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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 I11inois 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.

4.2,

1

2

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,) 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 Timited 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.

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 4.0-1 Amendment No.



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. Kess s 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.
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SITE 5.1

H.0 5.0 DESIGN FEATURES

S area. bswsdany Gkops The Illiwois River tothe Morth, {he

Kow Ke kee Kiven 1o thecacts a covuty road €rom Divive ex teacled ]
4.1 8.1 SITE \eastward fo The Karvke kee River cw the sovth amd the Elsioy ya

Jolvet art Easteer Kailway pight- of -~ Weay oo the west.
Site and Exclusion Area . /

f
ol 5.1.A The site’Eonsists of approximatgly 953 acres adjacent 1o the’/lllinois River at the/point
W it is formed by the confiuence of the Des Plaines and’ Kankakee Rivers, j
theast quarter of the Googe Lake T i inoisf) The Exclusion
Area shall (e be(esg th&n,800 meterfrom the centerline of the reactor vesseis.

Low Population Zone

Y.1.2 5.1.B The Low Population Zone shall be a five mile radius from the centerline of the reactor
vessels,

A,

Radioactive Gdseous Effluents

1

5.1.C Infofmation regarding radioactive gaseous effluents shall be located in the OFFSITE ﬁ-B
DQSE CALCULATION MANUAL.

Radioa¢tive Liquid Effluents

5.1.J ‘Information regarding radioactive liqyid effluents shall be located in the @FFSITE DOSE
ALCULATION MANUAL. |

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 5-1 Amendment Nos. 150 2 14
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A1 ITS Chabter H.D

CONTAINMENT §.2

5.0 DESIGN FEATURES

5.2.A The primary coptainment is a stes! lined concrets structure consisting of a drywell and LAz

ag 8 minimum free air volume of 158,236 cubic fegt. The supprassion
chamber Jins an air region of 116,300 to 112,800 cubic f

Maximum intarnal pressure: 62 psig.

Maximum internal temperatura: drywell

Maximum external pressure: . drywgll 2 psig.
supprassion pool 1 psig.

.2.C The secondary containmant consists/of the Reactor Building and & gortion of the main
steam tunns! and has a minimum frge volume of 4,500,000 cubic feet. |

DRESDEN -UNITS 2 & 3 5-4 Amendment Nos. 158, 153
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N I7S5 Chacter 4.0

REACTOR CORE 5.3

5.0 DESIGN FEATURES

42 5.3 REACTOR CORE

Fuel Assemblies

42,1 5.3.A The reactor core shall contain 724 fuel assemblies. Each assembly consists of 2
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 3
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 statf-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

el s e (A3

» 42,2 5.3.B The reactor core shail contain 177 cruciform shaped control rod assemblies. The
e control material shall be boron carbide powder {B.C) and/or hafnium meztal. contr,
(rod @ssembly shail have ¥ nominal axial absofber length of 145 inches./

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 5-5 Amendment Nos.171; 166
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A1 TTS Chavter 4.0

FUEL STORAGE 5.6

5.0 DESIGN FEATURES

.3 5.6 FUEL STORAGE

4,3.1 Criticality
1,301 §.6.A The spent fuel storage racks are designed and shall be maintained with:
3.0, a 1. AKk,, equivalent t0 <0.95 when flooded with unborated water, including all
calculational uncertainties and biases as described in Section 9.1 of the UFSAR.
H3.Ll.b 2. A nominal 6.30 inch center-to-center distance between fuel assemblies placed in
the storage racks.
Drainage
“4.3.2 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

4,3.3 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. 150 & 1-
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: CHAPTER 4.0 - DESIGN FEATURES

ADMINISTRATIVE

Al

A2

A3

None

"Generic"

LA.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)).

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.

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.

TECHNICAIL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE

 TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE

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
(cont’d)

LA.2

LA.3

"Specific”

None

Feature). Therefore, removing these details from the Technical Specifications,
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.

Primary containment configuration and design details in CTS 5.2.A, primary
containment design temperatures and pressures in €TS-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.

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. :

Dresden 2 and 3 2



o

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 1




Design Features

4.0
e SCTSD
4.0 DESIGN FEATURES : :
—
i 2tion (] TWSERT
<51 4.1 Site Location ([Text description of site logation.]) SITE LOCATL oW
<
. . ] r-4 of-‘f ;
4.2 Reactor Core The assemblics may cortaio
' wetes rods sn oo water box

<5.3.A> 4.2.1 Fuel Assemblies - 24)  (clad) - -

The reactor shall contain: fueljassemblies. Each assembly
shall consist of a matrix of JZircallo fuel rods with
an initial composition of natural or slightTy enriched uranium
dioxide (U0,) as fuel materialyf d wa¥er vogs)y. Limited !
substitutions of(zirtonium_=a1i0y) 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.

{5.3.B> 4.2.2 Control Rod Assemblies (—':’1]
The reactor core shall contain E@ cruciform shaped control rod )
assemblies. The control material shall be Hboron carbideg hafnium
metalf] as approved by the NRC. Qt-
- avd
4.3 Fuel Storage
4.3.1 (Criticality
{5¢.A) 4.3.1.1 The spent fuel storage racks are designed and shall be
maintained with:
Fuel asgemblies having a maxjfum [k-infinity o
[1.31)/in the normal reactoy’ core configuratiph at
cold fonditions] [average Y-235 enrichment o
[4.5] weight percent];\
ko4 € 0.95 if fully flooded with unborated water,
which includes an allowance for uncertainties as
described in [§Section 9.1101' tBFSARﬂI; and
(continued)
BWR/4 STS ' ) 4,0-1 Rev 1, 04/07/95



LeTs>

4.1.1
VAN

4.1.2
J5..8>

[:] Insert Site location

Site and Exclusion Area Boundaries

The site area boundary follows the I1linois 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.

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

-

LTS
4.0 DESIGN FEATURES

<5.¢.A% 4.3 Fuel Storage (continued)

E——-@-Q A nominal

\\\\\\ between fuel assemblies placed in the storage

racks.

(8.3.1.2  The new fuel storage ragks are designed and shali
maintained with:

a. Fuel assembli
’ [1.31] in t
cold cont_ii

having a maximum [k-~infi
normal reactor core configuration at

ots < 0.98 if moderated by’aqueous foam, which
includes an allowance for uncertainties as
described in [Section 9.1 of the FSAR]; and

A nominal [6.50] ingh center to center distance
between fuel assepblies placed in storage racks.

{SL.8D 4.3.2 Drainage

o The spent fuel storage pool is designed and shall be maintained to
prevent inadvertent draining of the pool below elevation .
<£.¢.c>  4.3.3 Capacity. ’ (BT €+ 2.5 (oches

RN

The spent fuel storage pool is designed and shall be maintained

with a storage capacity limited to no more than fuel
assemblies. 2530
BWR/4 STS 4.0-2 Rev 1, 04/07/95




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, 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 inctease 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.

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.

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 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.

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.

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
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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 5.1-1 Amendment No.



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.

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.

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.

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
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5.2 Organization

Organization
5.2

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.

At least one licensed Reactor Operator (R0) shall be present
in the control room when fuel is in the reactor. 1In
addition, while the unit is in MODE 1, 2, or 3, at least one
Jicensed Senior Reactor Operator (SRO) shall be present in
the control room.

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.

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.

The amount of overtime worked by unit staff members
performing safety related functions shall be Timited and
controlled in accordance with the NRC Policy Statement on
working hours (Generic Letter 82-12).

The operations manager or shift operations supervisor shall
hold an SRO Ticense.

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
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Unit Staff Qualifications

5.3
5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
5.3 Unit Staff Qualifications
5.3.1 Fach 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 5.3-1 Amendment No.



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;

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;

Fire Protection Program implementation; and

A11 programs specified in Specification 5.5.

Dresden 2 and 3
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Programs and Manuals
5.5

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5.5 Programs and Manuals

The following programs shall be established, implemented and maintained.

5.5.1 Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM)

a. The 0DCM 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 1iquid effluent monitoring alarm and trip
setpoints, and in the conduct of the radiological
environmental monitoring program; and

b. The 0ODCM 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)Y 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 Radiocactive 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)

Dresden 2 and 3 5.5-1 Amendment No.



5.5

Programs and Manuals
5.5

Programs and Manuals

5.5.1

5.5.2

5.5.3

Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (0ODCM) (continued)

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
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.

Post Accident Sampling

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 Program

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
1iquid and gaseous monitoring instrumentation including
surveillance tests and setpoint determination in accordance
with the methodology in the 0ODCM;

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 radiocactive 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 1liquid effiuents 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 0DCM at least every 31 days:

f. Limitations on the functional capability and use of the
1iquid 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

3. 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 6f 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 Required Frequencies
inservice testing for performing inservice
activities testing activities |
Weekly At least once per 7 days
Monthly At least once per 31 days
Quarterly or every

3 months At Teast 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
Every 48 months At least once per 1461 days

b. The provisions of SR 3.0.2 are applicable to the above
required Frequencies for performing inservice testing
activities;

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.

5.5.7 Ventilation Filter Testing Program (VFTP)

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 Testing Program (VETP) (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% 2 3600 cfm and
Treatment (SGT) £ 4400 cfm
System
Control Room < 0.05% > 1800 scfm and
Emergency £ 2200 scfm
Ventilation (CREV)
System

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 Penetration Flowrate

Standby Gas < 1.0% > 3600 ¢fm and
Treatment (SGT) £ 4400 cfm
System
Control Room < 0.05% 2 1800 scfm and
Emergency £ 2200 scfm
Ventilation (CREV)
System

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°C and relative humidity (RH) specified
below:

ESF Ventilation

System Penetration RH
Standby Gas Treatment 2.5% 70%

(SGT) System

Control Room 0.5% 70%
Emergency Ventilation
(CREV) System

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)
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5.5.7 Ventilation Filter Testing Program (VFTP) (continued)
ESF Ventilation Delta P Flowrate
System

Standby Gas < 6 inches > 3600 cfm and
Treatment (SGT) water guage < 4490 cfm
System
Control Room < 6 inches > 1800 scfm and
Emergency water guage < 2200 scfm
Ventilation
(CREV) System

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 Wattage
Standby Gas Treatment (SGT) > 27 kW and
System £ 33 KW
Control Room Emergency > 10.8 kW and
Ventilation (CREV) System < 13.2 kW
5.5.8 Explosive Gas and Storage Tank Radioactivity Monitoring Program

This program provides controls for potentially explosive gas

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

radioactivity contained in unprotected outdoor 1iquid 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 1imits for concentrations of hydrogen in the 0ff-Gas
System and a surveillance program to ensure the Timits are
maintained. Such 1imits 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 Tiners, 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 0il Testing Program

A diesel fuel oil testing program shall establish required testing
of both new fuel oil and stored fuel o0il. 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 01l for use prior to addition to
storage tanks by determining that the fuel o0il has:

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

2. a flash point and kinematic viscosity within 1imits;

(continued)
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5.5.9 Diesel Fuel 0il Testing Program (continued)

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

Within 31 days following addition of the new fuel o0il to
storage tanks verify that the properties of the new fuel
0il, other than those addressed in a., above, are within
1imits; and

Total particulate concentration of the fuel oil in the
storage tanks is < 10 mg/1 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 0i1 Testing Program test frequencies.

5.5.10 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.

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.

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

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).

Dresden 2 and 3
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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 lToss 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 system 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.Z2 above is also
inoperable.

The SFDP identifies where a loss of safety function exists.
1f 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.

5.5f12 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(0) 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.

The peak calculated primary containment internal pressure
for the design basis loss of coolant accident, P,, is
48 psig.

The maximum allowable primary containment leakage rate, L,,
at P,, is 1.6% of primary containment air weight per day.

Leakage rate acceptance criteria are:

1. 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 £ 0.60 L, for the
combined Type B and Type C tests, and £ 0.75 L, for
Type A tests.

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

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

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

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 outiined in the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual

{(continued)
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5.6.2

5.6.3

5.6.4

5.6.5

Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report (continued)

(0ODCM), and in 10 CFR 50, Appendix I, Sections Iv.B.2, IV.B.3,
and. IV.C.

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 1iquid 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.I1.

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.

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 Setpoint..for the Rod

Block Monitor—Upscale Function Allowable Value for
Specification 3.3.2.1.

