9 The diesel fuel oil testing requirements in CTS 4.9.A.5 and 4.9.A.6 have been 
placed in a program in the proposed Administrative Controls Chapter 5.0. As 
such, a general program statement has been added. Also, a statement of 
applicability of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 is needed to clarify that the allowances for 
Surveillance Frequency extensions do apply, since these SRs are not normally 
applied to Frequencies identified in the Administrative Controls Chapter of the 
Technical Specifications. Since this change is a clarification needed to maintain 
provisions that would be allowed in the LCO sections of the Technical 
Specifications, it is considered administrative in nature.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS 

ADMINISTRATIVE (continued) 

A. 10 An additional definition of a frequency "Every 48 months" is identified for the 

Inservice Testing Program requirements of CTS 4.0.E.2. This change includes 

no new requirements, but only provides a clarification of a term. Therefore, this 

change is considered to be administrative.  

A. 11 CTS 4.7.P.2 and 4.8.D.3 require certain SGT and CREV System filter testing 

following painting, fire, or chemical release in any ventilation zone 

communicating with the subsystems. ITS 5.5.7 only requires testing if the 

painting, fire, or chemical release is significant. Current Dresden 2 and 3 

practice is that not all painting, fire, or chemical release results in the need to 

perform certain ventilation filter tests. Only painting, fire, or chemical release 

that could affect the ventilation filter subsystems, i.e., that which is significant, 

would require performance of the tests. The word "significant" was added for 

clarity and consistency with current practice to avoid a misinterpretation that any 

painting, fire, or chemical release (such as using a small can of paint to do touch

up work in the reactor building) would result in the need to perform the tests.  

This clarification is administrative, and is consistent with the most recently 

approved BWR/5 ITS Amendment, WNP-2. In addition, the NRC, in a letter to 

Entergy Operations dated September 11, 1997, supported the clarification that 

not all painting, fires, or chemical releases required the ventilation filter 

subsystems to be tested.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE 

M. 1 CTS 6.8.D. 1 (proposed ITS 5.5.2) is revised to include Shutdown Cooling 

(SDC) and Reactor Water Cleanup (RWCU) in the systems addressed by the 

Reactor Coolant Sources Outside Primary Containment Program. Dresden has 

previously committed to the NRC to include these systems in the program since 

the SDC and RWCU Systems can be placed in service following an accident.  

This will ensure the leakage from these systems is controlled. This change is 

considered more restrictive on plant operations since the requirement is now 

controlled by the Technical Specifications.  

M.2 Three new programs are included in the proposed Technical Specifications.  

These programs are: 

ITS 5.5.5 Component Cyclic or Transient Limit 

ITS 5.5.10 Technical Specification (TS) Bases Control 

ITS 5.5.11 Safety Function Determination Program (SFDP)
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE 

M.2 The Component Cyclic or Transient Limit Program is provided to control the 

(cont'd) tracking of UFSAR cyclic and transient occurrences. The TS Bases Control 

Program is provided to specifically delineate the appropriate methods and 

reviews necessary for a change to the Technical Specification Bases. The Safety 

Function Determination Program is included to support implementation of the 

support system OPERABILITY characteristics of the Technical Specifications.  

The specific wording associated with these three programs may be found in 

ITS 5.5.5, 5.5.10, and 5.5.11.  

M.3 CTS 4.9.A.5.b requirements for new fuel oil testing prior to addition to the 

storage tanks do not include flash point checks. ITS 5.5.9.a.2 includes a 

requirement to verify the new fuel oil flash point is within the requirements of 

the applicable ASTM standard. This will ensure the new fuel oil has a proper 

flash point prior to addition to the storage tanks. In addition, the Frequency of 

the CTS 4.9.5.A.5.c requirement to verify kinematic viscosity within 31 days of 

obtaining the sample is being changed to prior to addition to the storage tanks.  

This will ensure the kinematic viscosity of new fuel is within the limits prior to 

adding the new fuel to the storage tanks, in lieu of the current requirement which 

could allow the new fuel to be added with the kinematic viscosity not within the 

limit. In addition, ITS 5.5.9.b includes the requirement to verify, within 31 days 

of adding new fuel to the storage tanks, that properties other than those 

specifically addressed are within limits for ASTM fuel. These changes are 

consistent with BWR ISTS, NUREG-1433, Rev. 1, impose additional operational 

requirements and are considered more restrictive.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 

"Generic" 

LA.1 The details contained in CTS 6.8.D.2, "In-Plant Radiation Monitoring," are 

proposed to be relocated to the UFSAR. This program is required as a result of 

a license condition for Dresden 2 and 3 (Operating License Amendments 55 

and 48, respectively, dated February 6, 1981). This program contains controls 

to ensure the capability to accurately determine the airborne iodine concentration
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 

LA. 1 in vital areas under accident conditions. This program is designed to minimize 
(cont'd) radiation exposure to plant personnel post-accident and has no impact on nuclear 

safety or the health and safety of the public. The training aspect of the program 
is accomplished as part of the continual training program for personnel in the 
cognizant organizations, as well as during the training for those individuals 
responsible for implementing the Radiological Emergency Planning procedures.  
Provisions for monitoring and performing maintenance of the sampling. and 
analysis equipment are addressed in chemistry and radiation protection 
procedures. Therefore, the relocated details are not required to be in the ITS to 
provide adequate protection of the public health and safety. Changes to the 
UFSAR are controlled by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59.  

LA.2 Details of the Inservice Inspection (ISI) Program in CTS 4.0.E are proposed to 
be relocated to the plant controlled ISI Program. The ISI Program is required by 
10 CFR 50.55a to be performed in accordance with ASME Section XI.  
Compliance with 10 CFR 50.55a is required by the Dresden 2 and 3 Operating 
Licenses. The ISI Program, outside of the CTS, implements the applicable 
provisions of ASME Section XI. Generic Letter 88-01 provides an ISI Program 
for piping in accordance with the NRC staff positions on schedule, methods, 
personnel, and sample expansion or in accordance with alternate measures 
approved by the NRC staff. Dresden 2 and 3 commitments to Generic Letter 88
01 are documented to the NRC in a letter dated July 29, 1988, with supplements, 
and do not need to be repeated in the ITS. Regulations and Dresden 2 and 3 
commitments to the NRC contain the necessary programmatic requirements for 
ISI without repeating them in the ITS. Therefore, the relocated details are not 
required to be in the ITS to provide adequate protection of the public health and 
safety. Changes to the plant controlled ISI Program will be controlled by the 
provisions of 10 CFR 50.55a. In addition, since the Inservice Testing Program 
is the only requirement remaining, the reference to ASME Code Class 1, 2, and 
3 "components" has been changed to "pumps and valves" for clarity. Pumps and 
valves are the only components related to the Inservice Testing Program (as 
described in CTS 4.0.E. 1).  

LA.3 Details of the Inservice Testing Program (IST) in the CTS 4.0.E are proposed to 
be relocated to the plant controlled IST Program. The relocated requirements are 
duplicated in 10 CFR 50.55a, which requires the implementation of ASME, 
Section XI and applicable addenda, for inservice testing of ASME Code Class 1, 
2, and 3 pumps and valves. Compliance with 10 CFR 50.55a is required by the 
Dresden 2 and 3 Operating Licenses. Therefore, it is not necessary to retain the
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 

LA3 details proposed to be relocated in the ITS, since these details are not required to 

(cont'd) be in the ITS to provide adequate protection of the public health and safety.  

Changes to the plant controlled IST program will be controlled by the provisions 

of 10 CFR 50.55a.  

LA.4 Details of the methods for implementing CTS 4.7.P.2.b, 4.7.P.3, 4.8.D.3.b, and 

4.8.D.4 are relocated to the Technical Requirements Manual (TRM). The 

requirements of ITS 5.5.7 are adequate to ensure the required ventilation filter 

testing is performed. Proposed SR 3.6.4.3.2 of ITS 3.6.4.3, "Standby Gas 

Treatment (SGT) System," which requires ventilation filter testing of the SGT 

System to be performed in accordance with the VFTP, and proposed SR 3.7.4.2 

of ITS 3.7.4, "Control Room Emergency Ventilation (CREV) System", which 

requires ventilation filter testing of the CREV System to be performed in 

accordance with the VFTP, and the requirements of ITS 5.5.7 provide adequate 

regulatory controls over the testing requirements proposed to be relocated. As a 

result, the requirements proposed to be relocated are not required to be included 

in the Technical Specifications to ensure required ventilation filter testing is 

adequately performed. Therefore, the relocated details are not required to be in 

the ITS to provide adequate protection of the public health and safety. The TRM 

will be incorporated by reference into the Dresden 2 and 3 UFSAR at ITS 

implementation. Changes to the TRM will be controlled by the provisions of 10 

CFR 50.59.  

LA.5 The details for implementing the requirements contained in CTS 3.8.H and 3.8.J 

are proposed to be relocated to the Technical Requirements Manual (TRM). The 

requirements of ITS 5.5.8 are adequate to ensure the quantity of radioactivity in 

outside liquid storage tanks is maintained within limits and explosive gas 

mixtures in the offgas system are maintained within limits. ITS 5.5.8 provides 

regulatory control over the limitations and surveillances proposed to be 

relocated. The details proposed to be relocated are not required to be included in 

the ITS to ensure the quantity of radioactivity in outside liquid storage tanks is 

maintained within limits and explosive gas mixtures in the offgas system are 

maintained within limits. Therefore, the relocated details are not required to be 

in the ITS to provide adequate protection of the public health and safety. The 

TRM will be incorporated by reference into the Dresden 2 and 3 UFSAR at ITS 

implementation. Changes to the TRM will be controlled by the provisions of 10 

CFR 50.59.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (continued) 

LA.6 CTS 6.14.A.2 uses the title "Station Manager." In ITS 5.5.1.c.2, this specific 
title is replaced with the generic title "station manager." The specific title is 
proposed to be relocated to the Quality Assurance (QA) Manual, which is where 
the description of this specific title is currently located. The allowance to 
relocate the specific title out of the Technical Specifications is consistent with the 
NRC letter from C. Grimes to the Owners Groups Technical Specification 
Committee Chairmen, dated November 10, 1994. The various requirements of 
the station manager are still retained in the ITS. In addition, the ITS also 
requires the plant specific titles to be in the QA Manual. Therefore, the 
relocated specific title is not required to be in the ITS to provide adequate 
protection of the public health and safety. Changes to the QA Manual are 
controlled by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.54.  

LA.7 The details in CTS 6.8.D. 1, the Reactor Coolant Sources Outside Primary 
Containment Program, that the process sampling system includes the post 
accident sampling of reactor coolant and containment atmosphere is proposed to 
be relocated to the UFSAR. The requirements of ITS 5.5.2 that the Primary 
Coolant Sources Outside Containment Program must include the "process 
sampling" system is sufficient to ensure the requirements are met. Therefore, 
the relocated details are not required to be in the ITS to provide adequate 
protection of the public health and safety. Changes to the UFSAR are controlled 
by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59.  

LD. 1 The Frequency for performing CTS 6.8.D. 1.b (ITS 5.5.2.b) has been extended 
from 18 months to 24 months. This requirement establishes a program to reduce 
leakage from those portions of systems outside containment that could contain 
highly radioactive fluids during a serious transient or accident to as low as 
practical levels. The proposed change will allow this Surveillance to extend the 
Surveillance Frequency from the current 18 month Surveillance Frequency (i.e., 
a maximum of 22.5 months accounting for the allowable grace period specified 
in CTS 4.0.B and proposed SR 3.0.2) to a 24 month Surveillance Frequency 
(i.e., a maximum of 30 months accounting for the allowable grace period 
specified in CTS 4.0.B and proposed SR 3.0.2). This proposed change was 
evaluated in accordance with the guidance provided in NRC Generic Letter No.  
91-04, "Changes in Technical Specification Surveillance Intervals to 
Accommodate a 24-Month Fuel Cycle," dated April 2, 1991. Reviews of 
historical maintenance and surveillance data have shown that this test normally 
passes the Surveillance at the current Frequency. An evaluation has been 
performed using this data, and it has been determined that the effect on safety 
due to the extended Surveillance Frequency will be minimal. This conclusion is 
based upon the fact that most portions of the subject systems included in this 
program are visually walked down, while the plant is operating, during plant
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 

LD. 1 testing, and/or operator/system engineer walkdowns. In addition, 
(cont'd) housekeeping/safety walkdowns also serve to detect any gross leakage. If 

leakage is observed from these systems, corrective actions will be taken to repair 

the leakage. Finally, the plant radiological surveys will also identify any 
potential sources of leakage. These visual walkdowns and surveys provide 
monitoring of the systems at a greater frequency that once per refueling cycle, 

and support the conclusion that the impact, if any, on safety is minimal as a 
result of the proposed changes.  

The review of historical maintenance and surveillance data also demonstrates that 
there is no adverse trend that would invalidate the conclusion that the impact on 

system availability, if any, is minimal from a change to CTS 6.8.D. 1.b as 
implemented in ITS 5.5.2.b. In addition, the proposed 24 month Surveillance 
Frequency, if performed at the maximum interval allowed by proposed SR 3.0.2 

(30 months) does not invalidate any assumptions in the plant licensing basis.  

LD.2 The Frequency for performing CTS 4.7.P.2.a, 4.7.P.2.b, 4.7.P.2.c, 4.7.P.4.a, 
and 4.7.P.4.c has been extended from 18 months to 24 months in ITS 5.5.7.  
These requirements ensure that the SGT System inplace charcoal adsorbers, 
HEPA filters, and heaters perform their safety function. The proposed change 
will allow these Surveillances to extend their Surveillance Frequency from the 

current 18 month Surveillance Frequency (i.e., a maximum of 22.5 months 

accounting for the allowable grace period specified in CTS 4.0.B and proposed 
SR 3.0.2) to a 24 month Surveillance Frequency (i.e., a maximum of 30 months 

accounting for the allowable grace period specified in CTS 4.0.B and proposed 
SR 3.0.2). This proposed change was evaluated in accordance with the guidance 
provided in NRC Generic Letter No. 91-04, "Changes in Technical Specification 
Surveillance Intervals to Accommodate a 24-Month Fuel Cycle," dated April 2, 
1991. Reviews of historical maintenance and surveillance data have shown that 
these tests normally pass their Surveillances at the current Frequency. An 
evaluation has been performed using this data, and it has been determined that 
the effect on safety due to the extended Surveillance Frequency will be minimal.  
UFSAR Table 1.8-1 identifies that charcoal adsorber and HEPA filter in-place 
tests are in accordance with Regulatory Guide 1.52, which states that testing 
Frequencies be at least once per 18 months. The SGT System filters radioactive 
particulates and both radioactive and nonradioactive forms of iodine from the air 

exhausted from the reactor enclosure and/or refueling area to maintain a negative 

pressure during secondary containment isolation. Regulatory positions C.5.c and 

C.5.d of Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2, state HEPA filters and carbon 
adsorbers should be in-place tested (1) initially, (2) at least once per 18 months 
thereafter, and (3) following painting, fire, or chemical release in any ventilation 
zone communicating with the system. Position C.5.d also states that carbon
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 

LD.2 adsorbers should be in-place tested following removal of an adsorber sample for (cont'd) laboratory testing if the integrity of the adsorber section is affected. ITS 5.5.7 
also requires in-place filter and charcoal adsorber testing and filter pressure drop 
testing after any structural maintenance on the HEPA filter or charcoal adsorber 
housings or following painting, fire, or chemical release in any ventilation zone 
communicating with the SGT System. By testing after maintenance, fire, 
chemical release, painting, HEPA replacement, or charcoal replacement, 
potential changes in HEPA filter efficiency, carbon adsorber bypass leakage, and filter pressure drop will be detected that would be detected by conducting the 18 month surveillance tests. The SGT System is normally in standby. In addition, 
the SGT System active components and power supplies are designed with 
redundancy to meet the single active failure criteria, which will ensure system 
availability in the event of a failure of one of the system components. Based on the fact that the SGT System is normally in standby and additional testing will be performed if potential degradation occurs and the system design, it is shown that the impact, if any, on system availability is minimal as a result of this change.  

The review of historical maintenance and surveillance data also demonstrates that there are no failures that would invalidate the conclusion that the impact on 
system availability, if any, is minimal from a change to CTS 4.7.P.2.a, 
4.7.P.2.b, 4 .7 .P.2.c, 4.7.P.4.a, and 4 .7 .P.4.c as implemented in ITS 5.5.7, 
5.5.7.a, 5.5.7.b, 5.5.7.c, 5.5.7.d, and 5.5.7.e. In addition, the proposed 24 month Surveillance Frequencies, if performed at the maximum interval allowed 
by proposed SR 3.0.2 (30 months) do not invalidate any assumptions in the plant 
licensing basis.  

