
 
 

July 31, 2012 
 
 
 
Mr. Daniel F. Stenger 
Hogan Lovells US LLP 
Columbia Square 
555 13th Street NW 
Washington, DC  20004 
 
SUBJECT:  REGULATORY BASIS FOR REGULATORY GUIDE 3.74 
 
Dear Mr. Stenger: 
 
I am responding to your letter to the Executive Director of Operations, dated June 11, 2012, in 
which you expressed concerns regarding the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) 
Regulatory Guide (RG) 3.74, “Guidance for Fuel Cycle Facility Change Processes,” issued in 
January 2012.  Specifically, you state that Sections C.5.b through e of RG 3.74 establish new 
requirements (i.e., new change control processes) that were “not properly vetted through the 
rulemaking process or otherwise lack an appropriate regulatory basis and raise backfitting 
concerns.”  You also assert that establishing a change control process independent of current 
regulations is inconsistent with the NRC’s good regulation principle that “regulatory actions 
should always be fully consistent with written regulations.”  You request that the NRC staff 
(staff) reconsider Sections C.5 b through e of RG 3.74.   
 
The staff views your letter as raising the following concerns:  

 
1. Whether, in issuing the draft and final RG (and in comment responses), the staff 

established a new requirement or articulated a regulatory basis for the proposed 
guidance (on a licensee-initiated license condition addressing licensee document 
change controls); 

 
2. Whether the staff properly addressed backfitting concerns with respect to the 

proposed guidance as part of the process of issuing the final RG; and  
 
3. Whether the optional change control process described in RG 3.74 is consistent with 

the NRC’s principle that regulatory actions are to be fully consistent with written 
regulations. 

 
A draft of RG 3.74 was issued for public comment as DG-3037, dated May 2011. 76 FR 41527 
(July 14, 2011).  Comments on the draft RG were received and addressed by the NRC prior to 
issuance of the final RG 3.74, dated January 2012. 77 FR 823 (January 6, 2012).1 

                                                           
1  The first draft of DG-3037 (ML091200493) was issued for public comment in 2009.  74 FR 31073 (June 
29, 2009).  The staff’s response to public comments on the 2009, draft RG are set forth in ML100890028.  
As stated in the Federal Register notice announcing a second draft of RG 3.74/DG-3037 for public 
comment, the earlier RG was revised “as a result of considerations raised by stakeholders during the 
earlier public comment period, and ongoing NRC policy development.”  76 FR 41527 (July 14, 2011). 
Responses to comments received in response to that notice are in ML113050428. 
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Sections C.5 b through e of RG 3.74 (quoted in note 2, below) indicate that the staff would 
consider approving a licensee’s request for a license condition which (1) establishes a change 
control process containing features as described in RG 3.74 and (2) identifies criteria for 
determining what changes to licensee documents may be made without prior NRC approval.  
 
The staff has reviewed the documents which led to the issuance of RG 3.74, and concludes that 
the RG does not establish a new requirement, the staff’s regulatory basis was articulated in 
sufficient detail at each stage of the RG development process, and that backfitting concerns 
were considered in the course of issuing the proposed and final guidance.  The staff further 
concludes that the change control process is fully consistent with existing NRC regulations, and 
thus meets the NRC’s good regulation principle that you cite.  In reviewing your concerns, 
however, the staff identified an error in Section D of RG 3.74.  That error will be corrected to 
clarify the reasons why the guidance is not a backfit.  Each of your concerns is addressed 
below. 
 
I.  Voluntary Change Process and Regulatory Basis 
 
RG 3.74, Items C.5.b through e are guidance only.  They do not establish new requirements, 
are not legally binding, and do not constitute a new change control process.  They describe a 
possible option for a licensee to seek regulatory certainty via a shared understanding with the 
NRC regarding the types of changes that need prior NRC approval. 
 
A discussion of the bases for the draft regulatory guide was provided when the draft guide was 
originally published in 2009, as well as when the revised draft was again published for comment 
in 2011.  As your letter recognizes, Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 70 
does not explicitly specify when certain changes to licensing documents require prior NRC 
approval, nor does Part 70 prescribe a specific mechanism for controlling such changes to 
licensing documents.  RG 3.74 similarly notes (at 7) that C.5 changes are not governed by 10 
CFR 70.72, which applies to changes to the site, structures, processes, systems, equipment, 
components, computer programs, and activities of personnel.  As discussed further below, the 
absence of 10 CFR Part 70 regulations specifying when changes to licensing documents must 
have prior NRC approval does not support your position that Items C.5.b through e of RG 3.74 
lack an appropriate regulatory basis.   
 