The analytical methods used to determine the core operating
1imits 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-82-06(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 9x9-1X 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.

10.

11.

12.

13.

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.

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

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).

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

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 1imits (e.g., fuel thermal mechanical limits,
core thermal hydraulic limits, Emergency Core Cooling
Systems (ECCS) limits, nuclear 1imits 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 Monitoring (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

5.7.2

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 Radiation 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).

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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5.7.2 (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.

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.

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 1ight shall
be activated as a warning device.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.1 - RESPONSIBILITY

ADMINISTRATIVE

Al

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

LA2

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.

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.

Dresden 2 and 3 1



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.1 - RESPONSIBILITY

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (continued)
"Specific"

None

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

None

Dresden 2 and 3 2



Al ITS 5.2

O.rganization 6.2

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5.2 6.2  ORGANIZATION

5.2.1 6.2.A Onsite and Offsite Organizations

Qnsite and offsite organizations shall be established for unit operation and corporate
management, respectively. The onsite and offsite organizations shall inciude the positions
tor activities affecting the safety of the nuciear power pilant.

L2 ). e 1. Lines of autherity, responsibility, and communication shall be established and defined
for the highest management jevels 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 requirementsshall be‘x dwnser
documented in the Quality Assurance Manual. : ‘.___Df 21

£.2.1.b 2. The‘gtation Manager shall be responsible for overall unit safe operation and shall have
control over those onsite activities necessary for safe operation and maintenance of

the plant.

A cortorale officen)

he Chief Nuclear Officer (ENO) shall have corporate responsibility for overali 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 nuciear safety.

£5.2.0.d . The individuals who train the operating staff and those who carry out
and quality assurance functions may report to the appropriate onsite manager;

however, they shall have sufficient organizational freedom to ensure their

S.0.¢c 3.

>

,..
=

) LE

independence from operating pressures. rod iotion .
protection
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Y 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 Page 6-2
Pase 2 063



AL I75 5.2

Organization 6.2

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

£2.2 6.2.B  Unit Staff At leas Fowe neturred
Now- [ icensedberaton
The unit staff shall include the following: a<sianed toach urvit

&§.2.2.0. 1. (Three non-licensed operators shall be on site at all times.)~ M.1 J
£.2.7.% 2. Atleast one licensed Reactor Operator shall be present in the control room when fuel

is in the reactor. In addition, while the unit is in MODEIs) 1, 2, [3GD@at least one
licensed Senior Reactor Operator shall be present in the control room. -

S52.2.c

Shift crew composition may be less than the minimum requirement of

10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(i) and 6.2.B.1 and 6.2.C for a pericd 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.

w

A ﬂadiation t‘rotection f echnician shall be on site when fuel is in the reactor. The
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.

tive procedures shall be deyéloped and implemented to limit the worki
unit staff who perform sa -related functions; e/g, senior reactor opgrators,) A2
nd

reagfor operators, heaith physicigts, auxiliary operators, key maintenance

£.22.4

»

522 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).

£22.F 6. The l;dperations M’anager or‘ffhift éperations éupervisor shall hoild a Senior Reactoﬂ————m A

Operator License.

5228 6.2.C Shift Technical Advisor (chift manaoeny—A.3
7

The Shift Technical Advisor (STA) shall provide technical advisory support 10 the@i@'

ervisehin the areas of thermal hydraulics, reactor engineering and pfant 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.

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 6-3 Amendment Nos. 150 & 1§
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.2 - ORGANIZATION

ADMINISTRATIVE

Al

A2

A3

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 6.2.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.

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.

Dresden 2 and 3 1



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.2 - ORGANIZATION

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE

"Generic"

LA.1

LA.2

. Specific”

L.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." InITS 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.

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.

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 MODEC) 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



L.1
(cont’d)

DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.2 - ORGANIZATION

_ TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE

is in MODE 1, 2, or 3. It is, therefore, proposed to delete the CTS 6.2.B.2
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



Irs 4.3

Al

Unit Staff Qualification 6.3

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

£3 6.3  UNIT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS

5.2/ Each member of the unit staff shall meet or exceed the minimum qualifications of
ANSI N18.1-1871, "Selection and Training of Nuclear Plant Personnel”, dated March 8,
1871, except for the f(adiationﬁrotection Manager, who shall meet or exceed the
qualifications of the Radiation Protection Manager as specified in Regulatory Guide 1.8,

September 1975(?1“ ‘the Shiff Technica sor who shall have a
equwalent’in a sciertific or engineering discifline with specific traipt
[#sponse and angfysis of the plant for tragéients and accidents.)

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 6-4 Amendment Nos. 150 2 145
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.3 - UNIT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS

ADMINISTRATIVE

Al

A2

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 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"

LAl

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.

Dresden 2 and 3 1



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.3 - UNIT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (continued)
"Specific"

None

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

None

Dresden 2 and 3 2



A‘\ ITS 5,5‘

Procedures and Programs 6.8
ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

S e8 Paocéouass;mo PROG RAMS) —See ITS 5.5>

44,1 B.8B.A Written procedures shall be established, implemented, and maintained covering the
activities referenced below:

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

.40 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,

Vﬁio—nSecum Plan yglementamm/‘z
. _Generating Station Emergency Response Plan impgeﬁwentatio@——‘—"'— A2

/57 PROCESS CONTROL PROGRAM (PCPYimplementatiod, y— | (Al
(6. /OFFSITE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL (GDCM) implementation, shd A3
L. e 7. Fire Protection Program implementation.
el profosed LTS S. 4t d }——Mil
(6.8°B Deleted
6.8.0 The following programs shail be established, implemented, and maintained: Qee ITS LS >

Reactor Coolant Sources Outside Primary Containment

This program provides controis 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 ieast once per
operating cycle:

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 6-9 Amendment Nos. 150 & 14
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.4 - PROCEDURES

ADMINISTRATIVE

A.l

A2

A3

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)).

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.

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.

Dresden 2 and 3 1



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

Dresden 2 and 3 2



I78 5.5

Al

Procedures and Programs 6.8

50 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

58

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,

Station Security Pian implementation,

Generating Station Emergency Response Plan implementation,
2. I75 54>

PROCESS CONTROL PROGRAM (PCP) implementation,

OFFSITE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL (ODCM) implementation, and

N o oo o W

i
Fire Protection Program implementationj

EBE Deletsd)

E5. Dhietsh)

5.5 6.8.D The foliowing programs shall be established, implemented, and maintained:
£.5.2 1. Reactor Coolant Sources Outside Primary Containment

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

M.

outside primary containment that could contain highly radioactive fiuids during a

serious transient or accident to as low as practical levels. The systems inciude CS,
HPCI, LPCI, IC,Yprocess sampling (post accidep 0 Y:

- 3Dz, Reactor containment monitoring, and standby gas treatment

(Gontajfiment atmgsphefte)

Water aM"“P Y systems. The program sl';all include the following:
£S8.2.4 a. Preventive maintenance and periodic visual inspection requirements, and
5526 b. Leak test requirements for each system at a frequency of at least once per
Y

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 6-9 Amendment Nos. 150 & 14
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ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

Al

I78 3.5

Procedures anﬂ Programs 6.8

in-Plant Radiatioyi Monitoring 2

Tralning of personnel,

This program/provides controls whic will ensure the capabi
determine tife airborne iodine concentration in vital areas u der accident copditions.

This progrdm shall include the foll wing:

Provisions for maintehance of sampling and nalysis equipment,

$£.3 3. Post Accident Sampling

ity to accurately,

LA

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:

55 3.0 a. Training of personnel,
£55.2. 6 b. Procedures for sampling and analysis,
££ 32.¢c c. Provisions for maintenance of sampling and analysis equipment.

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3
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&( I7Ts 5.5

Procedures and 'Programs 6.8

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

£.5 4 Radioactive Effluent Controls Program
A program shall be provided conforming with 10 CFR 50.36a for the control of
radioactive effiuents 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 shali include the following elements:

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

5.5.4.4 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, Coiumn 2 to 10
CFR Part 20.1001 - 20.2402,

L5 c. Monitoring, sampiing, and analysis of radioactive liquid and gaseous effluents in
accordance with 10 CFR 20.1302 and with the methodology and parameters in
the ODCM, or dose commitment p i

L5 Y d d. Limitations on the annual and quarterly dosesvto a member of the public from
radioactive materials in liquid effluents released from each Unit¥conforming to 7
Appendix | to 10 CFR Part 50, (‘(o unrectrictod Gres s

£.5. 4,2 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,
DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 6-11 Amendment Nos. 150t 1¥s5
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A ITs 5.5

Procedures and Programs 6.8

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

55.4.L {. 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 A3
would exceed 2 percent of the guidelines for the annual doseﬁgnforming 10 I

Appendix | to 10 CFR Part 50, o lose cormm ."fmeu‘f')

554,49 ~ g. Limitations on the dose rate resulting from radioactive materials released in
gaseous effluents from the site 1o areas at or beyond the site boundary shall be

limited to the following:

LS5 Ha,l 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

LS5 Ha .2 b) For lodine-131, lodine-133, tritium, and for all radionuclides in particulate
form with half-lives greater than 8 days: less thar or equal to a dose rate of
1500 mrem/yr to any organ.

5.5, A h. Limitations on the annual and quarterly air doses resuiting from noble gases
released in gaseous effluents from each Unit to areas beyond the site boundary
conforming to Appendix | to 10 CFR Part 50,

T~ S&5H. L i. Limitations on the annual and quarterly doses to a member of the public from
lodine-131, lodine-133, tritium, and all radionuclides in particulate form with
halflives greater than 8 days in gaseous effluents released from each Unit
conforming to Appendix | to 10 CFR Part 50,

S5 J j. Limitations 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 180.

[—(ﬂzz. provis Jons oF SR 3.0.2. and SR 3.0.3 ave app/fcnb/a, +o Hha ?Ad/‘occ')i

Effluents Coutrol ncjmm Suvvailloueca -fraqw.wc:}zsj

4————(add proposed ITS 5‘.55} @

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 6-12 Amendment Nos. 150 & ivy
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q.l ITS 5.5

Procedures and Programs 6.8

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

£4./2 5. Primary Containment Leakage Rate Testing Program

£</2.a A program shall be established to implement the leakage rate testing of the primary
containment as required by 10 CFR 50.54(0) 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.

The peak calculated primary containment internal pressure for the design basis loss of
coolant accident, P,, is 48 psig.

5512.b

5.5.7/2.c The maximum allowable primary containment leakage rate, L, at P, is 1.6% of primary
containment air weight per day. :

s5.72.d Leakage rate acceptance criteria are:

5¢5.12.d.1 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 < 0.60 L, for the combined Type B and
Type C tests, and < 0.75 L, for Type A tests.

< s5.12.d4.2 b. Airlock testing acceptance criteria is the overall air lock leakage rate is < 0.05 L,
when tested at 2 P,.

Gf provisions of ?.B do n?/apply 10 tife test fregUencies specified il the Primary
n Ge

tainmgnt Leakage Rate Tgsting Progfam. /-

£.c/2.e The provisions of 4.0.C are applicabie to the Primary Containment Leakage Rate
Testing Program.

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 6-12a Amendment Nos. 150 & 195
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A.l 1TSS 5.5

Applicability 3/4.0

4.0 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

See 17 S A. - Survelllance Requirements sh#ll be met during the reactor OPERA ITONAL MODE(s] or
Section 3.0 other conditions specified fof individual Limiting Conditions jor Operation uniess otherwige
stated in an individual Survéillance Requirement.

B. Each Surveillance Requjfement shall be performed withjh the specified surveillance j
with a maximum allowable extension not to exceed 28 percent of the surveillance/interval.

C. Failure to perform g Surveillance Requirement within the allowed surveillance ifterval,
defined by Specification 4.0.8, shall constitute néncompliance with the OPERABILITY
requirements fof a Limiting Condition for Operafion. The time limits of the ACTION
requirements ate applicable at the time it is idgnhtified that a Surveillance Rgquirement has
not been performed. The ACTION reguiremefits may be delayed for up tg 24 hours to
permit the gbmpletion of the surveillance wjien the allowable outage time limits of the
ACTION requirements are less than 24 hoyrs. Surveillance requirements do not have to be
performed on inoperable equipment.