LD.3 The Frequency for performing CTS 4.8.D.3.a, 4.8.D.3.b, 4.8.D.3.c, 4.8.D.5.a, 
and 4.8.D.5.d has been extended from 18 months to 24 months in ITS 5.5.7.  These requirements ensure that in-place Control Room Emergency Ventilation 
System charcoal adsorbers, HEPA filters, and heaters are capable of performing 
their safety function. The proposed change will allow these Surveillances to extend their Surveillance Frequency from the current 18 month Surveillance 
Frequency (i.e., a maximum of 22.5 months accounting for the allowable grace 
period specified in CTS 4.0.B and proposed SR 3.0.2) to a 24 month 
Surveillance Frequency (i.e., a maximum of 30 months accounting for the allowable grace period specified in CTS 4.0.B and proposed SR 3.0.2). This proposed change was evaluated in accordance with the guidance provided in 
NRC Generic Letter No. 91-04, "Changes in Technical Specification 
Surveillance Intervals to Accommodate a 24-Month Fuel Cycle," dated 
April 2, 1991. Reviews of historical maintenance and surveillance data have shown that these tests normally pass their Surveillances at the current Frequency.
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TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 

LD.3 An evaluation has been performed using this data and it has been determined that 
(cont'd) the effect on safety due to the extended Surveillance Frequency will be minimal.  

UFSAR Table 1.8-1 (Conformance with Division I NRC Regulatory Guides) 
identifies that charcoal adsorber and HEPA filter in-place tests are in accordance 
with Regulatory Guide 1.52, which states that testing Frequencies be every 18 
months. The Control Room Emergency Ventilation (CREV) System provides 
filtration for control room air intake and recirculated air during a high radiation 
accident and maintains a positive pressure in the control room during control 
room isolation. Regulatory positions C.5.c and C.5.d of Regulatory Guide 1.52, 
Revision 2, require CREV System filters and charcoal adsorbers be in-place 
tested (1) initially, (2) at least once per 18 months thereafter, and (3) following 
painting, fire, or chemical release in any ventilation zone communicating with 
the system. Position C.5.d also states that carbon adsorbers should be in-place 
tested following removal of an adsorber sample for laboratory testing if the 
integrity of the adsorber section is affected. ITS 5.5.7 also requires in-place 
filter and charcoal adsorber testing and filter pressure drop testing after any 
structural maintenance on the HEPA filter or charcoal adsorber housings or 
following painting, fire, or chemical release in any ventilation zone 
communicating with the CREV System. By testing after maintenance, fire, 
chemical release, painting, HEPA replacement, or charcoal replacement, 
potential changes in HEPA filter efficiency, carbon adsorber bypass leakage, and 
filter pressure drop will be detected that would be detected by conducting the 
18 month surveillance tests. The CREV System is normally in standby. Based 
on the fact that the CREV System is normally in standby and additional testing 
will be performed if potential degradation occurs and the system design, it is 
shown that the impact, if any, on system availability is minimal as a result of this 
change.  

The review of historical maintenance and surveillance data also demonstrates that 
there are no failures that would invalidate the conclusion that the impact on 
system availability, if any, is minimal from a change to CTS 4.8.D.3.a, 
4.8.D.3.b, 4.8.D.3.c, 4.8.D.5.a, and 4.8.D.5.d as implemented in ITS 5.5.7, 
5.5.7.a, 5.5.7.b, 5.5.7.c, 5.5.7.d, and 5.5.7.e. In addition, the proposed 24 
month Surveillance Frequencies, if performed at the maximum interval allowed 
by proposed SR 3.0.2 (30 months) do not invalidate any assumptions in the plant 
licensing basis.
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TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 

"Specific" 

L. 1 CTS 4.9.A.5.b requires verifying new fuel oil meets the ASTM standard for API 
gravity. Proposed ITS 5.5.9.a. 1 allows new fuel oil to meet either API gravity 
or absolute specific gravity. This is acceptable since both methods are 
considered appropriate in determining the qualifications of the new fuel.  

CTS 4.9.A.5.b requires verifying new fuel oil meets the ASTM standards for 
water and sediment and the visual test for free water and particulate 
concentration. Proposed ITS 5.5.9.a.3 allows the performance of a clear and 
bright appearance test with proper color or a water and sediment test. The 
allowance to perform a water and sediment test, in lieu of the clear and bright 
test, is necessary since Dresden receives dyed fuel and the performance of a 
visual test in accordance with ASTM D4176 (as specified in the CTS Bases) is 
not considered appropriate for dyed fuel not meeting the color requirements of 
ASTM D4176. However, the water and sediment test is considered an 
appropriate test when using dyed fuel since the actual water and sediment content 
is determined in accordance with ASTM D1796 as specified in the CTS and 
proposed ITS 3.8.3 Bases 

CTS 4.9.A.5.b requires sampling and verification that new fuel oil meets ASTM 
standards for "water and sediment" prior to addition to the fuel oil storage tanks.  
Proposed ITS 5.5.9.b relaxes these requirements for new fuel by allowing "water 
and sediment" analyses of the stored fuel (for fuel oil that meets the color 
requirements of ASTM D4176) to be performed within 31 days after the addition 
of any new fuel oil.  

CTS 4.9.A.6.b requires sampling of stored fuel oil every 31 days to verify 
particulate contaminants < 10 mg/liter, and "water and sediment" and 
"kinematic viscosity" are within ASTM limits. Proposed ITS 5.5.9.c relaxes the 
requirements for bulk stored fuel oil by not including the 31 day requirement to 
verify "water and sediment" and "kinematic viscosity" and providing a limit for 
particulate contaminants of < 10 mg/liter in lieu of < 10 mg/liter.  

These changes are acceptable because the purpose of the fuel oil analyses is to 
ensure proper fuel oil quality is maintained to support the operation of the 
emergency DGs. The proposed "new" fuel oil requirements in ITS 5.5.9.a 
(prior to addition to the storage tanks) ensure the fuel oil is of the appropriate 
grade (API gravity or absolute specific gravity, kinematic viscosity, flash point, 
and appearance or water and sediment content) and that it may be added to the 
stored fuel without concern for contaminating the entire stored fuel volume such

Dresden 2 and 3 11



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 

L. 1 that it would have an immediate detrimental impact on diesel engine combustion.  
(cont'd) The subsequent sampling of ITS 5.5.9.b (31 days after new fuel oil addition) and 

the normal 31 day sampling frequency of ITS 5.5.9.c evaluate properties that 
would not have an immediate effect on the DG operation and are typically 
associated with contamination or fuel oil degradation as a result of long term 
storage. A failure to satisfy these criteria does not mean the fuel oil will not 
burn properly in the DG and is reflected in the allowed outage time when outside 
the allowable limits. The limit of < 10 mg/liter for particulate contaminants 
reflect the limit specified in ASTM standards. These changes have no impact on 
the safe operation of the plant and are consistent with RG 1.137, Rev. 1, and the 
ASTM standards.  

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS 

None

Dresden 2 and 3 12
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Reporting Requirements 6.9

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

. 6.9 REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

In addition to the applicable reporting requirements of Title 10, Code of Federal 
Regulations, the following identified reports shall be submitted (o the RegiTorq ..  

(Aiidrinistreto ofl t~ rpriate Regional2Ei'tce of the NRCAfniess otherq)ise ntoc. .•O 6.9.A. (]ftn eos• %_6--ai cc-1-d-ule Will, I0Dr 0,41• 

2..(/da E eot "j 

S , (o. IAnnual reports covering the activities of the Unit for the previous calendar year, as 

described in this section shall be submitted prior to May 1 of each year.  

T h e r e p o r t s r e u i r e ha in c lu A 3: -_ _ _ _ _ _ ___ _._./__ _ _ _ _ _ _ _._._ 

a. Tabulation of the number of station, utility, and other personnel (including 

contractors) receiving exposures greater than 100 mrem/year and their associated 

person rem exposure according to work and job functions, e.g., reactor operations 

and surveillance, inservice inspection, routine maintenance, special maintenance 

(describe maintenance), waste processing, and refueling. The dose assignments 

I e 't=•,o*,, • (, i,. to various duty functions may be estimated based o pocket dosim eter or TLD.  
eSmall exposures totaling less than 20o the individual total dose need not be 

accounted for. In the aggregate, at least 80% of the total whole body dose 

received from external sources should be assigned to specific major work 

functions.

b. The results of specif' activity analysis in which :e reactor coolant excee 
limits of Specificat' n 3.6.J. The following inf stion shall be included: 

Reactor power hi ory starting 48 hours prior o the first sample in whi was exceeded;)hresults of the last isotopic" analysis for r adioiodine rfc 

prior to exce •ing the limit, results of anal sis while limit was excee ded a 

results of o analysis after the radioiodi e activity was reduced t ess tt 

limit. Eac result should include date d time of sampling and t e radioii concentr, tions; (3) Clean-up system olw history starting 48 ho/rs prior ti 
first sa pipe in which the limit was •ceeded; 14) Graph of th •-131 con~c 
and o ne other radioiodine isotope •oncentration in microcuri/W per gram a.  
fun ion of time for the duration•.f the specific activity abo e the steadyle I; and(5)The time duratio d the specific activitydof the reactorc 

excceeded the radioiodine Iimi$t.\

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 6-13 Amendment Nos. ISO &

pa _,• I C -5.
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Reporting Requirements 6.9 

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

-S'•' {o, Z_ 3. Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report f FSr2ZT• " 'ZAk1qZ 
The Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report covering the operatioL of the , 

Unit during the previous ocalendar year shall be submitted prior to May tfioeach year.  

The report shall include summaries, interpretations, and analysis of trends of the 
results of the Radiological Environmental Monitoring Program for the reporting period.  
The material provided shall be consistent with the objectives outlined in (1) the ODCM 
and (2) Sections IV.E.2, IV.S.3, end lV.C of Appendix I to 10 CFR Part 50.  

L , 3 4. Radioactive Effluent Release Report 

The Radioactive Effluent Release Report covering the operation of the facility during ;,l 
the previous calendar year shall be submitted prior to 0991 of each yearK The report 
shall include a summary of the quantities of radioactive liquid and gaseous effluents 
and solid waste released from the facility. The material provided shall be (1) 
consistent with the objectives outlined in the 0DCM and PCP and (2) in conformance 
with 10 CPR 50.36a end Section IV.B.1 of Appendix I to 10 CFR Part 50.  

S. 5. Monthly Operating Report ifk 1.2 ACI ý (7,f 

Routine reports of operating statistics and shutdown experience, including 
documentation of all challenges to safety valves or safety/relef valves, shall be s•u:kbmnitted an a monthly basis (o tMe- Director,,,Zffice of Resource Maogement, U.S._ •

7 er Regulatory Commiston, Was~hingtoKf, D.C. 20555. with "ancy to theJ 
0.0 1na Administrator •the NRC Rggimifl Offico:'no later than the 16th of each 

month following the calendar month covered by the report.  

,•. 5 6. CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT 

-. • a. Core operating limits shall be established and documented in the CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT before each reload cycle or any remaining part of a 
reload cycle for the following: 

• t,. £, o., (1) The Control Rod Withdrawal Block Instrumentation for Table 3.2.E-1 of 
Specification 3.2.E.  

E,,4, 1 / [2) The Average Planar Linear Heat Generation Rate 1APLHGR) Limit for 
Specification 3.11 .A.  

, .( A -3 (31 The Steady State Linear Heat Generation Rate (SLHGR) for Specification 
3.1 1.D.  

5, S. 2 (4) The Minimum Critical Power Operating Limit includingxaram insertion t3 es)) I 
for Specification 3.1 .C. indudes r d an' o ted flow con 

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 6-14 Amendment Nos. 160 & 155 
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Reporting Requirements 6.9

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

6,,5. Io b. The analytical methods used to determine the operating limits shall be those 

previously reviewed and approved by the NRC in the latest approved revision or 

supplement of topical reports: 

5. I 6. /(1) ANF-1125(P)(A), "Critical Power Correlation - ANFB." 

.5. LS. L. z (2) ANF-524(P)(A), OANF Critical Power Methodology for Boiling Water 

Reactors.*

XN-NF-79-71 (P)(A), *Exxon Nuclear Plant Transient Methodology for Boiling 
Water Reactors.'

. .4. 4 (4) XN-NF-O-1 9(P)(A), "Exxon Nuclear Methodology for Boiling Water Reactors." 

., ( (5) XN-NF-S5-67(P)(A), *Generic Mechanical Design for Exxon Nuclear Jet Pump 

Boiling Water Reactors Reload Fuel.' 

. (6) ANF-913(PI(A), *CON'TRANSA2: A Computer Program for Boiling Water 

Reactor Transient Analysis.' 

s.7.k.-/ (7) XN-NF-82-06P)(A), Qualification of Exxoon Nuclear Fuel for Extended Burnup 

Supplement I Extended Burnup Cualification of ENC 9x9 BWR Fuel, 

Supplement 1, Revision 2, Advanced Nuclear Fuels Corporation, May 1988.  

5. t..s. b. s (8) ANF-89-14(P)(A), Advanced Nuclear Fuels Corporationl Generic Mechanical 

Design for Advance Nuclear Fuels Corporation 9x9-IX and 9x9-9X BWR 

Reload Fuel, Revision 1 and Supplements 1 and 2, Advanced Nuclear Fuels 

Corporation, October 1991.  

.5. 6,•. q (9) ANF-89-9B(PH(A), Generic Mechanical Design Criteria for BWR Fuel Designs, 

Revision 1 and Revision I Supplement 1, Advanced Nuclear Fuels 

Corporation, May 1995.  

L.... (10) ANF-S1-048(P)(A). Advanced Nuclear Fuels Corporation Methodology for 

Boiling Water Reactors EXEM BWR Evaluation Model, Advanced Nuclear Fuels 

Corporation, January 1993.  

s.i,..s. In (11) Commonwealth Edison Company Topical Report NFSR-O091, "Benchmark of 

CASMOIMICROBURN SWR Nuclear Design Methods", and associated 

Supplements on Neutronics Licensing Analyses (Supplement 1) and La Salle 

County Unit 2 Benchmarking (Supplement 2).

Amendment Nos. 160 & 155
DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3

5.1,.s.6-3= (3)

6-15



ZTS S',

FA 11
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ADM-INISTRATIVE CONTROLS

ANF-1 125 (P)(A), ANFB Critical Power Correlation Determination of 
ATRIUM-9B Additive Constant Uncertainties. Supplement 1. Appendix E.  
Siemens Power Corporation, September 1998.

The core operating limits report shall be determined so that all applicable limits 

(e.g., fuel thermal-mechanical limits, core thermal-hydraulic limits, ECCS limits, 
nuclear limits such as shutdown margin, and transient and accident analysis limits) 
of the safety analysis are met. ýhe CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT, including 

-any mid-cycle revisions of supplements thereto shall be provided on issuance, for 
.each reload cycle, to the NRC Poc ment Contro Uesk with copiest45 The Heg~iial

6.9.B "(8 recial Rel -rt a - ý

6.10

013) EMR-95-'7'1CP}. RODEX2F) COWR. FAei Rod Thernl 

IAec.h&ilcou I-wvlu-td'oJ Model, 5wienwaief I (P.) ((i) [ .o 
aud ••,•ieme,,,d 2. 0)P CA. Sienejs Powe, Ceb,P.r4-oa, ,

DRESDEN - UNTTS 2 & 3 6-16 Amendment Nos. 171; 16r
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INSTRUMENTATION 
Accident Monitors 3/4.2.F 

IAI 3-,F--....1 (Continued) 

ACCIDENT MONITORING INSTRUMENTATION 

ACTION 

/ SrXTS 3.3..-x 
CTION 60 - a. With the number of OPERABLE accident monitoring instrumentation 

CHANNEL(s) less than the Required CHANNEL(s) shown in Table 3.2.F-1, restore the inoperable CHANNEL(s) to OPERABLE status within 30 days or be in at least HOT SHUTDOWN within the next 12 hours.  
b. With the number of OPERABLE accident monitoring instrumentation 

CHANNEL(s) less than the Minimum CHANNEL(s) shown in Table 3.2.F-1, restore the inoperable CHANNEL(s) to OPERABLE status within 48 hours or be in at least HOT SHUTDOWN within the next 12 hours.  