To approve an application, the staff must determine, in part, that the applicant’s proposed 
equipment and facilities are adequate to protect health and minimize danger to life or property 
[10 CFR 70.23(a)(3)] and that the applicant’s proposed procedures to protect health and  
minimize danger to life or property are adequate [10 CFR 70.23(a)(4)].  NRC determinations in 
this regard rely on documents submitted with and supporting an application (including 
evaluation methods used to establish the design basis), and constitute the NRC-approved 
safety basis for the facility.  In the absence of a regulation that specifies what changes to such 
documents may be made without prior NRC approval, licensees and applicants have no 
regulatory certainty as to whether the NRC would agree that such changes were properly made 
(i.e., that such changes did not adversely affect the NRC approved safety basis).  Although the 
NRC comment response you quote only noted that the license condition option was consistent 
with the broad terms of 10 CFR 70.34, the provisions of C.5.b through e of RG 3.74 conveyed 
the NRC’s regulatory concern that changes which, for example, could modify NRC licensing 
determinations, reduce licensee commitments or conflict with existing license conditions or other  
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regulatory requirements, warrant prior NRC approval.2  RG 3.74 facilitates a shared 
understanding between NRC and applicants/licensees by describing an option to voluntarily 
request NRC approval of a license condition which describes a change control approach for 
licensing documents.  This option is consistent with 10 CFR 70.34, which allows a licensee to 
request a license amendment which specifies the “respects in which the licensee desires his 
license to be amended and the grounds for such amendment.”  The staff regularly approves (or 
imposes) license conditions to assure that the commitments that support the approved safety 
basis of the facility are maintained and that regulatory requirements are met.   
 
In the case of the voluntary change process license condition for licensing documents, the staff 
is assuring that the NRC-approved safety basis used to meet regulatory requirements and the 
commitments associated with that basis are preserved.  These regulatory requirements are 10 
CFR 70.22, Contents of Applications; 10 CFR 70.23, Requirements for the Approval of 
Applications; 10 CFR 70.65, Additional Content of Applications; and 10 CFR 70.66, Additional 

                                                           
2  The text of C.5.b through e (reformatted below) conveys this regulatory concern:   
 

b.  Additionally, the NRC would consider license amendment requests that a license 
condition be added to allow changes to licensing documents (e.g., to the license 
application, or to supporting documents referenced in the license) without prior NRC 
approval.  Requests for license conditions of this type should contain the following 
information: 

 
(1)  criteria for determining whether prior NRC approval is required, 
(2)  documentation requirements for the licensee’s evaluation that 

supports the finding that preapproval is not required, and 
(3)  reporting frequency for providing changes to the NRC after implementing 

changes. 
 
c.  Considerations for the need for prior approval include the following:  (1) whether the change 

decreases the level of  effectiveness of the design basis as described in the license application, 
(2) whether the change results in a departure from the methods of evaluation described in the license 
application and  used in establishing the design basis, (3) whether the change results in a degradation in 
safety, (4) whether the change affects compliance with applicable regulatory requirements, and  
(5) whether the change conflicts with an existing license condition.  

 
d.  Changes to licensing documents that would not require prior NRC approval would 

generally be administrative changes such as the following: 
 

(1)  modifications to facility and process descriptions, 
(2)  enhancements or clarifications of text, 
(3)  grammatical corrections, or 
(4)  reformatting of text. 

 
e.  Changes to licensing documents that would require prior NRC approval would 

generally be for the following types of changes: 
 

(1)  reduction in the effectiveness of commitments, 
(2)  modifications to methodologies and associated assumptions used in 

developing the safety basis, such as the Integrated Safety Analysis and 
criticality methodologies, 

(3)  modifications to the NRC-approved safety bases, or 
(4)  changes that conflict with an existing license condition. 
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Requirements for Approval of License Application.  The fact that the C.5.b through e guidance in 
RG 3.74 and the comment response did not cite these regulatory requirements does not mean 
that the guidance lacks an adequate regulatory basis.  Items C.5.b through e narrowly focus on 
a procedural vehicle to promote a shared understanding, and to achieve greater regulatory 
certainty as to which non70.72 changes need prior NRC approval.  The substantive content of 
C.5.b through e combined with the NRC’s comment response identified the regulatory bases for 
the change control process described in RG 3.74, Items C.5.b through e in a manner sufficient 
to inform and respond to public comment.  Hence, the staff has a sound regulatory basis for the 
voluntary change process license condition described in RG 3.74 at C.5.3 
 
The staff recognizes that § 70.34 was not referenced as an authority in the draft RG 3.74 
(designated at that time as DG-3037).  However, the staff assumed that licensees are aware of 
the regulatory provisions in § 70.34, given that license amendment requests are submitted 
under the authority of that section and it is self-evident that licensees may voluntarily seek a 
license amendment to address a licensee’s issue – such as regulatory certainty issues which 
are the focus of RG 3.74.  The Federal Register notices (FRN) announcing the original 2009 
draft RG and the revised 2011 draft RG, as well each version of the RG, include a discussion of 
the regulatory framework under 10 CFR 70.72.  In addition, the FRN announcing issuance of 
the 2011 draft RG and final RG discussed the regulatory framework associated with the 
importance of a screening process for changes and their associated impacts.   
 
II.  Backfitting 
 
The staff considered backfitting issues when it developed the draft RG and when it issued 
RG 3.74 in its final form, and concluded that the RG did not represent backfitting.   
 