D. Entryjnto an OPERATIONAL MODE of other specified applicable gondition shall not be
madg uniess the Surveillance Requirdment(s) associated with th /Limiting Condition for
_ ) Opgration have been performed wifhin the applicable surveilla% interval or as otherwise
T specified. This provision shall nof prevent passage through of'to OPERATIONAL MODE(s)}
s required to comply with ACTYON requirements. [

55.6 E. Surveillance Requirements for{hsefvice fspection ahdtesting of ASME Code Class 1, 2,
and 3 Gompbnents shall be applicable as follows:

(pumps and valves)

1. (IpService fhspectién of ABME Code Clasg 1, 2, And 3 domponénts @nd)inservice

regpectively,
pursuant to

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 3/4.0-2 Amendment Nos. 150 ¢ 145
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Aa.l

4.0 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

I75 5.5

Applicability 3/4.0

2. Surveillance intervals specified in Section X| of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel

§5.6.a
Code and applicable Addenda for the inservice([rspectiop-and) 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 Required Frequencies
Code and applicable Addenda for performing
terminology for inservice inservice{ingpectign LA.2
(pefieciien art testing activities Grdltesting activities - ' l
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 8 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 A0
F(Evary 48 months A+ least ouce per (461 days
L5.L.b 3. The provisions of Specification 4.0.B are applicable to the above required frequencies
for performing inservice [p§pectiongdnd/testing activities, _Li%
Wormance of te above m;e}ncgﬁ'g{gecnon and fesping activitigs shall be Ji addigfony 1) ¢
e other specifi€d Surveillanceé Requitements.)
=~
-~
£56.d 5. Nothing in the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code shall be construed to supersede

the requirements of any. Technical Specification.

ice Inspection Program tor pt

th alternate measures approv

performed in accordance witi'the staff po
uded in Generic Lette/'8B-01 or in accord{ ce

ng identified in NRC @eneric Letter 88-01
sitions op/schedule, methods, 4nd
by the NRC staff.§

LA.2

S5 fc Therrovisions of SE 2.0.2 arc arprlicable to z'uwwica)____ﬁ.z

testinva activitie S.;a.ualf

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 3/4.0-3
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q ‘ TTS £.5
CONTAINMENT SYSTEMS SBGT 3/4.7.P
3.7 - LMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION 4.7 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
(P Standby Ges Treatment System P. Standby Gas Trestment System Coe.
Two independent standby gas treatment Each standby gas treatment subsystem \ LIS 3.L.H#.3
subsystams shall be OPERAELE. shall be demonstrated OPERABLE:
A 1. Atleast onne per 31 days by Initiating,
PLI : fram the control room, flow throtgh
ths HEPA filtars and charcoal adsorbers
OPERATIONAL MQDE(s) 1, 2, 3 and *. and verifying thet the subsystem

operates for at least 10 hours with the
heaters operating.)

@_LD.Z
5.5.7 2. -Atleast once per(é;months or (1)
"7 sfter any structural maintenance on the m

ACTION;

1. With one standby gas treatment
subsystem inoperable, restore the \
inoperable subsystem to OPERABLE
status within 7 days, or:

- HEPA filter or charcoal adsorber
housings, or (2) followingpainting, fire
or chemical release in any ventilation
zone communicating with the

subsystem by: (4 /7 prosased LTS 35 .7l)

. * a. Verifying that the subsystam 4.6
£.5.17 4 satisfies the in-place penetration '
_ end bypass leakage testing
85.7. 6 acceptance criteria of < 1% and
b. In OPERATIONAL MODE *, uses the test procedure guidance in
suspend handling of irradiated fuel Regulatory Positions C.5.a, C.5.c
- in the secondary containment, and C.5.d of Regulatory Guide
CORE ALTERATIONIs), and 1.62, Revision 2, March 1878 and
operations with a potential for the system flow rate is 4000 cfm /
draining the reactor vessal. The £10%. (gud AWST ZASME AS0~880) AN

provisions of Spacification 3.0.C
are not applicable, b. Verifying(within 37 days aftet)——— p
585 %N {refnoydl)that a laboratory analysis LA
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
tasting criteria of ASTM-D-3803-

a. In OPERATIONAL MODE(s) 1,2 or
3, be in at least HOT SHUTDOWN
within the naxt 12 hours and in
COLD SHUTDOWN within the
following 24 hours.

2. With both standby gas traatmant!
subsystems inoparable in
OPERATIONAL MODE(s) 1,2 or 3)
restore at [east one subsystam to
OPERABLE status within one hour, or
be in at least HOT SHUTDOWN within

the next 12 hours and in COLD 89, for a mathyl lodide penetration
SHUTDOWN within the following of <2.5%, when tested at 30°C
24 hours. . and 70% relative humidity; and

*  When handiing irradiated fuel In the secon ary containment, during CORE ALTERATION(s], end operations)
: with & potentlal for draining the reactor vessal.( v i

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 3/4.7-23 Amendment Nos. 158, 153
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a1 ITS 8.5

CONTAINMENT SYSTEMS SBGT 3/4.7.P

3.7 - LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION 4.7 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

(3. With both standby gas treatment
subsystems inoperable in
OPERATIONAL MODE *, suspend
handling of irradiated fuel in the
secondary containment, CORE

c. Verifying 8 subsystem flow rate of
5.8 7 a 4000 cfm +10% during system
£V 4L operation when tested in
) accordance with ANSI NS10-1980.

ALTERATION(s), and operations with a 3. [Atter svaery 720 hours of charcoal LAY
potential for draining the reactor vessel.) 5.5.7) adsorber oparation by verifyin '
The provisions of Spacification 3.0.C 1daysa o t a laboratory

: analysis of a representative carbon

£.5.77. ¢} sample obtained in accordance with
Regulatory Position C.6.b of Regulatory
Guide 1.52, Revision 2, March 1978,
meets the |aboratory testing criterie of
ASTM-D-3803-89, for a methyi lodide
penatration of <2.5%, whean testad at |

30°C and 70% relative humidity. (0.2
" A.8.7 4. Atleast once per(ﬁgmomhs by:

55.%d + a. Verifying that the prassure drop
across the combined HEPA filters
and charcoal adsorber banks is
<6 inches water gauge while
aparating the filter train at a flow
rate of 4000 cfm +10%.

b.” Verifying that ths filtar train starts
and isolation dampers open on
each of the following test signals;

(oew ITS 246.4.3)

1) Manual initiation from the
control room, and

2) Simulated automatic initiation
signal.)

5.5 %e

O

. Verifying that tha haaters dissipate
30 =3 kw when testad in
accordance with ANSI NS10-1988,
This reading shall include the
appropriate correction for variations
in vaitage.

<. When handling Imadlated fuel In the secondary contaimment, during CORE ALTERATION(sI, and cperations)
with a potential for draining the reactor vessel,)

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 3/4.7-24 Amendment Nos. 158, 153
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Al I7s 5.5

CONTAINMENT SYSTEMS SBGT 3/4.7.P

3.7 - LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION 4.7 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

5. [After each complete or partial
5.5 replacement of a HEPA filter bank by
verifying that the HEPA filter bank
satisfies the in-place penetration and
leakage testing acceptance criteria of
< 1% in accordance with ANSI N510-
1980 while operating the system at a
flow rate of 4000 cfm +10%.

6. [After each complete or partial

587 replacement of a charcoal adsorber-
bank by verifying that the charcoal

radsorber bank satisfies the in-place
penetration and leakage testing
.59, b ——acceptance criteria of <1% in
accordance with ANSI N510-1980 for
a halogenated hydrocarbon refrigerant
test gas while operating the system at
| a flow rate of 4000 cfm +10%.

££.a

The frovicions of SR 3.0.Zand
P 2.0.3 oare arelicable te
_t).e VETP test frezeuewcies.

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 a/4.7-25 Amendment Nos. 150 & 145
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PLANT SYSTEMS

3.8 - LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION

Al

ITs 5.5

CREVS 3/4.8.D

4.8 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

Control Roam Emergency Ventilation System

The control room emergency ventilation
system shall be OPERABLE, with the
system comprised of an OPERABLE control
room emergency filtration system and an
OPERABLE refrigeration control unit (RCU).

APPLICABILITY:

OPERATIONAL MODE(s) 1, 2, 3, and ".

ACTION:

. Control Room Emergency Ventilation System

The control room emergency ventilation
system shall be demonstrated OPERABLE:

At least once per 18 months by
verifying that the RCU has the
capability to remove the required heat
load.

At least once per 31 days by initiating,
from the control room, flow through
the HEPA filters and charcoal adsorber:
and verifying that the system operates
for at least 10 hours with the heaters
operating.)

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

a. With the contro! room emergency

the inoperable system to
OPERABLE status within 7 days or
be in at least HOT SHUTDOWN
within the next 12 hours and in
COLD SHUTDOWN within the
following 24 hours.

. With the refrigeration control unit
i (RCU) inoperable, restore the
inoperable RCU to OPERABLE
status within 30 days or be in at
least HOT SHUTDOWN within th
éze T7s 3. ‘7.}—’ next 12 hours and in COLD
SHUTDOWN within the following
24 hours.

filtration system inoperable, restore) <+

At least once pe
after any structural maintenance on the
HEPA filter or charcoal adsorber
housings, or (2) following/painting, fire
or chemical release in any ventilation
zone communicating with the system

by: ,
Y Add prososed LTS 5. STHA(

a. Verilying that the system satisties

L4974  thein-place penetration and bypass

leakage testing acceptance criteria

5.5 7. L of <0.05% 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 2000{scfm % 10%.

(and ANSI/ASME NSI0-F)Hpq

‘ . When handling irradiated fuel in the secondary containment, during CORE ALTERATION(s), and operations witlﬁ

a potential for draining the reactor vessel. (

"

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 3/4.8-6
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n.| I7s 55

PLANT SYSTEMS " CREVS 3/4.8.D

3.8 - LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION 4.8 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

2. In OPERATIONAL MODE *, with the | b. Verifying(w days IAd
control room emergency filtration 55.7.« [iefhoyaljthat a laboratory analysis
system or the RCU inoperable, of a representative carbon sample
immediately suspend CORE obtained in accordance with
ALTERATION(s}, handling of irradiated Regulatory Position C.6.b of
fuel in the secondary containment and Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2,

Qe TTS operations with a potential for draining March 1978, meets the laboratory
3.7.4 | the reactor vessel. testing criteria of ASTM-D-3803-
89, for a methyl iodide penetration
3. The provisions of Specification 3.0.C of <0.50%, when tested at 30°C
are not applicable in OPERATIONAL and 70% relative humidity; and
MODE *.

c. Verifying a system flow rate of
5559, a 2000 scfm +10% during system
) operation when tested in
$5.9.5 accordance with ANSI N510-1980.

4. /After every 720 hours of charcoal

559 adsorber operation by verifyin
1/days After pgemov 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
1

at 30°C and 70% relative humidity. ! |
Juenming fo;
5§57 5. Atleast once per months by:
- a. Verifying that the pressure drop
£ £ 9.4  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 the tiiter train starts
and isolation dampers close on
manual initiation from the control
room.

*  When handling irradiated fuel in the secondary containment, during CORE ALTERATION(s], and operationsJ
with a potential for draining the reactor v 'Jﬁ g

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 3/4.8-7 Amendment Nos. 1502 /% .
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N ITsS £.5

PLANT SYSTEMS CREVS 3/4.8.D

3.8 - LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION 4.8 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

c. Veritying that during the
pressurization mode of operation,
control room positive pressure is

<_<;M T7S 3.4 maintained at 21/8 inch water
gauge relative to adjacent areas
during system operation at a flow
rate £2000 scfm.

d. Verifying that the heaters dissipate
12 +1.2 kw when tested in
£.5.1.¢  accordance with ANSI N510-
1989. This reading shall include
the appropriate correction for
variations from 480 volts at the
bus.

557 6. (After each complete or partial
= replacement of an HEPA filter bank by
verifying that the HEPA filter bank
Z57.a satisfies the in-place penetration and
Jeakage 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
5.57 replacement of an charcoal adsorber

bank by verifying that the charcoal
adsorber bank satisfies the in-place

.80 6 penetration and leakage testing
acceptance criteria of <0.05% in
accordance with ANSI NE10-1980 for
a halogenated hydrocarbon refrigerant
test gas while operating the system at
flow rate of 2000 scfm +10%.