FACTION 61- With the number of OPERABLE accident monitoring instrumentation CHANNEL(s) 
(less than the Minimum CHANNEL(s) shown in Table 3.2.F-1, initiate the anEMI 
\prep-anned alternate method of monitoring the appropriate parameter(s) within 72 hours, a ond: sho n in 3 

a. Either restore the inoperable CHANNEL(s) to OPERABLE status within 7 dayso •'of thee eevenn~t, or 

Gi b. Prepare and submit a SpecialHReport to the Commission pursuant to .q 
Specification 6.9.B within(•days following the even •otlining the action M.1 

taken, the cause of the inoperability and the plans and schedule for restoring 

the system to OPERABLE status. 
i 

III IWith the number of OPERABLE accident monitoring instrumentation 
CHANNEL(s) one less than the Required CHANNEL(s) shown in Table 3.2.F-1.  

restoree the inoperable CHANNEL(s) to OPERABLE status within 30 days or be 

CHANNE~Lfs Iess tha thMiiuCANEs sonnTae3.F-;\ 
restore at least one inoperable CHANNEL to OPERABLE status within 7 days 

or be in at least HOT SHUTDOWN within the next 12 hours. y 

r~~~~~t 1730 o I

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3
Amendment Nos. 150 A 145
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.6 - REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 

ADMINISTRATIVE 

A. 1 In the conversion of the Dresden 2 and 3 current Technical Specifications (CTS) 
to the proposed plant specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain 
wording preferences or conventions are adopted that do not result in technical 
changes (either actual or interpretational). Editorial changes, reformatting, and 
revised numbering are adopted to make the ITS consistent with the BWR 
Standard Technical Specifications, NUREG 1433, Rev. 1 (i.e., the Improved 
Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS)).  

A.2 Submittal details for reports required by CTS 6.9 (Reporting Requirements), 
CTS 6.9.A.5 (Monthly Operating Report), CTS 6.9.A.6.c (Core Operating 
Limits Report) and CTS 6.9.B (Special Reports) are being deleted. Proposed 
ITS 5.6 requires submittal of reports in accordance with 10 CFR 50.4, which 
identifies these requirements. This change is a presentation preference consistent 
with the BWR ISTS, NUREG-1433, Rev. 1, and with current NRC regulations 
(10 CFR 50.4) and is considered administrative.  

A.3 ITS 5.6, "Reporting Requirements," does not use the current Technical 
Specification subtitles of "Routine Reports," "Annual Reports," or "Special 
Reports." The ITS names each individual report rather than grouping reports 
under subtitles. This change does not change reporting requirements and only 
affects the format of the Technical Specifications. Therefore, this change is 
considered to be administrative.  

A.4 Proposed Notes for ITS 5.6.1, 5.6.2, and 5.6.3 allowing a single report 
submittal to satisfy the associated reporting requirement for both units is added to 
CTS 6.9.A.2.a, CTS 6.9.A.3, and CTS 6.9.A.4. This change provides 
clarification but does not change the regulatory reporting requirement; therefore, 
the change is considered administrative.  

A.5 Another name for a new type of pocket dosimeter currently in use at Dresden 2 
and 3 to estimate the whole body doses required to be reported in CTS 
6.9.A.2.a, electronic dosimeter, has been added in ITS 5.6.1. This is considered 
administrative since the measurement tools described are accepted in the 
industry.  

A.6 CTS 6.9.A.2.b requires reporting the results of specific activity analysis in which 
the primary coolant exceeded CTS 3.6.J limits. This reporting requirement is 
unnecessary since it is included in the LER requirements to report fuel cladding 
failures that exceed expected values or that are caused by unexpected factors, 
i.e., being seriously degraded. Since the criteria identified in 10 CFR 50.73 
have been identified as the criteria in the area of degraded boundaries that

Dresden 2 and 3 1



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.6 - REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 

ADMINISTRATIVE 

A.6 necessitates reporting, any minor differences are negligible with regard to safety.  
(cont'd) Therefore, the current reporting requirement of CTS 6.9.A.2.b is a duplication 

of the 10 CFR 50.73 reporting requirement and can be deleted.  

A.7 CTS 6.9.A.4 requires submittal of the radioactive effluent release report "prior 
to April 1 of each year." Proposed ITS 5.6.3 also requires the submittal to be 
"in accordance with 10 CFR 50.36a." Compliance with 10 CFR 50 
requirements is required by the Dresden 2 and 3 Operating Licenses. Therefore 
this change is considered to be administrative in nature.  

A.8 The general statement in CTS 6.9.B to submit special reports within the time 
period specified for each report is not retained in the ITS. Each special report 
contains requirements for submittal. This change merely deletes duplicate 
requirements in the Technical Specifications or in regulations and is thus 
considered to be administrative in nature.  

A.9 CTS 6.9.A.6, CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT, does not include 
reference to the LHGR limit and the transient linear heat generation rate limit of 
CTS 3.11.B, Transient Linear Heat Generation Rate. The requirements have 
been included in ITS 5.6.5.a.4. These changes are consistent with current 
practice (the limits are currently specified in the COLR), therefore this change is 
considered administrative.  

A. 10 These changes to CTS 6.9.A.6.b MODE 5 when are provided in the Dresden 2 
and 3 ITS consistent with the Technical Specification Change Request submitted 
to the NRC for approval per ComEd letter JMHLTR #99-0076, dated August 3, 
1999. As such, these changes are considered administrative.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE 

M. 1 CTS Table 3.2.F-1 Action 61.b requires a special report to be submitted within 
30 days after a Drywell Radiation Monitor is inoperable, which is 23 days after 
the restoration time provided in CTS Table 3.2.F-1 Action 61.a has expired.  
ITS 5.6.6 will require the report within 14 days after the restoration time 
provided in ITS 3.3.3.1 ACTIONS has expired. This change is more restrictive 
on plant operations and is being made to be consistent with the BWR ISTS, 
NUREG-1433, Rev. 1.

Dresden 2 and 3 2



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.6 - REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 

"Generic" 

LA. 1 CTS 6.9.A.6.a (4) provides the detail associated with the MCPR Specification, 
which is addressed in the Core Operating Limits Report. This detail is to be 
relocated to the Bases of the individual Specification, i.e., B 3.2.2, MINIMUM 
CRITICAL POWER RATIO. The requirements of ITS 5.6.5 (Core Operating 
Limits Report) and LCO 3.2.2 are adequate to ensure the required limits are 
maintained. In addition, the requirements of ITS 5.6.5 provide regulatory 
controls over the detail to be relocated. As a result, the requirement proposed to 
be relocated is not required to be included in the ITS to provide adequate 
protection of the public health and safety. Additionally, changes to the Bases 
will be controlled by the provisions of the proposed Bases Control Program 
described in Chapter 5 of the ITS.  

"Specific" 

L. 1 This change proposes to relax the CTS 6.9.A.3 and 6.9.A.4 requirements for 
submitting the Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report and 
Radioactive Effluent Release Report. CTS 6.9.A.3 requires the Annual 
Radiological Environmental Operating Report to be submitted prior to May 1 of 
each year. This proposed change will allow the Annual Radiological 
Environmental Operating Report to be submitted by May 15 of each year. CTS 
6.9.A.4 requires the Radioactive Effluent Release Report to be submitted prior to 
April 1 of each year. This proposed change will allow the Radioactive Effluent 
Release Report to be submitted prior to May 1 of each year. Given that the 
reports are still required to be provided to the NRC on or before May 15, for the 
Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report, and May 1, for the 
Radioactive Effluent Release Report, and cover the previous calendar year, 
completion and submittal of these reports is clearly not necessary to assure 
operation in a safe manner. Additionally, there is no requirement for the NRC to 
approve the reports. Therefore, this change has no impact on the safe operation 
of the plant.  

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS 

None

Dresden 2 and 3 3
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High Radiation Area 6.12

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5, 7 6.12 HIGH RiADIATION AREA

Pursuant to 10 CFR 20.1601(c), in lieu of the requirements of paragraph 20.1601 of 10 

CFR Part 20, each high radiation area in which the intensity of radiation is greater than 100 

mrem/hr at 30 cm (12 in.) shall be barricaded and conspicuously posted as a high radiation 

area and entrance thereto shall be controlled by requiring issuance of a Radiation Work 

Permit IRWP)Y' (or equivalent document). Any individual or group of individuals permitted 

to enter such areas shall be provided with or accompanied by one or more of the following:

•, 1. A radiation monitoring device which continuously indicates the radiation dose rate in 

the area.  

•. 2. A radiation monitoring device which continuously integrates the radiation dose rate in 

the area and alarms when a preset integrated dose is received. Entry into such areas 

with this monitoring device may be made after the dose rate levels in the area have 

been established and personnel have been made knowledgeable of them; or 

C, 3. An individual qualified in radiation protection procedures with a radiation dose rate 

monitoring device, who is responsible for providing positive control over the activities 

within the area and shall perform periodic radiation surveillance at the frequency 

specified in the RWP (or equivalent document).

S'A, I a nt Physice penannebor personnel escorted by vs c;-Bers hill be exempt from the RWP issuance 

requirements during the performance of their assigned radiation protection duties, provided they are otherwise 

following plant radiation protection procedures for entry into high radiation areas.

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 6-18 Amendment Nos.

Po.g-. I o - 2

150 & Us'
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High Radiation Area 6.12

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5,7, 2- 6.12.8 In addition to the requirements of 6.12.A, areas accessible to personnel with radiation 
levels greater than 1000 mrem/hr at 30 cm (12 in.) from the radiation source or from any 

surface which the radiation penetrates shall require the following: 

01. 1. Doors shall be locked to prevent unauthorized entry and shall not prevent individuals 

from leaving the area. In place of locking the door, direct or electronic surveillance 

that is capable of preventing unauthorized entry may be used. The keys shall be 

maintained under the administrative control of the Shift Manager on duty rjjior ViY7 

Giii• supervision. (n C;,oa protea..'J 

b. 2. Personnel access and exposure control requirements of activities being performed 

within these areas shall be specified by an approved RWP(or equivalent document).  

C. 3. Each person entering the area shall be provided with an alarming radiation monitoring 

device that continuously integrates the radiation dose rate (such as an electronic 

dosimeter.) Surveillance and radiation monitoring by a Radiation,*otection ýechnicianJ 

may be substituted for an alarming dosimeter.  

E. 7.3 5. For individual HIGH RADIATION AREAS accessible to personnel with radiation levels of 

greater than 1000 mrem/h at 30 cm (12 in.) that are located within large areas where 

no enclosure exists for purposes of locking, and where no enclosure can be reasonably 

constructed around the individual areas, then such individual areas shall be barricaded, 

conspicuously posted, and a flashing light shall be activated as a warning device.

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 6-19 Amendment Nos. isO & 145
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
ITS: 5.7 - HIGH RADIATION AREA

ADMINISTRATIVE

In the conversion of the Dresden 2 and 3 current Technical Specifications (CTS) 
to the proposed plant specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain 
wording preferences or conventions are adopted that do not result in technical 
changes (either actual or interpretational). Editorial changes, reformatting, and 
revised numbering are adopted to make the ITS consistent with the BWR 
Standard Technical Specifications, NUREG 1433, Rev. 1 (i.e., the Improved 
Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS)).  

The title of the individual qualified to implement radiation protection procedures 
in CTS 6.12.B.3 has been changed from the specific title "Radiation Protection 
Technician" to just describe the generic function; radiation protection technician.  
Since the only individuals currently qualified are radiation protection technicians, 
this change is considered administrative. If other individuals are qualified in the 
future, they will meet the same qualifications. In addition, the term "health 
physics" in CTS 6.12.B. 1 and CTS 6.12.A footnote a has been changed to 
radiation protection to be consistent. Therefore, these changes are considered 
administrative.

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE

"Generic" 

None 

"Specific" 

None

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

None

Dresden 2 and 3
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ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

6.4 TRAIN GI 

A r ining and replacem nt program for the unit staff sh lI be maintained undo the 

dir 'tion of the appropri#1e on site manager. Training s all bein accordance ý4ith ANSI 

8.1-1971 and 10 CFR 55 for appropriate designated ositions and shall in ude 

rmiliarization with relevant industry operational expen nce.

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 6-5 Amendment Nos. iso & uX
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
CTS: 6.4 - TRAINING 

ADMINISTRATIVE 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE

None

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE

"Generic"

The details contained in CTS 6.4 on training and replacement training for the 
unit staff are proposed to be relocated to the UFSAR. These training provisions 
are adequately addressed by other proposed ITS Chapter 5.0 provisions and by 
regulations. ITS 5.3, "Unit Staff Qualifications," provides requirements to 
ensure adequate, competent staff in accordance with ANSI N18.1-1971 and 
Regulatory Guide 1.8, 1975. ITS 5.2 details unit staff requirements.  
ITS 5.2.2.a, 5.2.2.b, and 10 CFR 50.54 state minimum shift crew requirements.  
Training and requalification of licensed positions is contained in 10 CFR 50.55.  
Placement of training requirements in the UFSAR will ensure that training 
programs are properly maintained in accordance with Dresden 2 and 3 
commitments and regulations. As such, the relocated details are not required to 
be in the ITS to provide adequate protection of the public health and safety.  
Changes to the UFSAR are controlled by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59 to 
ensure adequate reviews are performed.

"Specific" 

None

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

None

Dresden 2 and 3
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/
(("6 7 S FE TY LIMIT V IO LA ONanLi 

tis at 
A The folloio cons shall be it an inte:ln, a 

e ats ice- r entor is esigno a eates a •E :j) 
(.ndiffied within4hu, 

2. Wi in 30 days, a Lcensee Events/port (LER) shall be prepaer documenting the 

S ent pursuant to 0 CFR o507 o The LER shall be submed to the NRC.  

Ciia 1ppaCritical operation of the U shall not be resumed until uthorized by the Co Vmission.

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 6-8 Amendment Nos. is0 & v,
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
CTS: 6.7 - SAFETY LIMIT VIOLATION 

ADMINISTRATIVE 

A. 1 The current Safety Limit Violation requirements of CTS 6.7, as they relate to 
NRC notification (portions of CTS 6.7.A. 1 and 6.7A.2) and permission to restart 
the unit (CTS 6.7.A.3) are contained in and based upon the requirements located 
in 10 CFR 50.36(c)(1), 10 CFR 50.72, and 10 CFR 50.73. Since Dresden 2 
and 3 are required by the Operating Licenses to comply with 10 CFR 50, the 
removal of these requirements from Technical Specifications is considered 
administrative.  

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE 

"Generic" 

LA. 1 The CTS 6.7.A. 1 requirement for notification of the Site-Vice President or his 
designated alternate in the event of a Safety Limit violation is proposed to be 
relocated to the Quality Assurance (QA) Manual. Given that the notification 
occurs following the Safety Limit violation, the proposed relocated requirement 
is clearly not necessary to assure operation of the unit in a safe manner.  
Additionally, in the event of a Safety Limit violation, 10 CFR 50.36(c)(1) does 
not allow operation of the unit to be resumed until authorization is received from 
the NRC. As such, the relocated requirement is not required to be in the ITS to 
provide adequate protection of the public health and safety. Changes to the QA 
Manual are controlled by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.54.  

"Specific" 

None 

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS 

None

Dresden 2 and 3 1
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
CTS: 6.11 - RADIATION PROTECTION PROGRAM 

ADMINISTRATIVE 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE

None

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE

"Generic"

The details contained in CTS 6.11 are proposed to be relocated to the UFSAR.  
This relocated program requires procedures to be prepared for personnel 
radiation protection consistent with 10 CFR 20. These procedures are for 
nuclear plant personnel and have no impact on nuclear safety or the health and 
safety of the public. Requirements to have procedures to implement 10 CFR 20 
are contained in 10 CFR 20.1101(b). Periodic review of these procedures is 
addressed in 10 CFR 20.1101(c). Since the CTS requirements are contained in 
the regulations and the Dresden 2 and 3 Operating Licenses require compliance 
with 10 CFR 20, there is no need to repeat the requirements in the ITS. As 
such, the relocated details are not required to be in the ITS to provide adequate 
protection of the public health and safety. Changes to the UFSAR are controlled 
by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59.

"Specific" 

None

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

None

Dresden 2 and 3
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ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS ••.  

6.13.A Changes to the P 

1. Shall be do mented and records of revie performed shall be retains This 

document ion shall contain: 

a. Su cient information to support t a change together with the propriate 
an lyses or evaluations justifying he changels) and, 

b. determination that the chan 9 will maintain the overall co formance of the 
solidified waste product to exi ing requirements of Federa , State, or other 
applicable regulations.  

2. Shall become effective after review and acceptance, includ' g approval by the Station 
Manager.

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 6-20 Amendment Nos. iso s i•N.
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CTS Z. /3

JTSe = if hln r A

1.0 DEFINITIONS 

PRIMARY CONTAINMENT INTEGRITY (PCI) 
PRIMARY CONTAINMENT INTEGRITY (PCI) shall exist when: 

a. All primary containment penetrations required to be c 
are either: 

1) Capable of being closed by an OPERABLE primar 
valve system, or 

2) Closed by at least one manual valve, blind flange 
secured in its closed position, except for valves t 
control as permitted by Specification 3.7.D.  

b. All primary containment equipment hatches are closei 

c. Each primary containment air lock is in compliance wi 
Specification 3.7.C.  

d. The primary containment leakage rates are rnaintainec 
Specification 3.7.A.  

e. The suppression chamber is in compliance with the re 
3.7.K.  

f. The sealing mechanism associated with each primary 
welds, bellows or 0-rings, is OPERABLE. ,r

S'•Definitions 1.0 

0losed during accident conditions 

v containment automatic isolation

, or deactivated automatic valve 
hat are open under administrative 

d and sealed.

th the requirements of 

I within the limits of 

quirements of Specification 

containment penetration; e.g.,

PROCESS/tONTROL PF'OGRAM (P4 
ThePROCESS C INiTROL PRO RAM (PCP) z all containr the current jrmulas, sa ling, 
an/$ysis, test, ad determina ons to be m le to ensur& that proces ing and pac ging of so d 
r aioactive wages based o0 demonstrateld processin of actual or/simulated w solid was s • LA. I 

ill be accor lished in su h a way as t assure co pliance wity10 CFR Pa 20. 61, a d 
71, State re ulations, b ial ground re irements, nd other re fuirements g yerning the 
disposal of/solid radioa ive waste.  