>

A6

The PrAIVISioNS o¥f CR3.0.2a0d

eR 3.0.3 areasrtlicable 1o

tlhe VETP test freauescies.

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 3/4.8-8 Amendment Nos. 150 ¢ Y€
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0.1 IrT7s 5.5

( Adel prorosed LTS 5.5. 3)_13,6
PLANT SYSTEMS

Offgas Explosive Mixture 3/4.8.H

3.8 - LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION 4.8 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

H. Offgas Explosive Mixture _H. Otfgas Explosive Mixture
S5 %0

5;9 o The c;ncentration of hydrogen in the offgas The concentration of hydrogen in the offgas
e holdup system shall be limited (1&'<4 % b%) holdup system shall be determined to be

(vefurpél I within the above limits gsa/réquured by Table )
—{3<Z.H-1 of Spetification ¥.2.H.

LAS

Specification 3.0.C/Are not applicable.

—

The provisions o4 S8 3.0.2 ard S 3.0.3 are aoslicaible to thae

Erelosive Ges awd Storase TanlC Radisactivity Mouvitorive Prosrae

Surveillavce  Freaueueics ]

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 3/4.8-22 Amendment Nos. 150 & 12§
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5.5.8.b

I7s £.4

Liquid Holdup Tanks 3/4.8.J

- SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

The quantity of radioactive material
contained in each e fo ing)tan

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

(At all times.

ACTION:

Al
Bdd erorosed LTS 5.5.8 —Ia.g
PLANT SYSTEMS
3.8 - LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION 4.8
J. Liquid Heldup Tanks J.
y 558.b

Liquid Holdup Tanks

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 contents/at

days
adde

aterials to the tarik.("

With thg quantity of radioactive materi
| any of/the above ideptified tanks exceéding

the apove limit, immiediately suspend’ ali

addi/t/ions of radioactive material to the tank

\

ntents to within the limit. The’ provisions

and within 48 hogrs reduce the t
c
f

Specificatiofl 3.0.C are not géplicable.

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3

3/4.8-24

Amendment Nos.
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Al I7Ts 5.5

A.C. Sources - Operating 3/4.

M&oﬂ Proposed TTS 5.5.9
4.9 - SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

ELECTRICAL POWER SYSTEMS

3.9 - LIMITING CONDITIC.NS FOR OPERATION

S.A

store the diesel generator o 5.

be in at least HOT SHUTDOWN
within the next 12 hours and in a. Sampling new fuel oil prior to

COLD SHUTDOWN within the I.5.9 addition to the storage tanks in
following 24 hours. L 55.9.a accordance with applicable AST

Each of the required diesel generator

OPERABLE status within 7 days or shall be demonstrated CPERABLE by:
<__.

M

power sources and one of the above b. Verifying]prior to addition to the

required diesel generator power sources) $.59.4./ storage tanksthat the sample
inoperable: 559.a 9 meets the applicablef ASTM

standards, and :
With one of the above offsite circuit\ \soec!fic gravity 4 (Llash PoivF M3

a.

the remaining offsite circuit power

source by performing Surveillanc LA contamination, and
Requirement 4.9.A.1.a withi aud othe Protertics M3
1 hour and at least once per, adofiu""v') c. Verifying within 31|days of
8 hours thereafter{ /2 mufvdf,.l £5.9.5 that the
o storage tacks mL—@ematic viscosit ithin
. applicable ASTM limits.

If the diesel generator is inoperable
[due to any cause other than
preplanned preventive maintenance

cs5q standards for AP gravit ,ﬁa‘?ﬂ
Demonstrate the OPERABILITY of [ $5.%.a.3 m:a
for free water and particulate

L

6. Each of the required diesel genefatorj
shall be demonstrated OPERABLE by:

or testing, demonstrate the
OPERABILITY" of the remaining
OPERABLE diesel generator by
performing Surveiliance

Requirement 4.9.A.2.c™ within
8 hours unless the absence of any
potential common mode failure for
the remaining diesel generator is
demonstrated (if it has not been
successfully tested within the past
24 hours} and within the

8. Sampling and analyzing the bulk

31 days in accordance with
applicable ASTM standards, and

5.59¢ fuel storage tanks at least once per

s5.59.cy”

contaminant.is @}Q mg/liter.
L

subsequent 72 hours for each
OPERABLE diesel generator.

TR

The provicions o ¥ SR 3.0.7 awvdA SR30.3
anre QPPII'CA/.)IP +a f/l¢ D;(Je/ Fuet Oil
Testins Prosram Testinvs Freeuescies.

4

successful test of OPERABILITY per eiliance Requirement 4.9.A.2.c under this ACTION statement

satisfies the diesel generator test requirements of ACTION(s) 1 or 2 above.

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
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Al I75 5.5

Definitions 1.0

1.0 DEFINITIONS

MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO {MCPR) |
The MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCPR) shall be the smallest CPR which exists in the)
core.

‘ \—<€m_ z7s Chapﬁ.w /.0>—‘
5.5.1 OFFSITE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL {ODCM) )

The OFFSITE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL (ODCM]} shall contain the methodelogy 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
Setpoints, and in the conduct of the Environmental Radiological Monitoring Program. G'_ﬁe—
VDCM shall'also contain the Radioactive uent 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.

£8.1.a

LS81.b

OPERABLE - 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
attendant instrumentation, controls, normal or emergency 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
ot the UFSAR, 2) authorized under the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59, or 3) otherwise approved

by the Commission.

KPRESSURE 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 ¢ 173~
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Al

ITS 3.5

ODCM 6.14

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
L.£.1 8.14 OFFSITE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL (ODCM,)
2.5.1.C 6.14.A Changes to the ODCM:
S el 1. Shall be documented and records of reviews performed shall be retained. This

documentation shall contain:

SSle ! @ a. Sufficient information to support the change to
analyses or evaluations justifying the changel(s) and,
<S5 W) b. A determination that the change will maintain the jevel of

control required by 10 CFR 20.1302, 40 CFR Part 190, 1
Appendix | to 10 CFR Part 50 and not adversely impact t

of effluent, dose, or setpoint calculations.

£.5.1.c. 2. 2. Shall become effective after review

gether with the appropriate

radioactive effiuent
O CFR 50.36a, and

he accuracy or reliability

and acceptance, including approval by the (Station)

£85.(¢.3 3. Shall be submitted to the Commission in the form of a compiete,
entire ODCM as a part of or concurrent with the Radioactive Efflu
period of the report in which any change to the ODCM was made effective. Each

gs in the margin of the affected pages, clearly

was changed, and shall

change shall be identified by markin
indicating the area of the page that

month/year) the change was impiemented.

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3
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S

DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

ADMINISTRATIVE

Al

A2

A3

A4

A5

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 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.¢), 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.

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.

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.

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

A7

A.8

A9

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.

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.

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.

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

A1l

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.

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

M.2

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.

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

ITS5.5.11 Safety Function Determination Program (SFDP)
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE

M.2
(cont’d)

M.3

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

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"

LAl

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
(cont’d)

LA2

LA3

in vital areas under accident conditions. This program is designed to minimize
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.

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 83-01 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).

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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TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE

LA3
(cont’d)

LA .4

LA.S

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

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.

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

S TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE (continued)

LA.6

LA.7

LD.1

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.

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.

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
(cont’d)

1LD.2

testing, and/or operator/system engineer walkdowns. In addition,
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.bas
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.

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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LD.2
(cont’d)

LD.3

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 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,55.7.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.

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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LD.3
(cont’d)

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 (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,5.5.7b,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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"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
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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 cffect 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
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Reporting Réquirements 6.9

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5.(- 6.8  REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

in addition to the applicable reporting requirements of Title 10, Code of Federal

Regulations, the following identified reports shali be submitted (to the Regio 0
(Administrator of the’ appropriate Hegional tice of the NRC dhless othe@' e noted. 2

6.9.A. tine Reports i cecordavce with 10 CFE 5_0."/)
A3
2. ual Re
5.6.1 Annual 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.
(The reports requireg-shall incluge: A3
— ‘(c\zjd proposad I7S 5.6.1 /Uc@———-‘ﬂ.‘{

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

s and surveillance, inservice inspection, routine maintenance, special maintenance

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

to various duty functions may be estimated based o pocket dosimeter or TLD.

Small exposures totaling less than 20% of the mﬂnvu%ual 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.

]
(E—ICL‘f'!‘au e O f‘)

limit. Each’result should include date and time of sampling and tjfe radioiodine
concentrations; (3) Clean-up system flow history starting 48 hqgdrs prior to the
ceeded:; {4) Graph of theA-131 concentration
jon i i igS per gram as a

I; and {5) The time duration
ceeded the radioiodine limit/\

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 6-13 Amendment Nos. 150 & *

Faee | o8 &
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Reporting Requirements 6.8

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

56,2 3. Annusl Radiological Environmental Operating Report Ay
y (add proposed Z75 $.6.2 tota)—

The Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report covering the operation of the L ,
Unit during the previous calendar year shall be submitted prior to Maym@—J '
The raport shall include summaries, interpretations, and analysis of trends of the
rasuits of the Radiological Environmental Monitoring Program for the reporting period.

The material provided shall he consistent with the objectivas outlined in (1) the ODCM
and (2) Sections 1V.B.2, IV.B.3, and IV.C of Appendix | to 10 CFR Part 50. ’

£ 6L.3 4 Radioactive Effluent Release Report

~{add propesed I75 5.6, 2 A/o:‘a.)—-——-ﬂ"'{

The Radioactive Effiuent Release Report covering the operation of the facility during iag) .
the previous celsndar year shall be submitted prior to ABg1 of each yeary_The report . -/—~’
shall include a summary of the guantities of radioactive liquid and gasesus effluents
and solid waste released from the facility. The material provided shall be (1)
consistent with the objectives outlined in the ODCM and PCP and (2) in conformance
with 10 CFR 50.36a and Ssction (V.B.1 of Appendix { to 10 CFR Part §0.

54.4/ 5. Monthly Operating Report (i accondance with 10 CFRE0.26 o A"

Routine reports of operating statistics and shutdown expsrience, inciuding
documentation of all challenges to safety valves or safety/relief valves, shall be

submitted on @& manthly basis 6 the Director, BHice of Resource Mapdgement, U.S n 2
uclear Regulatory Commjssion, Washingter, D.C, 20555, wi o th !
i ini r N i ffica)no later than the 16th of each

month following the calendar month covered by the report.
6.5 6. CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT
EL.L.o a. Core operating limits shall be established and documentsd in the CORE
OPERATING LIMITS REPORT before aach reload cycle or any remaining part of a
reioad cycle for the following:

Slba.5 (1) The Control Rod Withdrawal Biock Instrumentation for Tabie 3.2.E-1 of
Specification 3.2.E.

S8l {2) The Averags Planar Linear Heat Generation Rate {APLHGR) Limit for
Specification 3.11.A.

S$6.5a. 3 (3] The Steady State Linear Heat Generation Rate {SLHGR) for Specification
3.11.D. .

554 A
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I7s 5.6

Reporting Requirements 6.8

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

£6.5. b b. The ansiytical methods used to determine the operating limits shall be those
previously reviewed and approved by the NRC in the latest approved revisicn of
supplement of topical reports:

55.5.6.1 (1) ANF-1125(P}A), "Critical Power Corrslation - ANFB."

$b.5. 5.2 (2) ANE-524(P)A), *ANF Critical Power Methodology for Boiling Water

5.45.6.2 (3)

5.6.5.6.4 &)

5.6.5.6.5 {5)

5¢.5.6.6 (6)

568567 (7)

s6.s.bg (8)

56.569 {9

£i.s b (10}

S..S.b.11

n

Reactors.”

XN-NF-78-71(PHA), "Exxon Nuclear Plant “Transient Methodology for Boiling
Watsr Reactors.”

XN-NF-80-19(P){A}, "Exxcn Nuclear Mathodology for Boiling Water Reactors.”

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

ANF-S13(P){A), "CONTRANSAZ: A Computer Program for Boiling Water
Reactor Transient Analysis.”

XN-NF-82-06(PMA), Quaslification of Exxon Nugciear Fusl for Extended Burnup
Supplement 1 Extanded Burnup Qualification of ENC 8x9 BWR Fuel,
Supplement 1, Revision 2, Advanced Nuclear Fusls Corporation, May 1988.

ANBE-89-14(FPNA), Advanced Nuclear Fuels Corporation Generic Mechanical
Design for Advance Nuclear Fusls Corporation 8x9-1X and 9x8-8X BWR
Reload Fuel, Revision 1 and Supplements 1 and 2, Advanced Nuclear Fuels
Corporation, October 1881.

ANE-B9-98{F){A). Genaric Mechanical Design Criteria for BWR Fuel Dasigns,
Revision 1 and Revision 1 Suppiement 1, Advanced Nuciear Fuels
Corparation, May 1985,

ANF-91-048(P)(A), Advanced Nuclear Fusis Corporation Methodology for
Boiling Water Reactors EXEM BWR Evaluation Model, Advanced Nuclear Fuels
Carporation, January 1833.

Commenwealth Edison Company Topical Report NESR-0021, "Benchmark of
CASMO/MICROBURN BWR Nuclear Design Methods", and associated

Supplements cn Neutronics Licensing Analyses (Supplement 1) and La Salie
County Unit 2 Benchmarking (Supplement 2). [

DRESDEN -UNITS 2 & 3 ' 8-15 Amendment Nos. 160 & 158




I7TS 5.6

Al

Reporting Requirements 6.9
ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

56.556.12 (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.
=

c. | The core operating limits report shall be determined so that all applicable limits
L5 {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. (1 he CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT, including
ny mid-cycle revisions ot suppiements thereto shall be provided on issuance, for
56.5.d

each reload cycle, to the NRC Docyment Control Pesk with copies 6 the Regigral)—
ministraior a esident Tnspetios.

R
6.9.B ' {Erecial Regons—4.3 .
Spegial reports sp:a/ll/be submittpd {pothe Regional A@ministrator of the NRC Regiefial Offic
thin the time period specifi€d for eack’report,
6.10

.8
INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK

(13) EMF-85-14 (P), RODEX2A (BWR) Fuel Rod Thermal

Mechawical Evaluation Model, Suselemest | (F) (R) \

A.lo
and Surolement 2 (P (A), Siemens Power Corroration
Feb ruary (998. r
éRESDEN - UN]TS-2 &3 6-16

Amendment Nos. 171; 166
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. IT

INSTRUMENTATION Accident Monitors 3/4.2.F
TABLE 3.2.F-1 {Continued)

ACCIDENT MONITORING INSTRUMENTATION
ACTION .
/—<Suz Z75 3.3.3.>

ACTION 60 - a. With the number of OPERABLE accident monitoring instrumentation
CHANNEL(s) less than the Required CHANNELI(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.

ACTION 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
preplanned alternate method of monitoring the appropriate parameter(s) within
72 hours, and:

Either restore the inoperable CHANNEL (s) to OPERABLE status within 7 days
of the event, or
@—

S.b. G b. Prepare and submit a Special! Report to the Commission pursuant to "r‘lM]

Specification 6.9.8 within| days following the event)Butlining the action
taken, the cause of the inoperability and the plans and schedule for restoring
the system to OPERABLE status.

a.  With the number of OPERABLE accident monitoring instrumentation
CHANNELI(s) one 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.

With the number of OPERABLE accident monitoring instrumentation
CHANNEL(s) less than the Minimum CHANNEL(s) shown in Table 3.2.F-1;
restore at least one inoperable CHANNEL to OPERABLE status within 7 days
or be in at least HOT SHUTDOWN within the next 12 hours.

\—<Sm z7s 3~3.5.>

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 3/4.2-39 Amendment Nos. 1503 15
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS: 5.6 - REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

ADMINISTRATIVE

Al

A2

A3

A4

A5

A6

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)).

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.

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.

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.

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.

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
(cont’d)

A7

A8

A9

A.10

necessitates reporting, any minor differences are negligible with regard to safety.
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.

- 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.

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.

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.

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

TECHNICAIL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE

"Generic"

LA.1

"Specific”

L.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.

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



A.| ITS 5.7

High Radiation Area 6.12

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5.7 6.12 HIGH RADIATION AREA

Sl 6.12.A 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 figh radiation
area and entrance thereto shall be controlled by requiring issuance of a Radiation Work
Permit (RWP)™ {or equivalent document). Any individual or group of individuals permitted
10 enter such areas shall be provided with or accompanied by one or more of the foilowing:

a. 1. A radiation monitoring device which continuously indicates the radiation dose rate in
the area. :
b. 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 bae_n 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).

A2
| 3
SIM&’/ viduals aualified (¥ \_j
rad iedion Protection Proceduces
such (ndividuels)
£l a i Physigs pemgnnebor personnel escorted byf s8N physics-personna) shall 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. 150 & 145"
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A.l ITS 5.1

High Radiation Area 6.12

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5.7 2 6.12.8B 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:

a. 1. Doors shall be locked to prevent unauthorized entry and shall not prevent individuals
from leaving the area. [n 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 @r%

(prfeipgsuporvision- (nadic iow rrofection A2

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 l(adiation {'rotection Zechniciarzl_
may be substituted for an alarming dosimeter.

"’p aréad

£.73 §. For individual HIGH RADIATION AREAS accessible to personnel with radiation leveis of
greater than 1000 mrem/h at 30 cm (12 in.) that are located within large areas where

o 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. 150 & 145
\\/"
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A2

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 1



CTS 6.4

G

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

6.4  TRAIN G)
A refraining and replacemgnt program for the unit staff shgll be maintained undef the ha.l
dirdction of the appropriate on site manager. Training shiall be in accordance with ANSI
8.1-1971 and 10 CFR 55 for appropriate designated positions and shall inglude
miliarization with relevant industry operational experiénce. [ ?
DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 6-5 Amendment Nos. 150 & 1S
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
CTS: 6.4 - TRAINING

ADMINISTRATIVE

None

TECHNICAL CHANGES - MORE RESTRICTIVE

None

TECHNICAL CHANGES - LESS RESTRICTIVE

"Generic"

LA.1

"Specific”

None

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.

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

None

Dresden 2 and 3 1



Crs 6.7

fety Limit Violatigh 6.7 /°
ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS /

6.7 _ SAFETY LIMIT VIOLATION
A

The following éctions shall be taken in the event @ Safety Limit is vjolated:

Al

aRernate y——oikh.d
documenting the,
to the NRC. 1.1

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 6-8 Amendment Nos. 150 ¢ %«

FPage ) o«r |



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
CTS: 6.7 - SAFETY LIMIT VIOLATION

ADMINISTRATIVE

Al

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

"Specific”

None

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.

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

None

Dresden 2 and 3 1



cTs 6.1l

Radiation Proyection Program 6.1
ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS LA

ocedures for personnel radiation p ection shall be pfepared consistent with t
irements of 10 CFR Part 20 an shall be approved, maintained and adhered Ao for ail

srations involving personnel ragfation exposure.j‘

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 6-17 Amendment Nos. 150 & 15
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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"

LAl

"Specific”

None

None

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.

* RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

Dresden 2 and 3 1



£Ts 6.3

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

analyses or evaluations justifying the change(s) and,

determination that the chan9 will maintain the overall copiformance of the

solidified waste product to exjsting requirements of Federaj, State, or other
applicable reguiations.

Shall become effective after review and acceptance, including approval by the Station
Manager. ’

DRESDEN - UNITS 2& 3 6-20 Amendment Nos. 150 ¢ 1vS
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LTS £./3

<{Sea ITS Chapter 1.0

Definitions 1.0

1.0 DEFINITIONS

PRIMARY CONTAINMENT INTEGRITY (PCI}

PRIMARY CONTAINMENT INTEGRITY (PCl) shall exist when:

a. All primary containment penetrations required to be closed during accident conditions
are either:

1) Capable of being closed by an OPERABLE primary containment automatic isolation
valve system, or

2) Closed by at least one manual valve, blind flange, or deactivated automatic valve
secured in its closed position, except for valves that are open under administrative
control as permitted by Specification 3.7.D.

b. All primary containment equipment hatches are closed and sealed.

c. Each primary containment air lock is in compliance with the requirements of
Specification 3.7.C.

The primary containment leakage rates are maintained within the limits of
Specification 3.7.A.

The suppression chamber is in compliance with the requirements of Specification
3.7.K.

The sealing mechanism associated with each primary containment penetration; e.g.,
welds, bellows or O-rings, is OPERABLE. ~

PROCESS/EONTROL PROGRAM (PCA) ) :
The PROCESS CONTROL PROZRAM (PCP) Zﬁau contain’the current férmulas, sampling,

anglysis, test, and determinations to be made to ensuré that processing and pacifaging of so

radioactive wastes based o demonstrated processing of actual or/simulated wgt solid was @
ill be accomplished in su¢h a way as tg assure cophpliance with/ 10 CFR Par$ 20, 61, an

71, State re?ulations, burial ground requirements, /and other reqlirements gotverning the

disposal o%olid radioagtive waste. /

RATED THERMAL POWER (RTP)\
RATED THERMAL POWER (RTP) shall be a total reactor core heat transfer rate to the reactor

coolant of 2527 MWT.

REACTOR PROTECTION SYSTEM (RPS) RESPONSE TIME
REACTOR PROTECTION SYSTEM (RPS) RESPONSE TIME shall be the time interval for each
trip function from the opening of the sensor contact up to and including the opening of the trip

actuator.

Sea ITS Chapter 1.0>
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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 1



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
5.1

TS
5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
<6. |> 5.1 Responsibility

S+ﬂ-+l’0 ‘)\ A . 7'-57';'65
(Station) ‘t Tawr ;
(6’.!. A> 5.1.1 The@w shall be responsible for overall unit d.wuzars Aeta

operation and7shall delegate in writing the succession to this net Shown

W responsibility during his absence.

: t m or pis designee shall approve,.prioro
TSTF impleméntation, each proposed test, experiment modificatign” to

-b5 [systems or equipment that affect nuclear safely.c

(Sewior Peuctor Doerator LSO : :
e 3 3 SY i
4!)- Z> 2] 5.1.2 (A) oﬂ 1 : ) ) sha'l'lbe responsible forthe contro

while either uwif
is in MODE
/J 250»’3 /

designated to assume the cofitrol room command
R P B y DT} D 0o

] aD | D i 2 0m ne i in
MODE 4 or 5,,an individual with an active SR

jcense or Reactor
Operator license shall be designated to assume the control room
command function.\(,n d.fueled (bdh aNiTs are

BWR/4 STS 5.0-1 ‘ Rev 1, 04/07/85



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.

Dresden 2 and 3 1



Organization

s> o

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
<G.27 5.2 Organization

6.1 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. .

é-l-"\-b 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, functionalJusl:fy
descriptions of departmental responsibilities and T A<su rasce
relationships, and job descriptions for key personnel Ua
Tuseot 52.1.a — positions,tor r1;n];:qg'iv‘z;'lem‘. fongs oftgocumentation. éjhese —_—
requirementslysha e documented in the I
(station ) (ratosed Y(D . . i - é&&
' .b. Th shall be responsible for overall . TorF
4““2-42) safe operation of the plant and shall have control over . o
those onsite activities necessary for safe operation and -GS

i maintenance of the plantQx( (cfFicen)
&2a3> . (RE/ ecTTiEd corporatel ERETTIVE poszmom) 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-ande > .
ZG.Z.A.'-/ i d. The individuals who train the operating staff, (CEFFY oHL)
i heaith phyt or |m\ 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.

28> 5.2.2° Unit Staff
The unit staff organization shall include the following:
62.8,1 a. (K npfi-Ticensed operato¥ shall be assigned to each reactor '
( > &Oﬁ::ining fuel and/an additional non-}Acensed ope}*{:,or ' Tusert $122.a

boc mad

{continued)
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lTSTF-éS'l 2| 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 5.2.2.3

total of three non-licensed operators for the two umits is reguired-in all
gonditions. (At least one of the required non-licensed operators shall be

ss1gned to each unit.