RBATED THERMAL POWER (RTP) RATED THERMAL POWER (RTP) shall be a total reactor core heat transfer rate to the reactor• 
coolant of 2527 MWT. e \re 

RECTOR PROTECTION SYSTEM (RPS} RESPONSE TIME 
REACTOR PROTECTION SYSTEM (RPS) RESPONSE TIME shall be the time interval for eeach | 
trip function from the opening of the sensor contact up to and including'the opening of the trip) 
actuator.,,

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 1-5 Amendment Nos. 150 & 145
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
CTS: 6.13 - PROCESS CONTROL PROGRAM (PCP) 

ADMINISTRATIVE 

None 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE

None

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE

"Generic"

LA. 1 The details contained in CTS 6.13 and the definition of PROCESS CONTROL 

PROGRAM are proposed to be relocated to the UFSAR. The PCP implements 
the requirements of 10 CFR 20, 10 CFR 61, and 10 CFR 71. Compliance with 

these regulations is required by the Dresden 2 and 3 Operating Licenses, and as 

such, relocation of the description of the PCP from the ITS does not affect the 

safe operation of the facility. Therefore, the relocated details are not required to 

be in the ITS to provide adequate protection of the public health and safety.  
Changes to the UFSAR are controlled by the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59.

"Specific" 

None

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

None

Dresden 2 and 3 I



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES 
CTS: CHAPTER 6.0 - ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

The following blank pages, have been deleted: 

6-6 and 6-7.

Dresden 2 and 3 1



Responsibility 

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

2.cGPJIŽ 5.1 Responsibility 

rn d shall be responsible for overall unit k••,warsAkof• 
operat Ian shall delegate in writing the succession to this " 

responsibility during his absence.  

ti or s designee shall prove,.pFriorl o• 
r~rF impi ntation, each propose vtest, experiment modificati to 

sy ems or equipment thatffect nuclear safe.  

Se• L 5. 1 .2 ( f t ispevor (W] shl ersponsible for the control 
•,-•.,-)• room- command function url ng a absence or the [7]a from tl• 

/control_/eoo while the uni Uis MDE 1, 2, or .3,/in individ lal) 
(vh,'f e e +e,, Uif) wth fiactive Senior Rteactowebperator (SRO) licqkse shlall b(( 

Lde :gnated to assume the c trol room command _fnction. u 

2i Lý-3 MODE 4 or 5, an individual with an active SRO icense or Reactor 

Operator license shall be desi nated to assume the control room 
command function. 4h , u;.s'a ".

Rev 1, 04/07/955.0-1BWR/4 STS



JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS FROM NUREG-1433, REVISION 1 

ITS 5.1 - RESPONSIBILITY 

1. This reviewer's note has been deleted. This information is for the NRC reviewer to be 

keyed in to what is needed to meet the TSTF-65 allowance. This is not meant to be 

retained in the final version of the plant specific submittal.  

2. The brackets have been removed and the proper plant specific information has been 

provided.  

3. The second paragraph of ISTS 5.1.1, regarding review and approval of tests or 

experiments is deleted. CTS do not delineate this-requirement. ISTS 5.1.2 is revised 

to reflect plant practice. The Shift Manager is responsible for directing the control 

room command function but is not necessarily in the control room. An SRO is in the 

control room and has the control room command function, when either unit is in 

MODE 1, 2, or 3.

1Dresden 2 and 3



5.2 

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

< G,7-> 5.2 Organization 

6,Z.1 5.2.1 Onslte and Offsite Organizations 

Onsite and offsite organizations shall be established for unit 
operation and corporate management, respectively. The onsite and 
offslte organizations shall include the positions for activities 
affecting safety of the nuclear power plant.  
a . Lines of authority, responsibility, and communication shall 

be defined and established -throughout highest management 
levels, intermediate levels, and all operating organization 
positions. These relationships shall be documented and 
updated, as appropriate, in organization charts, functional wJfq 
descriptions of departmental responsibilities and F-L <smra --' 
relationships, and job descriptions for key personnel--ll ai~l a 

2-~ Mse.'e+-T.2.i& positions, or in equivalent forms of documentatio. hese 
L(.J ,• requirements s all be documented in the 

.b. The-•nt -u inte n shall be responsible for overall T.TF 
safe operation of the p ant and shall have control over " _•S.  
those onsite activities necessar for safe operation and 
maintenance of the plan 2 I 44:-cer' 

c. ci corporat ue-ETik as on shall have 
corporate responsibility for overall plant nuclear safety 
and shall take any measures needed to ensure acceptable 
performance of the staff in operating, maintaining, and 
providing technical support to the plant to ensure nuclear 
s a f e t y wnt .2 - -P.{r S, z ( 1..> ....  

d. The individuals who train the operating staff, rr oLf-w 
- _ or . quality assurance function _maa 

0L•_I• Aýo_ý reporrtt too-thee appropriate onsite manager; however, these 
individuals shall have sufficient organizational freedom to 
ensure their independence from operating pressures.  

> 5.2.2 Unit 

The unit staff organization shall include the following: L 

a. (A n of-licensed operatof shall be assigneto each re ctor ef 
e(oc A4,1 Lfntaining fuel andAn additional non-, censed ope /tor 

(continued)

BWR/4 STS 5.0-2 Rev 1, 04/07/95



I 7 , INSERT 5.2.1.a 

including the plant-specific titles of those personnel fulfilling the 
responsibilities of the positions delineated in these Technical Specifications 

INSERT 5.2.2.a 

Stotal of three non-licensed operators for the two units is req•uired in all 
lconditions. A-tleast one of the required non-licensed operators shall be 

F+-_assigne to each unit.

Insert Page 5.0-2



Organizatfon 
5.2

5.2 Organization

<'CTs> 

B~2.> 

2. 1. >

Unit Staff (continued)

be ass ned for each control roo trom wnicn a r 
:rat g in MODES 1, 2, or 3.  

nit sites with both units hutdown or defueled 
uire a total of-three non icensed operators for., 
units. /

b. At least one licensed Reactor Operator (RO) shall be present 
in the control room when fuel is in the reactor. "In 
addition, while the unit is in MODE 1, 2, or 3, at least one 
licensed Senior Reactor Operator (SRO) shall be present in 
the control room.  

c. Shift crew composition may be less than the minimum 
requirement of 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(i) andV5.2.2.a and 5.2.2.g 

f. . -i
4

,~ At *4.+4 .. nt +a anA -3 kn., 4. ..A-. +n

accommodate unexpected absence of on-duty shift crew members 
provided immediate action is taken to restore the shift crew 

,ad;a , , composition to within the minimum requirements.  
pro eloJ d. A. Ith Ph c echnicia• shall be on site when fuel is [("5 

in the reactor. The position may be vacant for not more 
than 2 hours, in order to provide for unexpected absence, 

provided immediate action is taken to fill the required 
position.  

Se. ýAdministrative pr edures shall be developed and implemented 
tto limit the wor ng hours of unit staff who perform safety 

/ L•2.)r related functi s (e.g., licensed Slos, licensed ROs, heal 
physicists, xiliary operators, an key maintenance 
personnel).  

Adequate hift coverage shall be/aintained without r tine 
heavy u e of overtime. The obj ctive shall be to ha e 
opera ng personnel work an [8 or 12] hour day, no inal 
40 h r week while the unit i operating. Howeve , in the 
ev t that unforeseen proble* require substanti I amounts 
o overtime to be used, or during extended per ds of 

utdown for refueling, m~or maintenance, o major plant 
modification, on a tempo ry basis the foil ing guieli 
shall be followed: 

1. An individual sh uld not be permltt to work more t an 
16 hours strai t, excluding shift urnover time;

(continued)

Rev 1, 04/07/95
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Organization 
5.2

5.2 Organization

Unit Staff (continued)

2. An individual sho d not be permitted work more than 
16 hours in any 4 hour period, nor m e than 24 hours 
in any 48 hour erlod, nor more than 2 hours in any 
7 day period, 11 excludi6g shift- rnover time; 

3. A break of t least 8 hours shou be allowed betw n 
work pert s, including shift t nover time; 

4. Except ring extended shutdd periods, the us of 
overti should be consider on an individual asis 
and t for the entire sta f on a shift.  

Any dev tion from the above uidelines shall b authorized 
in adv nce by the [Plant Su rintendent] or hi designee, in 
acco ance with approved a ministrative proce res, or by 
hig r levels of manage to in accordance w h established 
pr edures and with doc entation of the ba is for granting 
t e deviation.  

Controls shall be i luded in the procec res such that 
individual overtim shall be reviewed ,nthly by the.jflant 
Superintendent] o his designee to en re that excessive 
hours have not b en assigned. Routi deviation from the 
above guidelin is not authorized./

1

/
The amount of overtime worked by unit staff members 
performing safety related functions shall be limited and 
controlled in accordance with thelNRC Policy Statement on 
working hours (Generic Letter 82-12).  

The •perations janager orgg i t perations ana e 
shall hold an SRO license. UP•V 

The Shift Technical Advisor (STA) shall provide advisory -chi 
technical support to the Wt 5up viso X(1M,,in the areas r' -qe r 
of thermal hydraulics, reactor engineering,'and plant 
analysis with regard to the safe operation of the unit. In 
addition, the STA shall meet the qualifications specified by 1 
the Commission Policy Statement on Engineering Expertise on 
Shift.

Rev 1, 04/07/95

5.2.2

K

73
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS FROM NUREG-1433, REVISION 1 
ITS: 5.2 - ORGANIZATION 

1. The brackets have been removed and the proper plant specific information has been 

provided.  

2. Typographical/grammatical error corrected.  

3. Changes have been made (additions, deletions, and/or changes to the NUREG) to 
reflect the plant specific nomenclature, number, reference, system description, analysis 
description, or licensing basis description.  

4. Editorial changes made for enhanced clarity.  

5. Changes have been made to ISTS 5.2.2.a to be consistent with current licensing basis.  

6. The referenced requirements are Specifications, not CFR requirements. Therefore, the 

word "Specifications" has been added to clearly state that "5.5.2.a and 5.2.2.g" are 
Specifications.  

7. The proper plant specific description of the individual to whom the STA provides 
technical support has been provided.  

8. ISTS 5.2 (Organization) is revised by TSTF-258, Rev. 4. In order to maintain 
consistency, to the maximum extent practicable, between the Administrative Controls 
Technical Specifications of the ComEd nuclear stations, the following changes of 
TSTF-258, Rev. 4, are not incorporated in ITS 5.2: 

a. ISTS 5.2.2.b contains shift manning requirements that duplicate requirements of 
10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(iii) and 10 CFR 50.54(k). As a result, ISTS 5.2.2.b was 
deleted by TSTF-258, Rev. 4.  

b. ISTS 5.2.2.e contains requirements for control of overtime of the plant staff.  
These requirements were revised by TSTF-258, Rev. 4.  

c. ISTS 5.2.2.g contains requirements for the Shift Technical Advisor. The title 
"Shift Technical Advisor (STA)" was deleted by TSTF-258, Rev. 4.  

Not incorporating these changes to ISTS 5.2 is consistent with the NRC approved ITS 
for the CornEd Byron and Braidwood Stations.

Dresden 2 and 3 I



Unit Staff Qualifications 
5.3

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

5.3 Unit Staff Qualifications

(Reviewer' Note: Minimum qualifications Wr members of the unit taff shall 
be spe ied by use of an overall qual cation statemet rfervn~cing an ANSI 

S Stan rd acceptable to the NRC Staff r by specifying ndlvi alI position 
quifcaios. Generally, the fir .method is preferabe; owever, the 

cond method is adaptable to th e unit staffs requiring pecial' 
qualification statements becau of unique organization structures.

I-4

5.3.1 Each member of the unit staff shall meet or exceedthe minimum3.  qualifications of egu a o Guide 1.3, liftU, or ta rece , or ANSI tandard accept::T:'1o"-h; zepl u e v1slo '9 ' 0ýr nf,7evisions W d rd a e able the NRC 
qu a ion 0 1 , fffr ANed /= e I ator Gu ide 1. shall mee:t The Okff not covered [Regulatory Guide yl 11 meet/r 

e -toific t s f [ Regul sionsi Re u or 
25-2 exgobd the minimum qu ifications. of [Regul ularor 73-rr- 25*2 

Ug I a p 
des, or ANSI Sta ards acceptable to NN staffl.  T wa& fiz r 

#I, Akls-r 1J.18.1-1971, cxeapLAr 4d. r-,drJia-ýioo mamael-t-, whoshall 

P /97.T.  C'. Jt

BWR/4STS .0-5Rev 1, 04/07/95
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS FROM NUREG-1433, REVISION 1 
ITS: 5.3 - UNIT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS 

1. The bracketed "Reviewer's Note" has been deleted. This information is for the NRC 

reviewer to be keyed into what is needed to meet this requirement. This is not meant to 

be retained in the final version of the plant-specific submittal.  

2. The brackets have been removed and the proper plant-specific information has been 
provided.  

3. ISTS 5.3 (Unit Staff Qualifications) is revised by TSTF-258, Rev. 4. In order to 

maintain consistency, to the maximum extent practicable, between the. Administrative 
Controls Technical Specifications of the CornEd nuclear stations, the following change 
of TSTF-258, Rev. 4, is not incorporated in ITS 5.3: 

ISTS 5.3.2 was added to define the licensed Senior Reactor Operators and 
licensed Reactor Operators for the purpose of 10 CFR 55.4.  

Not incorporating this change to ISTS 5.3 is consisent with the NRC approved ITS for 

the ComEd Byron and Braidwood Stations.

Dresden 2 and 3 1



Procedures 
5.4

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

5.4 Procedures

Written procedures shall be established, implemented, and 
maintained covering the following activities: 

a. The applicable procedures recommended in Regulatory 
Guide 1.33, Revision 2, Appendix A, February 1978; 

b. The emergency operating procedures required to implement the 
requirements of NUREG-0737 and I UEG-073 .upp ement 1, 
as stated in lGeneric Letter 82 

c. ,Quality assurance foroffluent and envi mental mon ingi'f 

•). Fire Protection Program implementation; and 

.All programs specified in Specification 5.5.

Rev 1, 04/07/95
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS FROM NUREG-1433, REVISION 1 
ITS: 5.4 - PROCEDURES 

1. Typographical/grammatical error corrected.  

2. The brackets have been removed and the proper plant-specific information has been 
provided.  

3. ISTS 5.4.1 .c is deleted and subsequent items renumbered. This change is consistent 
with the current licensing basis, which does not require these procedures to be 
controlled by Technical Specifications.

Dresden 2 and 3 1



Programs and Manuals 
5.5

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

5.5 Programs-and Manuals 

The following programs shall be established, implemented and maintained.

Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM) 

a. The ODCM -shall contain the methodology and parameters used 
in the calculation of offsite doses resulting from 
radioactive gaseous and liquid effluents, in the calculation 
of gaseous and liquid effluent monitoring alarm and trip 
setpoints, and in the conduct of the radiological 
environmental monitoring program; and

b.

1'~q, A)

The ODCM shall also contain the radioactive effluent 
controls and radiological environmental monitoring activitiesA 
and descriptions of the information that should be included 
in the Annual Radiological Environmental Operating, and 
Radioactive Effluent ReleasejAports reduired by 
Specification 5.6.2 and Specification 5.6.3 ± I.J .L~. *. *--lW%

Licensee initiated Canges to then uWn.  

• Shall be documented and records of reviews performed shall be 
retained. This documentation shall contain:

,lufficient information to support the change(s) 
together with the appropriate analyses or evaluations 
justifying the change(s), and 

/. idetermination that the change(s) maintain the levels 
of radioactive effluent control required by 
10 CFR 20.1302i 40 CFR 190, 10 CFR 50.36a! and 
10 CFR 50, Appendix 1, andrnot adversely impact the i 
accuracy or reliability of effluent, dose, or setpoint 
calculations; -rF 

Shall become effective aft r 
site view fun ion the a val of the 
Gue nagv ,and M 'A) -0 ars F ý

do Shall be submitted to the NRC in the form of a complete, 
legible copy of the entire ODCM as a part of or concurrent 
with the Radioactive Effluent Release Report for the period 
of the report in which any change in the ODCM was made.  
Each change shall be identified by markings in the margin of 
the affected pages, clearly indicating the area of the page

(continued)

BWR/4 STS 
5.0-7 
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Programs and'Manuals 
5.5

5.5 Programs and Manuals

5.5P.d

/6,,B.DI ,• 5.5.2

Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM) (continued) 

that was changed, and shall indicate the date (i.e., month 
and year) the change was implemented.