Insert Page 5.0-2



Ts>

Organization

5.2 Organization

(628> s5.2.2
(6:1.B.0>

Unit Staff (continued)

757F-258

lll changes not
l:I adoptec

b. At least one licensed Reactor Operafor (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

62825

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

—
: ‘ ‘;_____————_——{:?D fication,
c. Shift crew composition may be Jess than\the minimum e e dte 3

requirement of 10 CFR 50.54(m)(2)(i) andV¥5.2.2.a and 5.2.2.g
for a period of time not to exceed 2 hours in order to

LB

(6.1.85)
ZJhoe LA,

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

d. A {Health Physic @@chnici:aﬂ 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.

\\- accommodate unexpected absence of on-duty shift crew members

é. // Administrative procedures shall be deyéloped and implemented
to limit the working hours of unit staff who perform safety
related functipfis (e.g., licensed SRPs, licensed ROs, heal
physicists, adxiliary operators, and key maintenance
personnel). . :

Adequate /Shift coverage shall be maintained without rodtine
heavy uge of overtime. The objective shall be to haye
operating personnel work an [8/or 12] hour day, nominal

40 hpur week while the unit i5 operating. Howevep, in the
everit that unforeseen probleps require substantidl amounts
of/overtime to be used, or during extended peribds of
utdown for refueling, or maintenance, or/major plant
modification, on a temporvary basis the following guidelines
shall be followed:

1. An individual shguld not be permitted to work more than
16 hours straight, excluding shift Aurnover time;

—

TSTF
-5

(continued)

BWR/4 STS
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Organization
5.2

5.2 Organization

5.2.2

| ln3s)

Unjt Staff (continued) '

——

2. An individual shoyld not be permitted work more than
16 hours in any 24 hour period, nor mpre than 24 hours
. in any 48 hour period, nor more than/72 hours in any
7 day period, 411 excluding shift-tdrnover time;

t for the entire staff on a shift.

Any devjation from the above Juidelines shall be/authorized
in advance by the [Plant Superintendent} or his/designee, in

accordance with approved administrative procedures, or by . |TsTF
higher levels of managemefdt, in accordance with established 65

procedures and with docyhentation of the bagis for granting
the deviation.

Controls shall be inluded in' the proceddres such that
individual overtime/shall be reviewed monthly by the-[iFlant
Superintendent] oy his designee to enstire that excessive

hours have not b€en assigned. Routipe deviation from the

above guideline$ is not authorized. ]

T3TF-258

l:l*—-cﬁ 2$ not

adquuJ

J62.8.6>
o2.e)>

(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). :

The ﬁperations lﬂ'anager or t Pperations Manadep]) B -65
sha'lq hold an SRO license. X =77

The Shift Technical Advisor (STA) shall provide advisory

technical support to the SRTtT Supervisor (53). 1

of thermal hydraulics, reactor engineering, “and plant

analysis with regard to the safe operation of the unit. 1In

addition, the STA shall meet the qualifications specified by

;:eftommission Policy Statement on Engineering Expertise on
ift.

BWR/4 STS
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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 ComEd Byron and Braidwood Stations.

Dresden 2 and 3 1



o Unit Staff Qualifications
__ LCTSY 5.3

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
/6,3> 5.3 Unit Staff Qualifications

Note: Minimum qualifications f6r members of the unit

be specified by use of an overall qualjfication statement refergncing an ANSI

Standard’ acceptable to the NRC staff of by specifying indivi 1 position
{fications. Generally, the first method is preferable; fowever, the

cond method is adaptable to thgse unit staffs requiring Apecial

of unique organizational structures.

7

63> Csaa

qualifications of ([Regulato uide 1.5,
Y¥ecen visions, or ANSI Standard acceptable
The ff not covered by [Regulatory Guide 1.8

exceed the minimum quatifications of [Regul ~
AGuides, or ANSI Stapdards acceptable to N Z;;fii
. O —— 4
: adopted

AusT AL18.1-1971, zxc::.pfér tha radiation profx.c'ffou manager who shaJ

maat or exceed Fha. qua./;'-piaa'ffbn.r for "Raiation Protection Mnnagd,r "
?tgu/a’/om/ Guicle 1.8, S‘LP'}Z.MbL" /975’./ ’

BWR/4 STS 5.0-5 Rev 1, 04/07/95



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 ComEd 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

— LeTs >

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
( 6.8 5.4 Procedures

Z@.%. A> 5.4.1 Written procedures shall be established, implemented, and
; maintained covering the following activities: :

(6.8.11.|> a. The applicable procedures recommended in Regulatory
Guide 1.33, Revisipn 2, Appendix A, February 1978;

(4’- g-"')-7\> b. The emergency operating procedures re
requirements of NUREG-0737 and {kd” RUR
as stated in [fGeneric Letter 82-33%; T 7]
€ _Muality assurance for effluent and enviponmental MORTtpFing;) |
Z(o.@. n.’7> @-—)@. Fire Protection Program implementation; and

Jooc M.1N - A1l programs specified in Specification 5.5.

quired to implement the

BWR/4 STS 5.0-6 ‘ Rev 1, 04/07/95



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



— LeTS>

Programs and Manuals

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
Z G.B> 5.5 Programs-and Manuals

The fo110wiﬁg programs shall be established, implemented and maintained.

o> ssa

J6.14.8)
Jea4A>

Led4n 1>

ATYARS)

VALY

(6.14./-).3)

a.

——

L)

>

<:>) Licensee initiated changes to the ODCM: ]

QED%Z} A determination that the change(s) maintain the levels

calculations;
TSTF
@.LD Shall become effective after s
site peview fungfion the approval of the {PTan?
at); and TSIF

Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM)

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 effiuent monitoring alarm and trip
setpoints, and in the conduct of the radiological
environmental monitoring program; and

The ODCM shall also contain the radioactive effluent
controls and radiological environmental monitoring activitiess
and descriptions of the information that should be included

in the Annual Radiological Environmental Operating, and
Radioactive Effluent Re1easq@,fiports reguired by

Specification [[5.6.2f and Specification (}5.6.3§.

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

Aufficient information to support the change(s)
together with the appropriate analyses or evaluations
Justifying the change(s), and

of radioactive effluent control required by ____45{]
10 CFR 20.1302, 40 CFR 190, 10 CFR 50.36a, and 462:%— ]

10 CFR 50, Appendix I, and/not adversely impact the ==
accuracy or reliability of effluent, dose, or setpoint

Mmavaasen S

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
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o (C T3 > Programs and’ Hanugl g

5.5 Programs and Manuals

<C.W.ﬁ.3> 5.5.1 .Of;’gigg Dose Calcylation Manual (ODCM) (continued)

‘that was changed, and shall indicate the date (i.e., month
and year) the change was implemented.

J68.0.0)5.5.2 Primary Coolant Soyrces Outside Containment

This program provides controls to minimize leakagée from those
portions of systems outside containment that could contain highly
radioactive fluids during a serious transient or accident to
ﬁ° w FPrecsure~, levels as low as practicable. The systems include [fithe oW

. @Pressyre Core Spray, High Pressure Coolant Injection, §esiduaD
Lodant Twdection , r Core Ispfation Cooling, To

(Tsol Fiow Con dw“m' process samp 1ng,,gnd.5tandby Gas Treatmentf}.
Shutdown CDoIiuﬂn include the fo'l'lowmg. @pufaiumenf mouh‘om‘w_‘r,

a. Preventive maintenance and periodic visual inspection
[('Q‘D‘_’ L requirements; and

The program shall

[g,g‘ 0.1.6> b. Integrated leak test requirements for each system at m_
. (cefueTipg”cycle intervals @r/Tess: L

—{The provisiovs of SR 3.0.2 are arelicable Yo the Z4mownth Freeuemys

5.5.3 - Post Accident Samplin lﬂn vecformide infearated svstem leaK testactivities.
o ZC‘S‘D‘3> This program provides controls that ensure the capability to T
obtain and analyze reactor coolant, radicactive 35834 and
particulates in plant gaseous effluentstand containment atmosphere 5
samples under accident conditions. The program shall include the O [I]
following:
[é.B‘D.S.aB a. Training of personnel:
(g.g, 0.3,b> b. _Procedures for sampling and analysis; and
(é.& D.?.c_> c. Provisions for maintenance of samp'ling. and analysis
equipment.
5.5.4 Radioactive Effluent Controls Program
é& ,_2. D'Lf> 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 radicactive effluents as low as reasonably

(continued)
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Programs and Manuals
5.5

5.5 Programs and Manuals

ZG.Q.D.LI> 5.5.4

Bam.a.sﬂ!g_if__qnugn_lm (continued)

achievable. The program shall be contained in the ODCM, shall be
jmplemented by procedures, and shall include remedial actmns to
be taken-whenever the program limits are exceeded. The program
shall include the following elements:

Limitations on the functional capability of radicactive’
liquid and gaseous monitoring instrumentation mc'ludmg
surveillance tests and setpoint determination in accordance
with the methodology in the ODCM;

Limitations on the concentrations of radioactive material Lo /0CFR

released in liquid effluents to unrestricted areas, 201001 -
Em Appendix B, Table 2, Column 2; 20,2402

A B.0.M. 2 a.
{6.8.0.4. L) b
Fen fimes +he )
f/:luceui’ra.f‘iod conforming tos
ues in_ [/
Z&:QID.L/. C> “
/él g- D. “o d> d.
(6.8 00e e.
8044 f..
Appendix I;
(&804.5> g.

-annual dose or dose commitment, conformmg to 10 CFR 50,

Monitoring, sampling, and anaA'lysi's of radioactive liquid and
gaseous effluents in accordance with 10 CFR 20.1302 and with
the methodology and parameters in the ODCM;

Limitations on the annual and quarterly doses or dose
commitment to a member of the public from radiocactive
materials in liquid effluents released from each unit to
unrestricted areas, conforming to 10 CFR 50, Appendix I;

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;

Limitations on the functional capab1‘|1ty 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

Limitations on the dose rate resulting from radioactive
_material re‘leased in gaseous effluentsito areas\beyond the

" site boundar tormipf to the/dose a m{%ocutef with)
~{10°CFR 20, Ap ndix B; Table %, Colu

(continued)
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Shall ba in decordance with +he -/'o//nwmg A\

2. DMs. \ || /. For noble gases: o dose rate £ 500 mrams /c/r 75 -M:. whole éma':/ and a dosa vate’ T
emiedl| | Prroblegens o e ez

Ze,g.p.q,gé 2. For iodine=-131, iodine~-133s +ridium, and 4// radionuelides in particulate fovm with
hatf lives _qmm‘c.r than 8 days i a dose rafe £ /500 mrams Jyr 70 auy ovgan;




<ﬂfTZS;> ‘ ‘ Programs and Manug]g

5.5 Programs and Manuals

Radioactive Effluent Controls Program (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
in gaseous effluents released from each unit to areas beyond
the site boundary, conforming to 10 CFR 50, Appendix I;[ '

J. Limitations 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 190; 1@and )

2

(k< Limitations'on venting and purging of the/Mark II
containment through the Standby Gas Treatment System fo
g:a1nta releases as Jow as reasonab1 achievable (in BWR/4s

5.5.5 Component Cyclic or Transient Limit @——.

A‘*C M'?-> This program provides controls to track thelFSAR Section T,
cyclic and transient occurrences to ensure that components are
maintained within the design limits.

Thi’s program provides controls for monitofing any tendon
gradation in pre-stressed concrete cortainments, including
effectiveness of its corrosion protection medium, to ensure
containment structural integrity. e program shall include
baseline measurements prior to initial operations. The Tend
Surveillance Program, inspection’ frequencies, and acceptan
-criteria shall be in accordangé with [Regulatory Guide 1.
Revision 3, 1989].

The provisions of SR 3.0,2 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable/to the
Tendon Surveillance Program inspection frequencies.

(continued)

BWR/4 STS 5.0-10 o Rev 1, 04/07/95
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' Z ars > : Programs and Manug'l g

5.5 Programs and Manuals (continued)

(5
dioE> 559 9] pservice Testine prosras
This program provides controls for inservice testing of ASME Code [rop-
'"P-S aund V“/"ﬂLc’lass 1, 2, and 3 ents(including appliedbie suggogjm 3'7?
(prograh sha1l inglude he foYlowing:—

4/.0.5 Z a. Testing fr’-equencies specified in Section XI of the ASME| [————h
> Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda are

as follows:

ASME Boiler and Pressure
Vessel Code and
applicable Addenda

terminology for Required Frequencies
inservice testing for performing inservice
activities testing 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

R 2 years At least once per 731 days
£ (Evary 48 months A+ least oyce per el daq
<‘(-°~E\35 b. The provisions of SR 3.0.2 are applicable to the above
required Frequencies for performing inservice testing

activities;

Zbor_ (.\,7_> c. The provisions of SR 3.0.3 are applicable to inservice
testing activities; and

é/.o. E.,S') d. Nothing in the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code shall be
construed to supersede the requirements of any TS.