Primary Coolant Sources Outside Containment

This program provides controls to minimize leakage from those 
portions of systems outside containment that could contain highly 
radioactive fluids during a serious transient or accident to (l-& 

Slevels as low as practicable. The systems include Mthe * 
ctt ss Core Sra ,High Pressure Coolant Inetin 

"a QW~ a orCore Isolation Cooli ,moe ~ coyo 
oo(A+,bo . process samp lngand Standby Gas Treatment The program shall 

include the following: 

a. Preventive maintenance and periodic visual inspection 
requirements; and

5.5.3 

ZC. , B0 13>

g. D.o3. bý 

1).3. D2c. > 

5.5.4

b. Integrated leak test requirements for each system at qo+ _ q 
. u ý=~-lJ•Cy ýJintervals~rl•) ifV•J 

Post Accident Samolinq L~o Pe oveyi?.'J L~f~fnP•+e4 sw÷fe /e•bK +es4a~1-h4ies.> 

This program provides controls that ensure the capability to r. ~ obtain and analyze reactor coolant, radioactiveq anf ) ,-ý t 
particulates in plant gaseous effluents and contanPm1 nt atmosphere , 
samples under accident conditions. The program shall include the _ 

following: 

a. Training of personnel; 

b. Procedures for sampling and analysis; and 

c. Provisions for maintenance of sampling and analysis 
equipment.  

Radioactive Effluent Controls Prooram 

This program conforms to 10 CFR 50.36a for the control of 
radioactive effluents and for maintaining the doses to members of 
the public from radioactive effluents as low as reasonably 

(continued)

Rev 1, 04/07/95
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c 'T.S > Programs and Manuals 
5.5

5.5 Programs and Manuals

/•.•D~q•5.5.4 Radioactive Effluent Controls Prooram (continued)

4(, g, DL1.CL

achievable. The program shall be contained in the ODCM, shall be 
Implemented by procedures, and shall include remedial actions to 
be taken-whenever the program limits are exceeded. The program 
shall include the following elements: 

a. Limitations on the functional capability of radioactfve 
liquid and gaseous monitbring instrumentation including 
surveillance tests and setpoint determination in accordance 
with the methodoloav in the ODCM:

0 b. Limitations on the concentrations of radioactive material 
it, slAt released in 1iquid effluents to unrestricted areas, 

CON C e6Jfra•iOJ conforming toAppendix B, Table 2, Column 

c. Monitoring, sampling, and analysis of radioactive liquid 
gaseous effluents in accordance with 10 CFR 20.1302 and w

and 
ith

te mnetnodology and parameters in tne uuOI; 

d. Limitations on the annual and quarterly doses or dose 
commitment to a member of the, public from radioactive 
materials in liquid effluents released from each unit to 
unrestricted areas, conforming to 10 CFR 50, Appendix I; 

e. Determination of cumulative and projected dose contributions 
from radioactive effluents for the current calendar quarter 
and current calendar year in accordance with the methodology 
and parameters in the ODCM at least every.3] days; 

f.. Limitations on the functional capability and use of the 
liquid and gaseous effluent treatment systems to ensure that 
appropriate portions of these systems are used to reduce 
releases of radioactivity when the projected doses in a 
period of 31 days would exceed 2% of the guidelines for the
annual dose or uose commitment, conToning to IU LrK OU, 258 Appendix 1; 

D. q.g. Limitations on the dose rate resulting from radioactive A"& 
material released in gaseous effluents4to areasXbeyond the 
site boundary) cpdfomi•v to thp/dose a~ociated y#fth) 

1! %CFRZ0, APlpindix X Tablee, ColuP6l 10• 

(continued) 
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ýinTs> Programs and Manuals 
5.5

5.5 Programs and Manuals

5.5.4 

S~. D. q. .A>

Radioactive Effluent Controls Prooram (continued) 

h. Limitations on the annual and quarterly air doses resulting 
from noble gases released in gaseous effluents from each 
unit to areas beyond the site boundary, conforming to 
10 CFR 50, Appendix 1; 

i. Limitations on the annual and quarterly doses to a member of 
the public from iodine-131, iodine-133, tritium, and all 
radionuclides in particulate form with half lives > 8 days 

. n ea n lle anllauee wa l ms e Ah F ran. a ft i, .r. 
4

+ + n , a m e ka• An.

7r Tr-25 the site boundary, conforming to 10 CFR 50, Appendix 1;• 

Suta.dA& j. Limitations on the annual dose or dose commitment to any 
;J1 , OcA q member of the public due to releases of radioactivity and to 

radiation from uranium fuel cycle sources, conforming to 
40 CFR 190(-;Naný 

Limitatio on venting an'purging of th ark 
(contain nt through theStandby Gas Tr ment System o 
kmainta* releases as ý6w as reasonabl achievable n BWR/4s 

with ark II contaipientsý.

5.5.5 

~OC M ,4_

Comoonent Cyclic or Transient Limit 

This program provides controls to track theJFSAR Section 
cyclic and transient occurrences to ensure that components are 
maintained within the design limits.

-c+/a__eemd Concrete Containment Tendon SurA/eillance Programa 

program provides controls for monit ing any tendonrn c u gradation in pre-stressed concrete c tainments, including 
c 

sed 
or 

t t 

r me a n 0 rn 
ens 

rjo 
c I 

effectiveness of its corrosion prote on medium, to ensure 
r 

do 
cl 

ros 

n p 0 f qu 

ure 
containment structural integrity. e program shall include 

ceptan 

ntro 

include 

The 
Tend 

n baseline measurements prior to i ial operations. The Tend n 
Surveillance Program, inspectio frequencies, and acceptan 

ccor h la p e 
g 

etn/rel 

en 

esra 

R I sl 

ef 

ro 
i 

T pr 

criteria shall be in accordan with [Regulatory Guide 1.  er 

I 
ct i 

evision 3, 1989].  

am s qu 
he provisions of SR 3.0 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the Tn I I grI Tendon Surveillance Pr ram inspection frequencies.

Cf

(continued) 
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Programs and Manuals 
5.5

5.5 Programs and Manuals (continued) 

Z11 , E> I Inservice Testing Program 

•••a• /•'his program prov tdes controls for inservtce testing oof ýASMEE CCoddee 

Class 1, 2, and 3 (commp~pepgncst~jluding appTi•'•ble spo .( 
pogr~li sh411 inglude Xhe tollowi• 

a. Testing frequencies specified in Section XI of the ASME-ý17t 

Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda Ire 

as follows:

ASME Boiler and Pressure 
Vessel Code and 
applicable Addenda 
terminology for 
inservice testing 
activities

Weekly 
Monthly 
Quarterly or every 

3 months 
Semiannually or 

every 6 months 
Every 9 months 
Yearly or annually 
Biennially or every 

2 years 

b. The provisions of SR 
required Frequencies 
activities;

Required Frequencies 
for performing inservice 
testina activities

.At least once per 7 days 
At least once per 31 days 

At least once per 12 days 

At least once per 184 days 
At least once per 376 days 
At least once per 366 days 

At least once per 731 days 

3.0.2 are applicable to the above 
for performing inservice testing

c. The provisions of SR 3.0.3 are applicable to inservice 
testing activities; and 

d. Nothing in the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code shall be 
construed to supersede the requirements of any TS.  

Ventilation Filter Testing Program (VFTP)

testing of Engineered Safety Feature (ESF) filter ventilation 

22BuWR/ ESTS7 5.0-11, R ~o yGi 5 eviin 2, 04/07/9

$ 

z'� t�2> 

o�

I, �> r5 .
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72 INSERT 5.5.7 

Tests described in Specification 5.5.7.a and 5.5.7.b shall be performed once 

per 24 months; after each complete or partial replacement of the HEPA filter 

bank or charcoal adsorber bank; after any structural maintenance on the HEPA 

filter bank or charcoal adsorber bank housing; and, following-significant 

painting, fire, or chemical release in any ventilation zone communicating with 

the subsystem while it is in operation.  

Tests described in Specification 5.5.7.c shall be performed once per 24 

months; after 720 hours of adsorber operation; after any structural 

maintenance on the charcoal adsorber bank housing; and, following significant 

painting, fire, or chemical release in any ventilation zone communicating with 

the subsystem while it is in operation.  

Tests described in Specification 5.5.7.d and 5.5.7.e shall be performed once 

per 24 months.

Insert Page 5.0-11



Programs and Manuals 
5.5

5.5 Programs and Manuals 

5.54 Ventilation Filter Testina Program (VFTPI (continued)

q-,,P. Z. a Demonstrate for each of the ESF systems that an inplace test 
,. of the HEPA filters shows a penetration and system bypass 

&•,.PS-ASPeciP,'ej L&OlWo - . when tested in accordance with @Regulatory 2 
Guide 1.52, Revision 2, and•jiEL•N510-198FJat the system 
floiwrate specified below 

/ 4..1 0 r',_ , _ r-T-1 I .

;te. Fowrate

b. Demonstrate for each of the ESF systems that an inplace test 
, Iof the charcoal adsorber shows a penetration and system 

bypass ¶ when tested in accordance with TRegulatory _ _ 
.7. ,Guide R.52, Revision 2, and Q--TINSIO-1980 at the system 

P.,. &." flowrate specified below gf-• 1_@ 

CA3 -ESF Vent' ation Sysytem,, owra e 

(TASEP-T £7. b 

>L
4,v,7. .Z.L> c. Demonstrate for each of the ESF systems that a laboratory 

test of a saple of the charcoal adsorber, when obtained as-
described in Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 21, shows the 
methyl iodide penetration less than the value specified 
below when tested in accordance with•]ASTM D3803-1989M at a 
temperature of 6 I30*@ and Ee1r thanr equa to 
relative humidity specified below-(ý _Lj 

f, SF ent! tion System ene ration RH 

)S 7~ 1 I I f

(continued)

Rev 1, 04/07/95
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F-W Insert 5.5.7.a

ESF Ventilation System 

Standby Gas Treatment 
(SGT) System 

Control Room Emergency 
Ventilation (CREV) 
System

Penetration

< 1.0% 

< 0.05%

Fl owrate

> 3600 cfm and 
< 4400 cfm 

> 1800 scfm and 
< 2200 scfm

Insert 5.5.7.b

ESF Ventilation System 

Standby Gas Treatment 
(SGT) System 

Control Room Emergency 
Ventilation (CREV) 
System

Penetration

< 1.0% 

< 0.05%

Flowrate

> 3600 cfm and 
< 4400 cfm 

> 1800 scfm and 
< 2200 scfm

Wý] Insert 5.5.7.c

ESF Ventilation System 

Standby Gas Treatment 
(SGT) System 

Control Room Emergency 
Ventilation (CREV) 
System

Penetration

2.5% 

0.5%

Insert Page 5.0-12
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Programs and Manuals 5.5

5.5 Programs and Manuals 

5.5z Ventilation Filter Testino Program (VFTPI (continued)

Demonstrate for each of the ESF systems that the 
drop across the combined HEPA filters, r 
the charcoal adsorbers is less than the value sE 
below when tested accor an . w equ ator 

islon 2 an N510-1891 at the system flc

41- - - -- --- -- U---- -- --.-- I--. -=/ e. Demonstrate that the heaters for each of the ESF system 
dissipate the value specified below F when tested in 
accordance with R.SME N510-1989W: [A7 

FVsIAT; (IESF Yen p~ion System ,f Watta~2

Explosive Gas and Storaoe Tank Radioactivity Monitorino Prooram

ZIS/ ýýB.J_--This pro ram provides con rols for potentially explosive gas - r 
mixtures contained in the- ýs Gas S System , [the uantit - Z 
cortanioactnvity con utoine r i qi storage tank sor fed to the/ bffgas treatment s•j~fe and the quantity of radioactivity 
contained in unprotected outdoor liquid storage tanks%. d• -=-ýI

(continued)

Revi er's Note: Allowable enetration - [100% - ethyl iodide 
ef ciency for charcoal c dted in staff safet evaluation]/ 

afety factor).  

Safety factor - [5 or systems with heat s.  
- for systems without eaters. --

12

, CT5ý>
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f2- Insert 5.5.7.d

ESF Ventilation System 

Standby Gas Treatment 
(SGT) System 

Control Room Emergency 
Ventilation (CREV) 
System

Delta P

< 6 inches 
water guage 

< 6 inches 
water guage

Flowrate

> 3600 cfm and 
< 4400 cfm 

> 1800 scfm and 
< 2200 scfm

w2
ESF Ventilation System

Standby Gas Treatment 
(SGT) System 

Control Room Emergency 
Ventilation (CREV) 
System

Insert 5.5.7.e

Wattage

> 27 kW and 
< 33 kW 

> 10.8 kW and 
< 13.2 kW

Insert Page 5.0-13



iC.TS> Programs and Manuals 
5.5 

5.5 Programs and Manuals 

5.5.V - Explosive Gas and Storaoe Tank Radioactivity Monitoring Program 

(continued) 

/gaseous ra activity quantities shg1 be detemined t lowing th ___ 
methodol y in [Branch Technical P sition (BTP) ETSB 1-5, 
Post •ted Radioactive Release e to Waste Gas Sy em Leak or/ r 

FFail eu]. The liquid radwaste quantities-shall b determined n 
ac rdance with [Standard Rev Plan, Section 1 .7.3. "Postul ted 

diotiioactive Release due to T k Failures"] 

The program shall include: 

a. The limits for concentrations of hydrogen oEg. in 
the I ss_•Gas Systemý and a surveiflance program 
ensure the limits are maintained. Such limits shall be K g. H > appropriate to the system's design criteria (i.e., whether 
or not the system is designed to withstand a hydrogen 
explosion);A 

(b. A surveill ce program to -ensuretat the quant 11 0 of 
radioac ity contained in [eac gas storage ta and fe 
into e offgas treatment sys•m] is less tha the amoun 
tha ould result in a whol body exposure a o : 0.5 re to 
a individual in an unre ricted area, in e event ran c controlled release of e tanks' conten nt 

A surveillance program to ensure that the quantity of 
radioactivity contained in all outdoor liquid radwaste tanks 
that are not surrounded by liners, dikes, or walls, capable 

i/of holding the tanks' contents and that do not have tank 
over ow and surrounding area drains connected to the 
Liquid .at System)tis less than the amounUd 

that would result in concentrations\less than the limits of 
10 CFR 20, Appendix B, Table 2, Column 2, at the nearest 

* potable water supply and the nearest surface water supply in 
an unrestricted area, in the event of an uncontrolled 
release of the tanks' contents.  

The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the 
Explosive Gas and Storage Tank Radioactivity Monitoring Program 

/j.__ ._• urveillanceifrequencies.  

.0. 7 c u r ies ;v k~ * -6 ~ .0 a u 0- h ;J coi u f e d 

(continued)
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Programs and Manuals 
5.5

5.5 Programs and Manuals (continued)

'a2 
&'I. A.r.b>

'Diesel Fuel Oil Testing Prooram shall,,,,,1 A *A& ID 

diesel fuel oil testing program 0 ime required testin of 
both new fuel oil and stored fuel oil y_ The 
program shall include sampling and testing requirements, and 
acceptance criteria, all in accordance with applicable ASTM 
Standards. The purpose, of the program is. to, establish the 
following: 

a. Acceptability of new fuel oil for use prior to addition to 
storage tanks by determining that the fuel oil has: 

1. an API gravity or an absolute specific gravity within 
limits, 

2. a flash point and kinematic.viscosity Within limits

SD 
el. pr , and ,- . , , , 

3. a clear and bright appearance with proper colorl

>,/ c b. Mher Properties for AeIN 20 f el oil a w i• i-iF| 
)Aithin 31 days following Iaia g additionoto storage 

•_T___-________. tank - and _,.________________; 
5..qL,0Ile sf&"age -------- mg/C ~t q4•,ot.Q.C• . c. Total particulate concentration of the fuel oillis • 10 •mIf- t•i'•P•/(4 

> when tested every 31 days in accordance with A•22i 

4.0 > r *The- v uil'auO'Os O4P •C3.0.2-av A•'Z3.0O3areambiVI 

~I~~E~II L Ie OiesA Fudt). I Tc-slip~rri f +A qus i .  
zPoc M.,2_> 5.5.0 Technical Specifications (TS) Bases Control Program 

This program provides a means for processing changes to the Bases 
of these Technical Specifications.  

a. Changes to the Bases of the TS shall be made under 
appropriate administrative controls and reviews.  

b. Licensees may make changes to Bases without prior NRC 
approval provided the changes do not involve either of the 

,following: 
LIL 1. f change in the TS incporated in the license; or 

2. change to the - SAR or Bases that involves an 
"unreviewed safety question as defined in 10 CFR 50.59.  

(continued)

Rev 1, 04/07/95
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INSERT 5.5.9.b

verify that the properties of the new fuel oil, other than those addressed in 
a., above, are within limits(for ASTM/2D fUel il1.

Insert Page 5.0-15



Zicr-s Programs and Manuals 

5.5 

5.5 Programs and Manuals 

, 5 .f.Z Technical Soecificatlons (TS) Bases Control Prooram (continued) 

c. The Bases Control Program shall contain provisions to ensure 
that the Bases-are maintained consistent with thetFSAR. gT\fJ 

4---,ýd / r-- dseddchanges that meet the.crtteriof Specification •-• 
' - -above shall be reviewed and approved by the NRC 

fU'k' . o.540 ~prior to implementation. Changes to the Bases implemented" without prior NRC approval shall be provided to the NRC on a 
frequency consistent with 10 CFR 50.71(e).  

•oC. MS.>5.5. Safetv Function Determination Prooram (SFDP) 

This program ensures loss of safety function is detected and 
appropriate actions taken. Upon entry into LCO 3.0.6, an 
evaluation shall be made to determine if loss of safety function 
exists. Additionally, other appropriate limitations and remedial 
or compensatory actions may be identified to be taken as a result 
of the support system inoperability and corresponding exception to 
entering supported system Condition and Required Actions. This 
program implements the requirements of LCO 3.0.6. Xhe SFDP sha (rontain the folowing/ 

( Provisions for cross division checks to ensure a loss of the 
capability to perform the safety function assumed in the 
accident analysis does not go undetected; 

S Provisions for ensuring the plant is maintained in a safe 
condition if a loss of function condition exists; 

S • Provisions to ensure that an inoperable supported system's F3 Completion Time is not inappropriately extended as a result 
of multiple support system inoperabilities; and 

- Other appropriate limitations and remedial or compensatory 
actions.  

A loss of safety function exists when, assuming no concurrent 
s,'glef-ailure,ya safety function assumed in the accident analysis cannot Be performed. For the purpose of this program, a loss of 
safety function may exist when a support system is inoperable, 
and: 

SA required system redundant to system(s) supported by the 
inoperable support system is also inoperable; or 

a" M.5; S 0. /.6" a- rid .(continued)
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Programs and Manuals 
5.5 

5.5 Programs and Manuals 

<o1 M.Z> 53.0 -Safety Function Determination Prooram (SFDP) (continued) 

-3 - A required system redundant to system(s) in turn supported 
by the inoperable supported system is also inoperable; or 

A required system redundant to. support system(s) for the 
suppo e s s ems and oe Is also inoperable.  

The SFDP identifies where a loss of safety function exists. If a 
loss of safety function is determined to exist by this program, 
the appropriate Conditions and Required Actions of the LCO in 
which the loss of safety function exists are required to be entered.A 

A" lo sa-aI .*.cA~s autsd b-Y 44a. ~.b/ a&£~a 
a t ~pO?~rS cd~oa~ 2&d2gu~44Adj,~
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-I INSERT 5.5.12 

Primary Containment Leakage Rate Testing Program

ýjc. 2 . V. sŽ a. This program shall establish the leakage testing of the 
primary containment as required by 10 CFR 50.54(o) and 
10 CFR 50, Appendix J, Option B, as modified by approved 
exemption. This program shall be in accordance with the 
guidelines contained in Regulatory Guide 1.163, 
"Performance-Based Containment Leak-Testing Program," dated 
September 1995.  

b. The peak calculated primary containment internal pressure 
for the design basis loss of coolant. accident, P., is 

48 psig.  

c. The maximum allowable primary containment leakage rate, La, 
at Pa., is 1.6% of primary containment air weight per day.  

d. Leakage rate acceptance criteria are:

1. Primary containment overall leakage rate acceptance 
criterion is < 1.0 La. During the first unit startup 
following testing in accordance with this program, the 
leakage rate acceptance criteria are < 0.60 La for the 
combined Type B and Type C tests, and < 0.75 La for 
Type A tests.  

2. Air lock testing acceptance criteria is the overall 
air lock leakage rate is < 0.05 La when tested at 
> Pa.  

The provisions of SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the Primary 
Containment Leakage Rate Testing Program.

Insert Page 5.0-17
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS FROM NUREG-1433, REVISION 1 
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS 

1. Typographical/grammatical error corrected.  

2. The brackets have been removed and the proper plant specific information has been 
provided.  

3. This Specification has been renumbered to be consistent with the ITS format and for 
clarity.  

4. The Surveillance Frequency has been extended to 24 months to be consistent with the 
proposed "refueling cycle interval" Surveillance Frequency in the Dresden 2 and 3 ITS 
LCO Sections. The normal "refueling cycle intervals" (i.e., 18 months) have been 
extended to 24 months in the Dresden 2 and 3 ITS, thus this requirement, which is 
essentially a Surveillance Requirement, has also been extended. In addition, since 
normal Surveillance Requirements in the LCO Sections allow a 25 % extension of the 
Frequency per proposed SR 3.0.2 (CTS 4.0.B), this allowance has also been added for 
this Surveillance Requirement (since SR 3.0.2 only applies to the LCO Sections (i.e., 
LCO Sections 3.1 through 3.10). Also, the term "or less" is unnecessary and has been 
deleted for consistency.  

5. The term "radioactive gases" has been changed to "radioactive iodines" consistent with 
current licensing basis.  

6. This change has been made to comply with the new 10 CFR 20 requirements or have 
been added for clarity. In addition, these requirements in ITS 5.5.4 at one time were 
located in individual Specifications in the CTS. Thus, CTS 4.0.B (ITS SR 3.0.2) and 
CTS 4.0.C (ITS SR 3.0.3) applied to the CTS surveillance frequencies. To maintain 
this, an allowance that SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the surveillance 
frequencies has been added to ITS 5.5.4. This change is consistent with TSTF-258, 
Rev. 4, except that in the Dresden 2 and 3 submittal, the words are "surveillance 
frequencies" in lieu of "surveillance frequency" since the surveillance tests required by 
ITS 5.5.4 are not all performed at the same frequency.  

7. This requirement has been deleted since Dresden 2 and 3 have Mark I containments.  
This change is consistent with current licensing basis.  

8. The proper plant specific information/nomenclature has been provided.  

9. This bracketed requirement has been deleted because it is not applicable to Dresden 2 
and 3 (Dresden 2 and 3 do not have prestressed concrete containments). The following 
Specifications were also renumbered to reflect the deletion.  

10. The words of the Ventilation Filter Testing Program and the Diesel Fuel Oil Testing 
Program have been modified to be consistent with the purpose statements of the other 
programs in this Section. The current words require a program to be established.  
These current words imply that a program does not exist and this statement is directing

Dresden 2 and 3 1



JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS FROM NUREG-1433, REVISION 1 
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS 

10. (continued) 

the utility to establish the program. However, when ITS is implemented, a program 
will already have been established. The purpose statement needs to say that the 
applicable program establishes certain requirements (e.g., testing of ESF filter 
ventilation systems). The other ITS programs (e.g., IST Program, Specification 5.5.6) 
provide the proper words, assuming that the program is already established. Therefore, 
these changes are bringing the VFTP and the Diesel Fuel Oil Testing Program in line 
with the words of the other programs.  

11. Editorial change for enhanced clarity.  

12. The bracketed "Reviewer's Note" in ISTS 5.5.8 has been deleted. This information is 
for the NRC reviewer to be keyed in to what is needed to meet this requirement. This 
is not meant to be retained in the final version of the plant specific submittal.  

13. ISTS 5.5.8.d demonstrates that the pressure drop across the HEPA filters and charcoal 
adsorbers is less than the specified pressure drop when tested at the specified system 
flow rate. The referenced methods for performing the test, Regulatory Guide 1.52 and 
ASME N510-1989 do not provide the methods for performing this test. As a result, 
these test method references have been deleted in ITS 5.5.7.d. In addition, the 
requirement in ISTS 5.5.8.d to test across the prefilter has been deleted and the words 
", corrected for voltage variations at the 480 V bus," have been added to ISTS 5.5.8.e 
to be consistent with the current licensing basis.  

14. The provisions in ISTS 5.5.9 for Waste Gas Systems are for PWRs and not applicable 
to Dresden 2 and 3. Quantities of radioactivity contained in all outdoor liquid radwaste 
tanks meeting the conditions of ITS 5.5.8 are determined in accordance with the 
specified Surveillance Program (ITS 5.5.8.b). Therefore, the sentence in the 
introductory paragraph is not necessary to specify a method to determine liquid 
radwaste quantities.  

15. The requirement to limit oxygen in the Off-gas System has been deleted consistent with 
current licensing basis.  

16. The provisions in ISTS 5.5.9.b are only for the PWRs and are not applicable for 
Dresden 2 and 3. Due to this deletion, the following Specification has been 
renumbered.  

17. The limit for the quantity of radioactivity in unprotected outdoor liquid storage tanks 
has been changed to be consistent with the current licensing basis limit.

Dresden 2 and 3 2



JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS FROM NUREG-1433, REVISION 1 
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS 

18. The following changes have been made to ISTS 5.5.10: 

a. An allowance to perform a water and sediment test instead of the clear and 
bright test has been provided.  

b. The type of fuel oil, Type 2D, has been deleted consistent with current licensing 
basis.  

c. The words in ISTS 5.5. 10.c "ASTM D-2276 Method A-2 or A-3" have been 
changed to "the applicable ASTM Standard" in ITS 5.5-.9.c to be, consistent with 
current licensing basis.  

19. These words have been added for clarity.  

20. The Primary Containment Leakage Rate Testing Program has been added to be 
consistent with the current licensing basis and TSTF-52.  

21. The Inservice Testing (IST) Program has been modified to state that the IST Program 
provides control for ASME Code Class 1, 2, and 3 "pumps and valves," in place of the 
current "components." 10 CFR 50.55a(f) provides the regulatory requirements for an 
IST Program. It specifies that ASME Code Class 1, 2, and 3 pumps and valves are the 
only components covered by an IST Program. 10 CFR 50.55a(g) provides regulatory 
requirements for an Inservice Inspection (ISI) Program. It specifies that ASME Code 
Class 1, 2, and 3 components are covered by the ISI Program, and that pumps and 
valves are covered by the IST Program in 10 CFR 50.55a(f). The ISTS does not 
include ISI Program requirements as these requirements have been relocated to a plant 
specific document. Therefore, the components the IST Program applies to (i.e., pumps 
and valves) have been added for clarity. In addition, the statement "The program shall 
include the following:" has been deleted since not all the statements that follow are 
really part of the program requirements.  

22. The current licensing basis Surveillance Frequencies have been provided. In addition, 
for clarity, the ISTS discussion concerning the provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 
have been moved from the end of this Specification to just after the discussion of the 
Frequencies, since it applies only to the Frequencies.  

23. An additional testing frequency of 48 months has been added to the Inservice Testing 
Program requirements in ITS 5.5.6 consistent with the ASME Boiler and Pressure 
Vessel Code. The 48 month frequency is the frequency recommended for Class 2 and 3 
pressure relief devices.

Dresden 2 and 3 3



Reoortina Reouirements

S/CT.5>. 5.6 

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

r,• > 5.6 Reporting Requirements 

The following reports shall be submitted in accordance with 10 CFR 50.4.  

5.6.1 Occupational Radiation Exposure Renort 

-- NOTE 
A single submittal may be made for a multiple unit station. The 

DI submittal should combine sections common to all units at the 
station.  

(A tabulation on an annua basis of the number of station, utility •_ ,7
and other personnel (i uding contractors) receiv/ng exposures 

S> 100 mrem/yr and the' associated-man rem expos s according Ao L e.' 
work and job functi s (e.g., reactor operation and.surveill nceV 
inservice inspecti , routine maintenance, sp ial maintena e 
[describe mainte nce], waste processing, an refueling). his \ 

Itabulation supp ements the requirements of 0 CFR 20.220 . The 
dose assignme .s to various duty function may be estim ed based 
"on pocket do imeter, thermoluminescent simeter (TLD , or film 
badge measuirements. Small exposures t alling < 20% f the 
individu4l total dose need not be ac unted for. the 
aggrega/te, at least 80% of the tota whole body d e received from 
external sources should be assign to specific ajor work 
func~tions. The report shall Webitted by Apil• 30 of each 
year. [The initial report shal/bsbitdb~ rl3 fte 

Iye .ar following initial criticality.] 

,1, 4,> 5.6.2 Annual Radiological Environmental Operatino Report 

------------------ ---- NOTE-- -- ------ -----
A single submittal may be made for a multiple unit station. The 
submittal should combine sections common to all units at the 
station.  

The Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report covering 
the operation of the unit during the previous calendar year shall 
be submitted by May 15 of each year. The report shall include 
summaries, interpretations, and analyses of trends of the results 
of the Radiological Environmental Monitoring Program for the 
reporting period. The material provided shall be consistent with 
the objectives outlined in the Offsite'Dose Calculation Manual 

(continued)
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17-S7-,c-/ INSERT 5.6.1 

A tabulation on an annual basis of the number of station, utility, and other 
personnel (including contractors), for whom monitoring was performed, 
receiving an annual deep dose equivalent > 100 mrems and the associated/ • knz 

collective deep dose equivalent (reported in rn-rem) according to work and 
job functions (e.g., reactor operations and surveillance, inservice 
inspection, routine maintenance, special maintenance describe maintenance ý 
waste processing, and refueling). This tabulation supplements the 
requirements of 10 CFR 20.2206. The dose assignments to various duty 
functions may be estimated based on pocket ionization chamber, 
thermoluminescence dosimeter (TLD), electronic dosimetero(•O ilm ba 
measurements. Small exposures totaling < 20 •ye-Cti'-rof the individual total 
dose need not be accounted for. In the aggregate, at least 80- erF of the 
total deep dose equivalent received from external sources should be assigned 
to specific major work functions. The report covering the previous calendar 
year shall be submitted by April 30 of each year. The nitial/report shall e •3 
submItted by April/30 of the/year fo lowing i itial c ticali

Insert Page 5.0-18



Reporting Requirements 5.6

5.6 Reporting Requirements

5.6.2 Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report (continued) 

(ODCM), and in 10 CFR 50, Appendix I, Sections IV.B.2, IV.B.3, 
and IV.C;

Radi ogical Environmental Opepating Report shae 

reults of analyses of all r diological envirol 
all environmental radiation measurements tal 

od pursuant to the loct ions specified in tI 

the ODCH, as well as Ommarized and tabula 
these analyses and measurments [in the form 

he Radiological Assessmen Branch Technical P "s 
November 1979]. ._ "0 iT e l i enIf th 

it reese -ocate/ dos imeter in re at ont

libIe for-inclusion with 
itted noting and explai 

ilts. The missing data t 
)rt as soon as possiblta t

T-S TP- IY5 c L c P f

5.6.3 

Pi(O? to IMayI 

cA 'eo4 >e, 4

Ii-

Radioactive Effluent Release Repdrt 
-...---- NOTE-------------------

A single submittal may be made for a multiple unit station. The 

submittal should combine sections common to all units at the 

station; however, for units with separate radwaste systems, the 

submittal shall specify the releases of radioactive material from 
each unit.  

The Radioactive Effluent Release Report covering the operation of 
the unit shallbe submitteadHn accordance with 10 CFR 50.36a. The 

report shall include a summary of the quantities of radioactive 

liquid and gaseous effluents and solid waste released from the 

unit. The material provided shall be consistent with the 

objectives outlined in the ODCM and Process Control Program and in 

conformance with 10CFR 50.36a and/0 CFR 50, Appendix I, Section 
IV.B.I.

S5.6.4 Monthly Operatino Reports 

7S-rF- 25 58 Routine reports of operating statistics and shutdown experienc i 

SLincluding documentation of all challenges to the safetye ef'Mo 

,) (continued)
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Reporting Requirements 
5.6

5.6 Reporting Requirements 

5.6.4 Monthly-ODeratina.Renorts (continued) 

Srvalves.2 shall be submitted on a monthly basis no later than the 
7-sT -2SE 15th of-each month following the calendar month covered by the 

,2 5.6.5 ̂4 report.  

A ,> 5.6.5 CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT MCOMR

Z6 . t, OL>

a. Core operating limits shall be established prior to each 
reload cycle, or prior to any remaining portion of a reload 
cycle, -and shall be documented in the COLR for the 
fol~lowing: ACH L 

E,710i individual pecificatio' that address co7ioperatingi/' 

ts must r;referencedre.  

b. The analytical methods used-to determine the core operating 
limits shall be those. previously reviewed and approved by 
the NRC, specifically those described in the f lowing 
docutfients: Z.je '+ f .C 0 L 

Ident y the Topical Report(s) by/vumer, title, date, and 

NRC taff approval document, or dentify the staff Safety 
luation Report for a plant pecific methodology by NRC 

retter and date.  

c. The core operating limits shall be determined such that all 
applicable limits (e.g., fuel thermal mechanical limits, 
core thermal hydraulic limits, Emergency Core Cooling 
Systems (ECCS) limits, nuclear limits such as SDM, transient 
analysis limits, and accident analysis limits) of the safety 
analysis are met.

d. The COLR, including any midcycle revisions or supplements, 
'shall be provided upon issuance for each reload cycle to the 
NRC.  