JH7:PS @g@ B |
B> g5 Ventilation Filter Testing Program
The VFTP FogTAR) shall (b establishé&To inglencht the required——{10]

é a testing of Engineered Safety Feature (ESF) filter ventilation
o¢ ~l°> systems/a e fyuencie;’ specified in [Regulatory Guide N
and An accgrdance/with [Regulatpry Guide 1.52, Revisign 2, ME)

N516-1989/ and AG-1]/
Tnsert 557+
From Paga 5.0-13) > _(continued)
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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



- ZCT5> Programs and Manuals

5.5 Programs and Manuals

t—- .
5.58 Yentilation Filter Testing Program (VFTP) (continued)
4‘/'?’&2“‘5 a. Demonstrate for each of the ESF systems that an inplace test
{op2.ch : of the HEPA filters e:htiws a pe:etrati?:hag syit:m bypass
VP, ifred bel nggjg@ when tested in accordance with (JRegulatory
4 P?)(SPeCHEle now uide 1.52, Revision 2, andSASMEL:N510-1983% at the system
5‘:88.0‘.: ;.>> flowrate specified below (Q@_X}p ST/ (©) ]
WB.0.3. 0 .
Q42865 . [I:]_@ ESF VentiTation System Flowrate
(THSEET 357 /o ] / | l:
4:.7.9.1.4) b. Demonstrite for each of the ESF systems that an inplace test
( Frad hel of the charcoal adsorber shows a penetration and system
SPecities be °"’)—m when tested in_accordance with [fRegulatory
2. o> Guide 1.52, Revision 2, andVASMElN510-198F% at the system
LU P.6~ flowrate specified below m ©

Zi42.0.2.4> [D_'@

CHBn.3CS ESF Ventjtation System Flowrate
CI'NSEIZT £5.9.b
{4.8.0.17>

dva.P 2. bS c. Demonstrate for each of the ESF systems that a laboratory
LHrp2 S test of a sample of the charcoal adsorber, when obtained a
é’, 8.0.3 b) . described in |[[[Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision Zﬂ, shows the
R methyl iodide penetration less than the.value specified
{H.8.0.4 > below when tested in accordance with [BA -1989 at a

temperature of (@ [30°Cf})) and gFe:

relative humiditysspecified belo
l l—{ CRHD)

F Ventitition System Penefration RH 7 :
- (TwsERT mv.W ]

(continued)
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ESF Ventilation System

Standby Gas Treatment
(SGT) System

Control Room Emergency

Ventilation (CREV)
System

ESF Ventilation System

Standby Gas Treatment
(SGT) System

Control Room Emergency

Ventilation (CREV)
System

ESF Ventilation System

Standby Gas Treatment
(SGT) System

Control Room Emergency
Ventilation (CREV)
System

Insert 5.5.7.a

Penetration Flowrate
< 1.0% > 3600 cfm and
£ 4400 cfm
< 0.05% > 1800 scfm and
< 2200 scfm
Insert 5.5.7.b
Penetration Flowrate
< 1.0% > 3600 cfm and
< 4400 cfm
< 0.05% > 1800 scfm and
< 2200 scfm
Insert 5.5.7.c
Penetration RH
2.5% 70%
0.5% 70%

Insert Page 5.0-12
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Programs and Manuals
5.5

§.5 Programs and Manuals

&
5.5

Ventilation Filter T m (V (continued)

er’s Note: Allowable fenetration = [100% -
efficiency for charcoal cpédited in staff safety/evaluation]/

for systems without | eaters

HM1RY.ad>
("‘Ia 8. D.S’.a.>

drop across the combined HEPA filters, (the grgﬁ‘ltg:_ §)’ and
the charcoal adsorbers is less than the value specified

below when tested fn/accordang® with fRequlatory Guide 1.52}
(Revision 27 and ASME N510-1969]) at the system flowrate

d. Demonstrate for each of the ESF systems that the pressure : @

specified as follows ([F”T0%: {ZI
' —Dglta P

(TABERT 5.5.7.d

4.2 PM. >
H.8.D0.5.4>

22

| @&1“
(3~8\ H> 5.5.

TWSERT
55.7.c

move “his
Tnser? 5574 The provisions of SR 3.0.2 and SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the VFTP)
76 paga S.0-11 test frequencies. /

(, Lorvected for vo/tage varviations af Fie 480V 6u.s,\) @
e. Demonstrate that thelheaters for each of the ESF system ea;? :

dissipate the valuefspecified below [Z”TGX]) when tested in

accordance with {JASME N510-1989f): (acz))

ildtion Syst:nl/ Hattagﬁ

losive Gas and Storage Tank Radicactivity Monitoring Program

8T o)

This program provides controls for potentially exp'loswe gas
mxturemw@w uantit
adioactivily contained in gas storage tanks”or fed to the
fgas treatment system, and the quantity of radiocactivity
contained in unprotected outdoor 1iquid storage tanksj. -———.

~ (continued)

BWR/4 STS -
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ESF Ventilation System

Standby Gas Treatment
(SGT) System

Control Room Emergency

Ventilation (CREV)
System

ESF Ventilation System

Standby Gas Treatment
(SGT) System

Control Room Emergency
Ventilation (CREV)
System

Insert 5.5.7.d

Delta P

< 6 inches
water guage

< 6 inches
water guage

Insert 5.5.7.¢

Wattage

IAN

IAK

27 kW and
33 kW

10.8 kW and
13.2 kW

Insert Page 5.0-13

Flowrate

2
£

IA I

3600 cfm and
4400 cfm

1800 scfm and
2200 scfm




- Z CT5> Programs and Manuals

5.5
5.5 Programs and Manuals
(&) .
5.5.8 iv jvit itoring Program

(continued)

y in [Branch Technical PgSition (BTP) ETSB A1-5,
ted Radioactive Release
Failure"]. The liquid radwaste/quantities- shall be determined An
acedrdance with [Standard Rev Plan, Section 15(7.3, "PostulAdted
dioactive Release due to Tahk Failures"].)

The program shall include: : :
a.  The limits for concentrations of hydrogen gngg in '
(DP{’-— )] . the [Waste]Gas Systenm]) and a_surveillance program t
ensure the limits are maintained. Such limits shall be
13-' 8. H> appropriate to the system’s design criteria (i.e., whether

or not the system is designed to withstand a hydrogen -
explosion);{

(b. A surveill
’h—‘t.-adioac

- 9 controlled release of the tanks’ contentélj@ndy———

— U‘> A surveillance program to ensure that the quantity of
Z3'9- 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
{fLiquid (Radwaste Treatment) Systgmi]gis less than the amounti -

(Was fe Mavasanent

that would result in concen 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 proviﬁons of SR 3.0.2 and SR 303 are appiicab]e to the
Explosive Gas and Storage Tank Radioactivity Monitoring Program

E]___[}hrvei 1ance frequencies. :

[z's 2.0.7 curies iw cach fawk and L 2.0 cunics Total iv all tanKs, which
' (continued)
BWR/4 STS | 5.0-14 Rev 1, 04/07/95



eT5>

Programs and Hanu‘g'lg

5.5 Programs and Manuals (continued)

— ]
LUAA5ED 5 5] piesel Fuel 011 Testing Prooran C{jshﬁumau.'sz, Fro) (@
‘A diesel fuel oil testing program @6 implemedt required testing of
both new fuel oil and stored fuel oil Ghd1] be/establishedl 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: .
41/.‘745 q) a. Acceptability of new fuel oil for use prior to addition to
storage tanks by determining that the fuel oil has:
( .9, /5. h>
1. an API gravity or an absolute specific gravity within
limits, - )
2; a f]ash point and kinematic viscosity within limits
@ el p1), and (or water aund Sediment within /m.m‘s
. 3. a c'lear and bnght appearance with proper co'lod'
,(‘7'.?.4.5.:) b. (O¥her properties for ASIW ? " TSTF
Mithin 31 days following \sampling_ang add1t1o to storage -lob

W and Lu the storage +a.ok5' o nt(o'? the wew fuelsil)

la.8.6.

a>

LH G bibD>

4]

poc mzS 5.5

c. Total particulate concentration of the fuel oillis < 10 mg/1
nhen tested every 31 days in accordance with ASTIM D£2275)

the a /fcnb/a.

4o the Diesel Fuel 3il Testing Fraaram test fraquencies.

Jechnical 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: .

2. change to the SAR or Bases that involves an
unreviewed safety question as defined in 10 CFR 50.59.

~ (continued)

BWR/4 STS

5.0-15 Rev 1, 04707/95

“ JThe poouicions of SR 3.0 20ASR 303 areappl.cabla)

TsTF
-8

p’l change in the TS int@:orated in the license; or @



INSERT 5.5.9.b

verify that the properties of the new fuel o0il, other than those

addressed in

a., above, are within limits (for ASTM/2D fdel oAk

Insert Page 5.0-15
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5.5 Programs and Manuals

ZDocM.2> 5.5.; &l ical ificati rogram (continued)

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

d. Proposed changes that meet the.criteri@ of Specification

G/4.11D 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 wi_th 10 CFR 50.71(e).

(D—1 : .
d)oc M.2D5.5.08 fetv F nati ram (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. /Grhe SFDP sha
contain the following:)

(@@ 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;

@—{B. Provisions for ensuring the plant is maintained in a safe
condition if a loss of function condition exists;

D_— G—a Provisigns to ensure that an inoperab]e supported system’s
3 Completion Time is not inappropriately extended as a result
of multiple support system inoperabilities; and

(@—@.  Other appropriate limitations and remedial or compensatory

actions.

@ 1 A loss of safety function exists when, assuming no concurrent
singlefailure,ya safety function assumed in the accident analysis
cannot be performed. For the purpose of this program, a loss of
sagety function may exist when a support system is inoperable,
and: .

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

- and a.ssumiuﬁ ne tontuvvant loss of offsite Power or /os;) ! TSTF-Z"B'
of onsite diesel ganeratorts s .{continued)

BWR/4 STS 5.0-16 . Rev 1, 04/07/95



( crs > Programs and Hanug'l g

5.5 Programs and Manuals

(1O—q] :
éﬁoc M~2> 5.5.47 fety Functj rmi n yam P) (continued)

3 A required system redundant to system(s) in turn supported
by the inoperable supported system is also inoperable; or

—— - e A reguired system redundant to. support system(s) for the
E@ supported syc'%ezs_,{@ and %ﬁ is- also inoperable.
1 b2 {3]

& 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. ] - :

> : _
;TLLSEZT S5 12— - . _ 2]

wWh Ioss of Satety bunctivn is cansed by #he imoprrabili b0t a .::‘vl?/n_ Techuwical -
e 7 r?o'f& [ﬁndﬁ#cuslav‘{d quu. rc.d Ar_-//an_s

Sp;cificml/ou SuPPor'l‘ S‘f‘s’l‘”‘ : he approg:
b antir are those of he .Suppar#&f‘kwf-j
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@ INSERT 5.5.12

5.5.12 Primary Containment lLeakage Rate Testing Program

o
=
<
\J}
W

d.

6805

[6.8:0.5.aD

(6.8.05> e

This program shall establish the leakage testing of the
primary containment as required by 10 CFR 50.54(0) 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.

The peak calculated primary containment internal pressure
for the design basis loss of coolant-accident, P;, is
48 psig. :

The maximum allowable primary containment leakage rate, L,,
at P,, is 1.6% of primary containment air weight per day.

Leakage rate acceptance-criteria are:

1. 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 < 0.60 L, for the
combined Type B and Type C tests, and £ 0.75 L, for
Type A tests.

N

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

The provisions of SR 3.0.3 are applicable to the Primary
Containment Leakage Rate Testing Program.

Insert Page 5.0-17



10.

JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS FROM NUREG-1433, REVISION 1
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

Typographical/grammatical error corrected.