5.6.ý/ actor olant SyTtej (RCSI PRESSURE AND THPSRATURE LIMIT 1
PORT LR) 

a. RCS pres re and temp ature limit for heatup, c down, 
low te erature ope tion, criti lly, and hyd tatic 
test g as well a heatup and oldown rates s all be 
es lished and ocumented in/he PTLR for t following

(c tinued)

k_ s >
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Wl INSERT 5.6.5.a 

1. The APLHGR for Specification 3.2.1.  

2. The MCPR for Specification 3.2.2.  

3. The LHGR for Specification 3.2.3.  

4. The LHGR and transient linear heat generation rate limit for 

Specification 3.2.4.  

5. Control Rod Block Instrumentation Setpoint for the Rod Block 

Monitor-Upscale Function Allowable Value for Specification 3.3.2.1.  

W1 INSERT 5.6.5.b 

1. ANF-1125(P)(A), "'Critical Power Correlation - ANFB." 

2. ANF-524(P)(A), "ANF Critical Power Methodology for Boiling Water 

Reactors." 

3. XN-NF-79-71(P)(A), "Exxon Nuclear Plant Transient Methodology for 

Boiling Water Reactors." 

4. XN-NF-80-19(P)(A), "Exxon Nuclear Methodology for Boiling Water 

Reactors." 

5. XN-NF-85-67(P)(A), "Generic Mechanical Design for Exxon Nuclear Jet Pump 

Boiling Water Reactors Reload Fuel." 

6. ANF-913(P)(A), "CONTRANSA2: A Computer Program for Boiling Water Reactor 

Transient Analysis." 

7. XN-NF-82-06(P)(A), Qualification of Exxon Nuclear Fuel for Extended 

Burnup Supplement 1 Extended Burnup Qualification of ENC 9x9 BWR Fuel, 

Supplement 1. Revision 2, Advanced Nuclear Fuels Corporation, May 1988.  

8. ANF-89-14(P)(A), Advanced Nuclear Fuels Corporation Generic Mechanical 

Design for Advance Nuclear Fuels Corporation 9x9-IX and 9x9-9X BWR 

Reload Fuel, Revision 1 and Supplements 1 and 2, Advanced Nuclear Fuels 

Corporation, October 1991.  

9. ANF-89-98(P)(A), Generic Mechanical Design Criteria for BWR Fuel 

Designs, Revision 1 and Revision 1 Supplement 1, Advanced Nuclear Fuels 

Corporation, May 1995.  

10. ANF-91-048(P)(A), Advanced Nuclear Fuels Corporation Methodology for 

Boiling Water Reactors EXEM BWR Evaluation Model, Advanced Nuclear Fuels 

Corporation, January 1993.  

11. Commonwealth Edison Company Topical Report NFSR-0091, "Benchmark of 

CASMO/MICROBURN BWR Nuclear Design Methods." and associated Supplements 

on Neutronics Licensing Analyses (Supplement 1) and La Salle County 

Unit 2 Benchmarking (Supplement 2).
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U3 INSERT 5.6.5.b (continued) 

12. ANF-1125(P)(A), ANFB Critical Power Correlation Determination of 
ATRIUM-9B Additive Constant Uncertainties, Supplement 1, Appendix E, 
Siemens Power Corporation, September 1998.  

13. EMF-85-74(P), RODEX2A (BWR) Fuel Rod Thermal Mechanical Evaluation 
Model, Supplement 1 (P)(A) and Supplement 2 (P)(A), Siemens Power 
Corporation, February 1998.
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Reporting Requirements 
5.6

5.6 Reporting Requirements

•5.6.6 Reeactor Coolant System'/(R*S) PRESSURE AND TEMPERUR hY REPORT (PTLR) (conti ued) 

[The individua -specifications that address RCS pressure and 
temperature I its must be referenced here. ]/ 

b. The analyti 1 methods used to determine the CS pressure 
and-tempera ure limits shall be those previ utly:reviewed 
and approved by the NRC, specifically thos described in the 
"following ocuments. [Identify the NRC s ff approval 
document y date.] 

c. The PTL shall be provided to the NRC u on issuance for each 
reacto vessel fluence period and for ny revision or 
suppl ment thereto.  

/ Reviewer Notes: The methodology for t e calculation of the P-T 
limits f r NRC approval should include e following provisions: 

1. T e methodology shall describe hi the neutron fluence is 
alculated (reference new Regul ory Guide when issued).  

2. The Reactor Vessel Material S veillance Program shall 
comply with Appendix H to 10 FR 50. The reactor vessel 
material irradiation surveil ance specimen removal schedu e 
shall be provided, along wi h how the specimen examinati ps 
shall be used to update t PTLR curves. / 

3. Low Temperature Overpres ure Protection (LTOP) System Aift 
setting limits for the Power Operated Relief Valves IPORVs), 
developed using NRC-aP roved methodologies may be i luded 
in the PTLR.  

4. The adjusted reference temperature (ART) for eacc reactor 
beltline material "all be calculated, accounti n for 

-radiation eritt)*ment, in accordance with Re tlatory Guide 
1.99, Revision 2/ 

5. The limiting ART shall be incorporated into the calculation 
of the pressurk and temperature limit curv in accordance 

1with NUREG-O0 Standard Review Plant 5.3 , Pressure
Temperature Limits.  

[6. The minimu. temperature requirements of Appendix G to 10 CFR 
Part 50 s all be incorporated into th /pressure and 

temperat re limit curves. 7
continued
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Reporting Requirements 
5.6

5.6 Reporting Requirements

5.6 Reacto•r Co4olant System (RCS) PRESSURE/AND TEMPERT E LMIIJ 7 (continued) // _ 

"7 L censees who have removed t• or more capsules sh uld / 

)ompare for.each surveillanc material the measurd increase/ 
/in efernce empeatur (R/roT)to te p Udce/nces • 

in r efTwerenet mea ue W) o the predtlctedincrease in ~ •i tsd o ,te 

RT T where) the preic teseshud pr ovide a R u ppl s em -en v-t he 

. ehooPTRt dmnsrteg. / (ow Ih feut fette prvJ

EDG Failures Re t 

If in ndi dual emergency diesel gene tor (EDG) experiences four 
or more 1 Kid failures in the last 2 demands, these failures an 
any no alid failures experienced that EDG in that time peri 
shal be reported within 30 days Reports on EDG failures sh • 
i ude the information reco ded in Regulatory Guide 1.9 
evision 3, Regulatory Positi n C.5, or existing Regulator 

Guide 1.108 reporting rea ement. /

E -71 2. F- 1>

(QPAW4.eort If,~4c i~ 

When a report is required by Condition B or iof LCO 3.3.;3.1 
"Post Accident Monitoring (PAN) Instrumentation, a repor shall 
be submitted within the following 14 days. The report shall 
outline the preplanned alternate method of monitoring, the cause 
of the inoperability, and the plans and schedule for restoring the 
instrumentation channels of the Function to OPERABLE status.

Revie 's Note: These reports may be equired covering 
ins ction, test, and maintenance ac vities. These repc 

I d / sermined on an individual basis r each unit and theij 
reparation and submittal are de gnated in the Techni il 
5 ecifications. /

Rev 1, 04/07/95
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS FROM NUREG-1433, REVISION 1 
ITS: 5.6 - REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 

I1. The brackets have been removed and the proper plant-specific information has been 
provided.  

2. Certain changes to ISTS 5.6.1 per TSTF- 152 have not been incorporated in ITS 5.6.1.  
The symbol "%" is used in lieu of "percent" for consistency with other specifications.  
The term "man-rem" has been retained since "person-rem" is not the unit defined in 
the regulations or guides. The term "film badge" has not been used since film badges 
are not used at Dresden 2 and 3 to comply with this requirement.  

3. The initial report requirement for ISTS 5.6.1 is being deleted since this initial report 
has been submitted on a one-time basis.  

4. ISTS 5.6.2 was revised to delete specific details of the annual radiological 
environmental operating report. This change is in accordance with changes approved in 
an SER dated April 2, 1996.  

5. ISTS 5.6.3 (Radioactive Effluent Release Report) is revised by TSTF-152. Certain 
changes of TSTF-152 are not incorporated in ITS 5.6.3 for the following reasons: 

a. The Note allowing a single submittal to be made for a multiple unit station is 
revised by TSTF-152 to state that the submittal "shall" combine sections 
common to all units of the station. This change is inconsistent with similar 
Notes that are provided in ISTS 5.6.1 and 5.6.2. In addition, the NRC guidance 
provided in the proposed Generic Letter on Technical Specification changes for 
10 CFR 20 implementation (referenced as the justification for these changes in 
TSTF-152) did not include this change.  

b. TSTF-152 revises the first sentence of ISTS 5.6.3 to state that the Radioactive 
Effluent Release Report covering operation of the unit "during the previous 
year" shall be submitted "prior to May 1 of each year" in accordance with 
10 CFR 50.36a. The first portion of this change is duplicative of the 
requirements in 10 CFR 50.36a and is therefore not required to be in the 
Technical Specifications. 10 CFR 50.36a states that the report must be 
submitted within one year of the previous report. Since Technical Specifications 
cannot supersede the requirements of 10 CFR 50, implementation of this change 
would require NRC approval of an exemption request in accordance with 10 
CFR 50.12. This is considered to be outside the scope of the ITS conversion.  

c. TSTF-152 revises the last sentence of ISTS 5.6.3 to state "10 CFR Part 50," in 
lieu of "10 CFR 50". This change is inconsistent with similar words in ISTS 
5.6.2, as well as other places in the ISTS (notably the Bases). Therefore, the 
ITS leaves the words "10 CFR 50."

Dresden 2 and 3 1



JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS FROM NUREG-1433, REVISION 1 
ITS: 5.6 - REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 

6. Typographical/grammatical error corrected.  

7. The utilization of a Pressure and Temperature Limits Report (PTLR) requires the 
development and NRC approval of detailed methodologies for future revisions to P/T 
limits. At this time, CornEd does not have the necessary methodologies submitted to 
the NRC for review and approval. Therefore, the proposed presentation removes 
references to the PTLR and proposes that the specific limits and curves be included in 
the P/T limits Specification (ITS 3.4.9).  

8. ISTS 5.6.7 has been deleted in accordance with the guidance of Generic Letter 94-01.  
Dresden 2 and 3 have implemented a maintenance program for monitoring and 
maintaining diesel generator performance in accordance with the provisions of the 
maintenance rule and consistent with the guidance of Regulatory Guide 1.160. This 
change is also consistent with TSTF-37. In addition, the following Specification was 
renumbered to reflect this deletion.  

9. The acronym "PAM" has been defined, consistent with the format of the ITS, since it 
is the first use of this term in this Specification. The term "Instrumentation" has also 
been added for clarity. Also, the proper Condition has been referenced.  

10. This bracketed "Reviewer's Note" has been deleted. This information is for the NRC 
reviewer to understand exactly what is needed to meet this requirement. This is not 
meant to be retained in the final version of the plant specific submittal.  

11. ISTS 5.6.3 has been revised to identify the required submittal date, "prior to May 1 of 
each year," for the Radioactive Effluent Release Report. This change is consistent with 
the NRC approved ITS requirements for the Byron and Braidwood Stations.  

12. ISTS 5.6 (Reporting Requirements) is revised by TSTF-258, Rev. 4. In order to 
maintain consistency, to the maximum extent practicable, between the Administrative 
Controls Technical Specifications of the ComEd nuclear stations, the following change 
of TSTF-258, Rev. 4, is not incorporated in ITS 5.6: 

ISTS 5.6.4 contains a requirement for the Monthly Operating Report to 
document challenges to safety/relief valves. This requirement is deleted by 
TSTF-258, Rev. 4.  

Not incorporating this change to ISTS 5.6.4 is consistent with the NRC approved ITS 
for the CornEd Byron and Braidwood Stations.

Dresden 2 and 3 2



a-It chclies a,-& altes~•s o-O-kJise Ža'eg4-i4:;ed

/gHigh Radiation Area
T c%5

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

High Radiation Areat
a~t 3 cmv CL i.,.

Pursuant to 10 CFR 20 paragrap 20.1601(c), in lieu of the 
requirements of 10 CFR 20.1601,!each high radiation area, as 
defined in 10 CFR 20, in which the intensity of radiation is 
> 100 mrem/hr(u .m/, Ishall be barricaded and 
conspicuously posted as a high radiation area and, entrance thereto 
shall be controlled by requiring issuance of a Radiation Work 
Permit (RWP)V. Individualsiqualme in radiation protection 
procedures (e.g., ([laiah Fysi ,•Tec icia ) or personnel 
f - escorted by such individuals may be exempt from the 
RWP issuance requirement during the performance of their assigned 
duties ahig radiazwn areaywith exp sure rat s - 10 mre0/h 
provided they are otherwise following plant radiation protection 
procedures for entry into high radiation areas.

1'~ /1>

Rev 1, 04/07/95

5.0 

M5.7

Any individual or group of individuals permitted to enter such 
areas shall be provided with or accompanied by one or more of the 
following: 

a. A radiation monitoring-device that continuously indicates 
the radiation dose rate in. the area.  

b. A radiation monitoring device that continuously integrates 
the radiation dose rate in the area and alarms when a preset 
integrated dose is received. Entry into such areas with 
this monitoring device may be made after the dose rate 
levels in the area have been established and personnel are 
aware of them.  

c. An individual qualified in radiation protection procedures 
with a radiation dose rate monitoring device, who is 
responsible for providing, positive control over the 
activities within the area and shall perform periodic 
radiation surveillance at the frequency specified i 

(IFadiation W btectionr,M-naorD in the RWP.  

(or2 au;v4/l.4+* m am -s) Ca~ e puv 

5.7.2 In addition to the requirements of Specification 5.7.1, areaslwith ýraIdiation leiv'es 1O000 mrem/hr a e proved wihl oc e r--• 
(ton inlpous y guarded coor• 10 pe - hrie ety and he keys• 

11hl ie maintained und~r the admini4frative control of th /Shift --j 
)o: man on duty 0r he vth physics s e~vson. Doors sh .remain • 
• -- ked except durin tperiods 0f uprvs !snnel undh an approved, 

-Ptatsha1 se• f thedose tedeves nth diate work 

(continued)
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W• INSERT 5.7.2 

at 30 cm (12 in.) from the radiation source or from any surface which the 
radiation penetrates shall require the following:

44J2.B.0 a.  

0Z>b.  

13.i3 >?2>

-Doors shall be locked to prevent unauthorized entry and shall not 
prevent individuals from leaving the area. In place of locking 
the door, direct or electronic surveillance that is capable of 
preventing unauthorized entry may be used. The keys shall be 
maintained under the administrative control of the shift manager 
on duty or radiation protection supervision.  

Personnel access and exposure control requirements of activities 
being performed within these areas shall be specified by an 
approved RWP (or equivalent document).  

Each person entering the area shall be provided with an alarming 
radiation monitoring device that continuously integrates the 
radiation dose rate (such as an electronic dosimeter).  
-Surveillance and radiation monitoring by a radiation protection 
technician may be substituted for an alarming dosimeter.

Insert Page 5.0-23
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-TST-c- 25S 
,h=iopsl n (v High Radiation Area 

C45.7II

05.7 High Radiation Area@

Rev 1, 04/07/95

ý0 Trs>

I Z'es>

5.7.2 (continued) 

7 Frs andiithe maximum aiationDoIe ayre imes rfor Ia leves in 
Strhose reas. In lieu ofuthe ~a ime specificat on of the AP 
Idire? or remote (such as cl ed circuit 'TV c as) conti I~ousj 
'Lu eilliance may be made by ýpfersonnel qai fie in altn 
jp ection procedures to #ovide positive exp . uecn v 
Petactivities being perf~d within the ar, a.) 

5.'7.3' For individual high radiation areas with radiation levels of 
,ji> 1000mremih', accessible to personnel, that are located within 
I I large areas c as e.c co.zinafi where no enclosure exists 

for purposes of locking, W that cann be conlmuOusly bardedý 
and-where no enclosure can be reasonably constructed around the 
individual area, that individual area. shall be barricaded and 
conspicuously posted, and a flashing light shall be activated as a 
warning device.
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS FROM NUREG-1433, REVISION 1 
ITS: 5.7 - HIGH RADIATION AREA 

1. The brackets have been removed and the proper plant-specific information has been 
provided. In addition, the changes to ISTS 5.7 from TSTF-258, Rev. 4, are not 

adopted since Dresden 2 and 3 choose to maintain their CTS requirements for High 
Radiation Area controls.

Dresden 2 and 3 1



GENERIC NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
ITS: CHAPTER 5.0 - ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES 
("A.x" Labeled Comments/Discussions) 

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, ComEd has evaluated this proposed 
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards 
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.  

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated? 

The proposed change involves reformatting, renumbering, and rewording the existing 
Technical Specifications. The reformatting, renumbering, and rewording process 
involves no technical changes to the existing Technical Specifications. As such, this 
change is administrative in nature and does not impact initiators of analyzed events or 
assumed mitigation of accident or transient events. Therefore, this change does not 
involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated.  

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated? 

The proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant (no new or 
different type of equipment will be installed) or changes in methods governing normal 
plant operation. The proposed change will not impose any new or eliminate any old 
requirements. Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a new or different 
kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.  

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety? 

The proposed change will not reduce a margin of safety because it has no impact on any 
safety analyses assumptions. This change is administrative in nature. Therefore, the 
change does not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.

Dresden 2 and 3 1



GENERIC NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 

ITS: CHAPTER 5.0 - ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE 

("M.x" Labeled Comments/Discussions) 

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, ComEd has evaluated this proposed 

Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards 

consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.  

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an 

accident previously evaluated? 

The proposed change provides more stringent requirements for operation of the facility.  

These more stringent requirements do not result in operation that will increase the 

probability of initiating an analyzed event and do not alter assumptions relative to 

mitigation of an accident or transient event. The more restrictive requirements continue 

to ensure process variables, structures, systems, and components are maintained 

consistent with the safety analyses and licensing basis. Therefore, this change does not 

involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident 

previously evaluated.  

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any 

accident previously evaluated? 

The proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant (no new or 

different type of equipment will be installed) or changes in the methods governing 

normal plant operation. The proposed change does impose different requirements.  

However, these changes are consistent with the assumptions in the safety analyses and 

licensing basis. Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a new or different 

kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.  

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety? 

The imposition of more restrictive requirements either has no impact on or increases 

the margin of plant safety. As provided in the discussion of the change, each change in 

this category is by definition, providing additional restrictions to enhance plant safety.  

The change maintains requirements within the safety analyses and licensing basis.  

Therefore, this change does not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.
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GENERIC NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
ITS: CHAPTER 5.0 - ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

"GENERIC" LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES: 
RELOCATING DETAILS TO TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION BASES, UFSAR, TRM, OR 

OTHER PLANT CONTROLLED DOCUMENTS 
("LA.x" Labeled Comments/Discussions) 

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, ComnEd has evaluated this proposed 

Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards 

consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.  

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an 

accident previously evaluated? 

The proposed change relocates certain details from the Technical Specifications to the 

Bases, UFSAR, TRM, or other plant controlled documents. The Bases, UFSAR, 

TRM, and other plant controlled documents containing the relocated information will 

be maintained in accordance with 10 CFR 50.59. In addition to 10 CFR 50.59 

provisions, the Technical Specification Bases are subject to the change control 

provisions in the Administrative Controls Chapter of the ITS. The UFSAR is subject to 

the change control provisions of 10 CFR 50.7 1(e), and the plant procedures and other 

plant controlled documents are subject to controls imposed by plant administrative 

procedures, which endorse applicable regulations and standards. Since any changes to 

the Bases, UFSAR, TRM, or other plant controlled documents will be evaluated per the 

requirements of the Bases Control Program in Chapter 5.0 of the ITS or 10 CFR 50.59, 

no increase (significant or insignificant) in the probability or consequences of an 

accident previously evaluated will be allowed. Therefore, this change does not involve 

a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously 

evaluated.  

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any 

accident previously evaluated? 

The proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant (no new or 

different type of equipment will be installed) or a change in the methods governing 

normal plant operation. The proposed change will not impose or eliminate any 

requirements, and adequate control of the information will be maintained. Thus, this 

change does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any 

accident previously evaluated.  

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety? 

The proposed change will not reduce a margin of safety because it has no impact on any 

safety analysis assumptions. In addition, the details to be transposed from the 

Technical Specifications to the Bases, UFSAR, TRM, or other plant controlled
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GENERIC NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
ITS: CHAPTER 5.0 - ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

"GENERIC" LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES: 

RELOCATING DETAILS TO TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION BASES, UFSAR, TRM, OR 
OTHER PLANT CONTROLLED DOCUMENTS 
("LA.x" Labeled Comments/Discussions) 

3. (continued) 

documents are the same as the existing Technical Specifications. Since any future 
changes to these details in the Bases, UFSAR, TRM, or other plant controlled 
documents will be evaluated per the requirements of 10 CFR 50.59, no reduction 
(significant or insignificant) in a margin of safety will be allowed. Based on 
10 CFR 50.92, the existing requirement for NRC review and approval of revisions, to 
these details proposed for relocation, does not have a specific margin of safety upon 
which to evaluate. However, since the proposed change is consistent with the BWR 
ISTS, NUREG-1433, Rev. 1, approved by the NRC Staff, revising the Technical 
Specifications to reflect the approved level of detail ensures no significant reduction in 
the margin of safety.
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GENERIC NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
ITS: CHAPTER 5.0 - ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

"GENERIC" LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES: 
EXTENDING SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCIES FROM 18 MONTHS TO 24 MONTHS 
FOR SURVEILLANCES OTHER THAN CHANNEL CALIBRATIONS 
("LD.x" Labeled Comments/Discussions) 

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, CornEd has evaluated this proposed 
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards 
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.  

1. Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated? 

The proposed change involves a change in the surveillance testing intervals from 
18 months to 24 months. The proposed change does not physically impact the plant nor 
does it impact any design or functional requirements of the associated systems. That is, 
the proposed change does not degrade the performance or increase the challenges of any 
safety systems assumed to function in the accident analysis. The proposed change does 
not impact the Surveillance Requirements themselves nor the way in which the 
Surveillances are performed. Additionally, the proposed change does not introduce any 
new accident initiators since no accidents previously evaluated have as their initiators 
anything related to the frequency of surveillance testing. The proposed change does not 
affect the availability of equipment or systems required to mitigate the consequences of 
an accident because of the availability of redundant systems or equipment and because 
other tests performed more frequently will identify potential equipment problems.  
Furthermore, an historical review of surveillance test results indicated that all failures 
identified were unique, non-repetitive, and not related to any time-based failure modes, 
and indicated no evidence of any failures that would invalidate the above conclusions.  
Therefore, the proposed change does not increase the probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated.  

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated? 

The proposed change involves a change in the surveillance testing intervals from 
18 months to 24 months. The proposed change does not introduce any failure 
mechanisms of a different type than those previously evaluated since there are no 
physical changes being made to the facility. In addition, the Surveillance Requirements 
themselves and the way Surveillances are performed will remain unchanged.  
Furthermore, an historical review of surveillance test results indicated no evidence of 
any failures that would invalidate the above conclusions. Therefore, the proposed 
change does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any 
previously evaluated.
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GENERIC NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
ITS: CHAPTER 5.0 - ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

"GENERIC" LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES: 
EXTENDING SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCIES FROM 18 MONTHS TO 24 MONTHS 
FOR SURVEILLANCES OTHER THAN CHANNEL CALIBRATIONS 
("LD.x" Labeled Comments/Discussions) (continued) 

3. Does this change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety? 

Although the proposed change will result in an increase in the interval between 
surveillance tests, the impact on system availability is minimal based on other, more 
frequent testing or redundant systems or equipment, and thereis, no evidence of any 
failures that would impact the availability of the systems. Therefore, the assumptions 
in the licensing basis are not impacted, and the proposed change does not involve a 
significant reduction in a margin of safety.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 

ITS: 5.1 - RESPONSIBILITY 

There are no plant specific less restrictive changes identified for this Specification.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
ITS: 5.2 - ORGANIZATION 

L. 1 CHANGE 

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, ComEd has evaluated this proposed 
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards 
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.  

1 . Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated? 

The proposed change will remove the requirement for a licensed Senior Reactor 
Operator (SRO) to be present in the control room while the unit is in MODE 4. As a 
result, an SRO will not be required to be present in the control room in MODE 4 or 5.  
The proposed change conforms to 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(iii) and is consistent with the 
BWR ISTS, NUREG-1433, Revision 1 (ISTS 5.2.2.b). In MODE 4, all control rods 
are normally fully inserted and the probability and consequences of a Design Basis 
Accident (DBA) are significantly reduced due to the limitations on pressure and 
temperature. In addition, pursuant to 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2), a Reactor Operator (RO) 
will still be required to be present at the controls (in the control room) at all times and, 
in MODE 4, at least one SRO, who is assigned supervisory responsibility, will be 
required to be on-site and readily available to the RO for consultation. The proposed 
change does not involve any physical alteration of plant systems, structures, or 
components, changes in parameters governing normal plant operation, or methods of 
operation. Thus, the proposed change will not impact the plant's response to a DBA 
and the probability and consequences of such an accident will be reduced. Therefore, 
the proposed change will not significantly increase the probability or consequences of 
an accident previously evaluated.  

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated? 

The proposed change does not involve any design change or plant modifications, nor 
will the change alter any technical requirements or system parameters. The proposed 
change does not introduce any new modes or alter any existing modes of plant 
operation in a manner that could create a new precursor of an accident. As such, plant 
structures, systems, and components will continue to function as previously analyzed.  
Therefore, the proposed change will not create the possibility of a new or different kind 
of an accident from any accident previously evaluated.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
ITS: 5.2 - ORGANIZATION 

L. 1 CHANGE (continued) 

3. Does the change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety? 

The proposed change results in an SRO not being required to be present in the control 
room in MODE 4. The proposed change conforms to 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(iii) and is 
consistent with the BWR ISTS, NUREG-1433, Revision 1 (ISTS 5.2.2.b). The 
proposed change does not involve any physical alteration of plant systems, structures, 
or components, changes in parameters governing normal plant operation, or methods of 
operation. Furthermore, in MODE 4, all control rods are normally fully inserted and 
the probability and consequences of a DBA are significantly reduced due to the 
limitations on pressure and temperature. In addition, pursuant to 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2), 
an RO will still be required to be present at the controls (in the control room) at all 
times and, in MODE 4, at least one SRO, who is assigned supervisory responsibility, 
will be required to be on-site and readily available to the RO for consultation. Thus, 
the proposed change will not impact the plant's response to a DBA and the limitations 
on pressure and temperature in MODE 4 provide increased safety margins. Therefore, 
this proposed change does not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
ITS: 5.3 - UNIT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS 

There are no plant specific less restrictive changes identified for this Specification.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
ITS: 5.4 - PROCEDURES 

There are no plant specific less restrictive changes identified for this Specification.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS 

L. 1 CHANGE 

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, ComEd has evaluated this proposed 

Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards 
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.  

1 . Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an 

accident previously evaluated? 

The proposed changes relax current technical specification monitoring requirements for 

specific emergency diesel generator fuel oil analyses. These proposed changes continue 

to ensure that diesel fuel oil acquired and stored for emergency diesel generators meets 

established ASTM standards and the quality of the fuel oil is sufficiently maintained to 

support diesel generator operation. The proposed changes do not affect the probability 

of an accident and are not considered initiators of any previously evaluated accident.  
Therefore, this change will not involve a significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously evaluated.  

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated? 

The proposed change does not introduce a new mode of plant operation and does not 
involve physical modification to the plant. Therefore, it does not create the possibility 
of a new or different type of accident from any accident previously evaluated.  

3. Does the change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety? 

The proposed changes to the emergency diesel generator fuel oil monitoring 
requirements are consistent with ASTM standards for emergency diesel generator fuel 
oil. The margin of safety is not reduced due to these proposed changes. The proposed 
changes have no impact on the safe operation of the plant and the safety analysis 
assumptions will still be maintained, thus no question of safety exists. Therefore, these 

changes do not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
ITS: 5.6 - REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 

L.1 CHANGE 

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, ComEd has evaluated this proposed 
Technical Specifications change and determined it does not represent a significant hazards 
consideration. The following is provided in support of this conclusion.  

1 . Does the change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated? 

This change proposes to relax the requirements for submitting the Annual Radiological 
Environmental Operating Report and Radioactive Effluent Release Report. The CTS 
require the reports to be submitted prior to May 1 of each year and prior to April 1 of 
each year, respectively. This proposed change will allow the reports to be submitted by 
May 15 of each year and May 1 of each year, respectively. The proposed change does 
not affect the probability of an accident. The submittal dates of the Annual 
Radiological Environmental Operating Report and Radioactive Effluent Release Report 
are not assumed to be initiators of any analyzed event. Also, the consequences of an 
accident are not affected by the submittal dates of the Annual Radiological 
Environmental Operating Report and Radioactive Effluent Release Report. This 
proposed change does not impact the assumptions of any design basis accident. This 
change will not alter assumptions relative to the mitigation of an accident or transient 
event. This change has no impact on the safe operation of the plant. The reports will 
still be required to be submitted each year and do not affect any plant equipment or 
requirements for maintaining plant equipment. The submittal dates of these reports are 
not required for the mitigation of any accident. Therefore, this change will not involve 
a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated.  

2. Does the change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated? 

This change proposes to relax the requirement for submitting the Annual Radiological 
Environmental Operating Report and the Radioactive Effluent Release Report. The 
current TS require the reports to be submitted prior to May 1 of each year and prior to 
April 1 of each year, respectively. This proposed change will allow the reports to be 
submitted by May 15 of each year and May 1 of each year, respectively. The proposed 
change will not create the possibility of an accident. This change will not physically 
alter the plant (no new or different type of equipment will be installed). The changes in 
methods governing normal plant operation are consistent with the current safety 
analysis assumptions. Therefore, this change will not create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
ITS: 5.6 - REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 

L. 1 CHANGE (continued) 

3. Does the change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety? 

This change proposes to relax the requirement for submitting the Annual Radiological 
Environmental Operating Report and Radioactive Effluent Release Report. The current 
TS require the reports to be submitted prior to May 1 of each year and prior to April 1 
of each year, respectively. This proposed change will allow the reports to be submitted 
by May 15 of each year and May 1 of each year, respectively. The margin of safety is 
not reduced by this change. This proposed change has no effect on the assumptions of 
the design basis accident. This change has no impact on the safe operation of the plant.  
The reports will still be required to be submitted each year and do not affect any plant 
equipment or requirements for maintaining plant equipment. The safety analysis 
assumptions will still be maintained, thus no question of safety exists. Therefore, this 
change does not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
ITS: 5.7 - HIGH RADIATION AREA 

There are no plant specific less restrictive changes identified for this Specification.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
CTS: 6.4 - TRAINING 

"There are no plant specific less restrictive changes identified for this Specification.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
CTS: 6.7 - SAFETY LIMIT VIOLATION 

There are no plant specific less restrictive changes identified for this Specification.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
CTS: 6.11 - RADIATION PROTECTION PROGRAM 

There are no plant specific less restrictive changes identified for this Specification.
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NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 
CTS: 6.13 - PROCESS CONTROL PROGRAM (PCP) 

There are no plant specific less restrictive changes identified for this Specification.
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 
ITS: CHAPTER 5.0 - ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

In accordance with the criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.21, ComEd has evaluated this proposed 
Technical Specification change for identification of licensing and regulatory actions requiring 
environmental assessment, determined it meets the criteria for a categorical exclusion set forth 
in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9) and as such, has determined that no irreversible consequences exist in 
accordance with 10 CFR 50.92(b). This determination is based on the fact that this change is 
being proposed as an amendment to a license issued pursuant to 10 CFR which changes a 
requirement with respect to installation or use of a facility component located within the 
restricted area, as defined in 10 CFR 20, or which changes an inspection or a suriveillance 
requirement, and the amendment meets the following specific criteria: 

1. The amendment involves no significant hazards consideration.  

As demonstrated in the No Significant Hazards Consideration, this proposed 
amendment does not involve any significant hazards consideration.  

2. There is no significant change in the type or significant increase in the amounts of any 
effluents that may be released offsite.  

The proposed change will not result in changes in the operation or configuration of the 
facility. There will be no change in the level of controls or methodology used for 
processing of radioactive effluents or handling of solid radioactive waste, nor will the 
proposal result in any change in the normal radiation levels within the plant.  
Therefore, there will be no change in the types or significant increase in the amounts of 
any effluents released offsite resulting from this change.  

3. There is no significant increase in individual or cumulative occupational radiation 
exposure.  

The proposed change will not result in changes in the operation or configuration of the 
facility which impact radiation exposure. There will be no change in the level of 
controls or methodology used for processing of radioactive effluents or handling of 
solid radioactive waste, nor will the proposal result in any change in the normal 
radiation levels within the plant. Therefore, there will be no increase in individual or 
cumulative occupational radiation exposure resulting from this change.  

Therefore, based upon the above evaluation, ComlEd has concluded that no irreversible 
consequences exist with the proposed change.
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