The brackets have been removed and the proper plant specific information has been
provided.

This Specification has been renumbered to be consistent with the ITS format and for
clarity.

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.

The term “radioactive gases” has been changed to “radioactive iodines” consistent with
current licensing basis.

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.

This requirement has been deleted since Dresden 2 and 3 have Mark I containments.
This change is consistent with current licensing basis.

The proper plant specific information/nomenclature has been provided.

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.

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



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS FROM NUREG-1433, REVISION 1
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

(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.

Editorial change for enhanced clarity.

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.

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.¢
to be consistent with the current licensing basis.

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.

The requirement to limit oxygen in the Off-gas System has been deleted consistent with
current licensing basis.

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.

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



18.

19.

20.

21..

22.

23.

JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS FROM NUREG-1433, REVISION 1
ITS: 5.5 - PROGRAMS AND MANUALS

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.

These words have been added for clarity.

The Primary Containment Leakage Rate Testing Program has been added to be
consistent with the current licensing basis and TSTF-52.

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.

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.

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



Reporting Requirements

<ﬂ:125;> | 5.6

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
Z@.‘7> 5.6 Reporting Requirements

The fol]oning reports shall be submitted in accordance with 10 CFR 50.4.

A«ﬂ.n.z‘> 5.6.1 Occupational Radiatjon Exposure 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.

<A tabulation on an annua}’basis of the number of station, utility/
and other personnel (including contractors) receivihg exposures
> 100 mrem/yr and theif associated -man rem expos
work and job functi
inservice inspecti

/
|
t
‘.

aggreggzé, at least 80% of the tota) whole body dpSe received from
externdl sources should be assigned to specific major work
functions. The report shall be submitted by Apfil 30 of each
year. [The initial report shall be submitted /by April 30 of the
ysar following initial critic ity.][

<ﬂ5.i h3)5.6.2 Annyal 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 l
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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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
collective deep dose equivalent (reported in @grsgm-rem) according to work and

job functions (e.g., reactor operations and surveillance, inservice

inspection, routine maintenance, special maintenance @Hescribe maintenancey,

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 dosimeter, @n fA1m/badde
measurements. Small exposures totaling < 20 ferfewd the individual total
dose need not be accounted for. In the aggregate, at least 80-Ferfedgl 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 Anitial/ report/shall be—{3)
(Submftted by April B0 of the/year foYlowing ifitial cpiticality.l)

Insert Page 5.0-18
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Reporting Requirements
5.6

5.6 Reporting Requirements

.2

bLandd >

5.6.3

LAy

" prior to Marl
of each yean

" Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Report (continued)
" (ODCM), and in 10 CFR 50, Appendix I, Sections 1v.B.2, IV.B.3,

and IV.C:

The Annual Radiglogical Environmental Ope ating.Report §ha‘l1
include the results of analyses of all v, diological environmehtal
samples and of all environmental radiation measurements takef -
during the pgriod pursuant to the locafions specified in the
and figures/in the ODCM, as well as mmarized and tabulayed

results of/these analyses and measupéments [in the formaj ‘of"t'h'e"
table in Ahe Radiological Assessmen Branch Technical Pgsition,

ep a1l iden 1
} in re p
d /period agsociated 3.

1 In the event that so individual results/are not
Svailable for inclusion with the report, the repov shall be
su)‘;itted noting and explaining the reasons for the missing
résults. The missing data Shall be submitted in/a supplementary

TS7F-348

eport as soon as possibled) ) ‘
(Ti@r/—' -/52 chawvaes pot a.c{opf'ecD"—_@

adioactive Effluent Release Report 4
. =
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 "E:]
submittal shall specify the releases of radioactive material from
each unit. .
=4 —

o

5.6.4

6985

The Radioactive Effluent Release Report covering the operation of
the unit shall be submitted¥in accordance with 10 CFR 50.36a. The
report shall include a summary of the quantities of radioactive
1iquid- and gaseous effluents and solid waste released from the
unit. The material provided shall be consistent with the

Control Program and in

objectives outlined in the ODCM and.Process
tlzsn;orl'mnce with 10-CFR 50.36a and/10 CFR 50, Appendix I, Section j——

Monthly Operating Reports

Zhsaf—ifi + Routine reports of operating statistics and shutdown experiencef,
% including documentation of all challenges to the safetyfrelief
adop 2o and

(continued)

BWR/4 STS
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<6,T5> Reporting Requi remegtg

5.6 Reporting Requirements

(("q-n'5> 5.6.4 nthl rating. (continued)
! \ia‘lvesp shall be submitted on a monthly basis no later than the
7ST7TF-2S8 15th of each month following the calendar month covered by the
changes net report.
a.dop*d
46.%A.b> 5.6.5 ‘ |
' a'._ " Core operating limits shall be established prior to each
ZGH.A.L; -Q> reload cycle, or prior to any remaining portion of a reload
cycle, and shall be documented in the COLR for_the
following: r("Iuscwf _C(DS.Q——[D
yindividua'l pecificationd that address corg operating
Timits must referenced-here.
Z&."!.ﬂ.b ,6> b. The analytical methods 'used~t6 determine the core operating
. 1imits shall be those previously reviewed and approved by

the NRC, specifically those described in the fgllowing
documents: . Tuse~t £LE5.L

Identjfy the Topical Report(s) by sumber, title, date, and
NRC €taff approval document, or Adentify the staff Safety

Tuation Report for a plant€pecific methodology by NRC
etter and date.

(a.q.a.(,.c> 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, tramsient
analysis limits, and accident analysis limits) of the safety
analysis are met. :

Zé\q‘n.(..c> d.  The COLR, including any midcycle revisions or supplements,
';2211 be provided upon issuance for each reload cycle to the

RCS pressiire and tempgfature limits for heatup, cpdldown,
low temperature opepdtion, criticdlly, and hydrgstatic
testing as well ag“heatup and gooldown rates skall be
xblished and documented in/the PTLR for the

BWR/4 STS 5.0-20 ‘ Rev 1, 04/07/85
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10.

11.

|| INSERT 5.6.5.a

The APLHGR for Specification 3.2.1.
The MCPR for Specification 3.2.2.
The LHGR for Specification 3.2.3.

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

Control Rod Block Instrumentation Setpoint for the Rod Block
Monitor —Upscale Function Allowable Value for Specification 3.3.2.1.

[:] INSERT 5.6.5.b

ANF-1125(P)(A), “Critical Power Correlation - ANFB.”

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

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

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

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

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

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.

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

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

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

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).

Insert Page 5.0-20
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13.

[:] INSERT 5.6.5.b (continued)

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

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,

Insert Page 5.0-20a
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Reporting Requiremegtg

5.6 Reporting Requirements

5.6.6

b.

c.

[The individua) specifications that address RCS/pressure and
temperature 1imits must be referenced here.]

The analyticdl methods used to determine the/RCS pressure
and -temperafure limits shall be those previ usly reviewed
and approvgd by the NRC, specifically thos described in the
_following /documents. [ldentify the NRC syaff approval
document by date.]

The PTLK shall be provided to the NRC upon issuance for each
reactoy vessel fluence period and for Any revision or

Notes: The methodology for the calculation of the P-T

limits fbr NRC approval should include ghe following provisions:

The methodo1bgy shall describe h % the neutron fluence is
alculated (reference new Regulatory Guide when issued).

The Reactor Vessel Material Syrveillance Program shall
comply with Appendix H to 10 LFR 50. The reactor vessel
material irradiation surveillance specimen removal schedu}e
shall be provided, along with how the specimen examinatigms
shall be used to update thé PTLR curves.

Low.Temperature Overpressure P}otection (LTOP) System /1ift
setting limits for the Power Operated Relief Valves RVs),
deve;opeg'gsing NRC-approved methodologies may be iptluded
in the PTLR. e o

The adjusted reference temperature (ART) for eagz reactor
beltline material shall be calculated, accounting for
‘radiation embri;;}ement, in accordance with Reguilatory Guide
1.99, Revision 2

The limiting ART shall be incorporated into the calculation
of the pressuré and temperature limit curveS in accordance
with NUREG-0800 Standard Review Plant 5.3.2, Pressure-
Temperature fimits.

The minimugl temperature requirements 07 Appendix 6 to 10 CFR
Part 50 shall be incorporated into t;7 pressure and

temperatyre limit curves.

( (cpntinued)
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<CTS> ) Reporting Requi remegté

5.6 Reporting Requirements

5.6

ompare for. each surveillan
in reference temperature (Rig, increase i
RTy: where the predicted /Ancrease in R, sed-on-the/
nean shift in RTp; plus jation value
(20,) specified in Reguldtory Guide 1.99, Revision 2.
measured value exceeds/the predicted vaIue increase i

+ 20,), the licepsee should provide a supplement
nﬁi to demonstrate Wow the results affect/the approv
- methodology.

If an indiytdual emergency diesel genepdtor (EDG) experiences four
or more id failures in the last 2j/demands, these failures an

ded in Regulatory Guide 1.9
evision 3, Regulatory Positi6n C.5, or exlsting Regulator;
Guide 1. 108 reporting req : /

_ @_% I—‘_(POS'P hecicles t Moni'fori»_"s)
o 56 (PAM}Report (Twstrumewta +iow )

<7R&E3.2.F-l> When a report is required by Condition B or @ of LCO 3.3.[3.18;
"Post Accident Monitoring (PAM) Instrumentation,” a repor sha‘l‘l
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.

's Note: These reports may befequired covering

reparation and submittal are designated in the Techni
Specifications.
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS FROM NUREG-1433, REVISION 1
ITS: 5.6 - REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

The brackets have been removed and the proper plant-specific information has been
provided.

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.

The initial report requirement for ISTS 5.6.1 is being deleted since this initial report
has been submitted on a one-time basis.

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.

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, ComEd 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
TSTE-258, Rev. 4.

Not incorporating this change to ISTS 5.6.4 is consistent with the NRC approved ITS
for the ComEd Byron and Braidwood Stations.

Dresden 2 and 3 2
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Pursuant to 10 CFR 20, paragraply 20.1601(c), in lieu of the
requirements of 10 CFR 20.1601,/each high radiation area, as
defined in 10 CFR 20, in whichfthe intensity of radiation is
> 100 mrem/hr (fut < TU00 mpém/Hp, shall be barricaded and
conspicuously posted as a high radjation area and, entrance. thereto
shall be controlled by requiring issuance of a Radjation Work
Permit (RWP). Individuilsggyallf1ed in radiation protection
procedures (e.g., a yS16S - Techdicians]) or personnel
escorted by such individuals may be exempt from the
RWP issuance requirement during the performance of their assigned
duties Q@ _high x¥adiatjbn_areasy with_expgsure ratgs < IQU0 mrep/hp,
provided they are otherwise following plant radiation protection
procedures for entry into §ugh high radiation areas.

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

a. A ridiation monitoring.-device thﬁt 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
(Badiation Protection Managér) in the RWPY
({Cor a.qu;va/u'f'dmmzu‘/'f))j(agces.siL/c 1o Personnea l)

In addition to the requirements of Specification 5.7.1, areasfwith
radiation levels'{¥) 1000 mrem/hr be/provided w
authorized entry and/the keys
rative control of thg/Shift -

a¥]l remain
an approved

>

Tusert 5.7.2)

(continued)
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_—)J 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:

bieB1) &

612.8.2> b.

Jenzgz)c.

Doors shall be locked to prevent unauthorized entry and shall not

prevent individuals from leaving the area. In place of Tocking
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.
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5.7.2 (continued)

- (prdtection procedures to

diregf or remote (such as clpSed circuit TV c
suryeillance may be made by/personnel-qualified/in radiatjon
ovide positive -expgsure-contrgl

e activities being performed within the aréa.)

For individual high radiation areas with radiation levels of

> 1000 mrem/] accessible to personnel, that are located within
large areas where no enclosure exists
for purposes of locking, (o that canpet be co ed
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. J
=l
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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.
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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.

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.

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.

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.

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.

Dresden 2 and 3 2



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, 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(¢), 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.

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.

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 3



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)

'"LD.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 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.

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 there-is-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

o 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.

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.

Dresden 2 and 3 1



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.

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.

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 CER 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.

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.

Dresden 2 and 3 2



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 survcxllance
requirement, and the amendment meets the followmg specific criteria: IS

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.
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