Section 5.b. of both the draft and final RG states that the NRC “would consider license 
amendment requests that a license condition be added to allow changes to licensing basis 
documents….” (Emphasis added).  Moreover, Section D of both the draft and final RG states:   
 

If an existing licensee voluntarily seeks a license amendment or change and 
(1) NRC staff consideration of the request involves a regulatory issue directly 
relevant to this new or revised regulatory guide and (2) the specific subject 
matter of this regulatory guide is an essential consideration in the staff’s 
determination of the acceptability of the licensee’s request, then the staff may 
request that the licensee either follow the guidance in this regulatory guide or 
provide an equivalent alternative process that demonstrates compliance with the 
underlying NRC regulatory requirements.  This is not considered backfitting as 
defined in 10 CFR 70.76 (a)(1).  

 
The NRC staff does not intend or approve any imposition or backfitting of the 
guidance in this regulatory guide.  The NRC staff does not expect any existing 
licensee to use or commit to using the guidance in this regulatory guide, unless 

                                                           
3  RG 3.74 merely presents one possible licensee option for requesting the establishment of a change 
control approach for the subject licensing documents, viz. through a voluntarily-initiated licensee request 
for a license condition.  As your letter recognizes (p.3, first full paragraph), the Commission has discretion 
under the Administrative Procedure Act (APA) to issue binding, prospectively applicable legal 
requirements through rulemaking or through orders (which, under the APA, includes licensing).  Rather 
than imposing binding requirements on licensees through rulemaking, the NRC elected to issue 
non-binding guidance after soliciting and evaluating public comments. 
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the licensee makes a change to its licensing basis.  The NRC staff does not 
expect or plan to request licensees to voluntarily adopt this regulatory guide to 
resolve a generic regulatory issue.  The NRC staff does not expect or plan to 
initiate NRC regulatory action which would require adherence to this regulatory 
guide.   

  
In the staff’s view, Section C.5.b reflects a licensee’s currently-available option to voluntarily 
submit a license amendment request under 10 CFR 70.34.  A licensee may voluntarily use the 
guidance to seek NRC review, without the force of a legally binding requirement or an NRC 
representation of further licensing or enforcement action.  The guidance is modeled after a 
license condition that the staff approved for an existing licensee during a license renewal review 
in August 2007.  To date, all new applicants have opted to include a license condition similar to 
the one described in RG 3.74 in their license applications and other existing licensees have also 
applied to include a condition in their license for making changes to their licensing documents 
without the need for prior NRC approval.  
 
Your June 11, 2012, letter does not explain why, given the discussion in Section D and in 
Section C.5.b, the staff’s consideration of backfitting for RG 3.74 is inadequate or is otherwise 
inconsistent with language in other portions of the RG or in the FRN.  
 
Moreover, to the extent your letter suggests that the guidance, read reasonably, connotes more 
than guidance and in fact implies an NRC expectation or new requirement, the staff disagrees.  
The RG 3.74 guidance has none of the language that industry stakeholders have previously 
suggested raise backfitting concerns.  For example, the guidance does not use the words, 
“recommends,” “suggests, “requires,” “should,” or (with one exception) “expects” in connection 
with a licensee decision to seek the proposed license conditions.  See, e.g., RG 3.74 at 8-9. 
Your letter highlights, however, that the phrase containing the word “expects” in section D. 
“Implementation,” is not accurate. 
 
The section incorrectly states, “The NRC staff does not expect any existing licensee to use or 
commit to using the guidance in this regulatory guide, unless the licensee makes a change to its 
licensing basis.”  RG 3.74 at 9.  The final RG should have read, “The NRC staff does not expect 
any existing licensee to use or commit to using the guidance in this regulatory guide, unless the 
licensee makes a change to its licensing basis to adopt a change control process as described 
in this regulatory guide.”  The NRC staff has started the process to correct this language.  
 
After careful re-review of the language of RG 3.74, the staff continues to believe that the 
guidance is properly characterized as such, and does not set forth or imply any NRC intent or 
expectation that licensees seek approval for a change process through the license amendment 
described in the guidance.   
 
III.  Consistency with Written Regulations 
 
As noted above, the staff views the RG 3.74 guidance as being consistent with agency 
principles for good regulation and written regulations.  Item C.5 is fully consistent with 10 CFR 
70.34 and the other requirements discussed in section I, above.  The change evaluation 
process described in Item C.5 is also consistent with providing regulatory transparency, 
predictability and certainty, enabling the NRC and its licensees to have a shared understanding 
regarding which changes to licensing documents need prior NRC approval.   
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IV.  Conclusion 
 
The staff discussion of the overall importance of a 70.72 change process, the availability of the 
70.34 amendment process, and the suggested criteria in RG 3.74, sections C.5.b through e 
provided an adequate regulatory basis to allow public comment and staff responses.  These 
provisions are aimed at providing licensees predictability and regulatory certainty regarding 
changes to licensing documents.  As discussed above in section II, the staff properly considered 
sections C.5.b through e for backfitting concerns under 10 CFR 70.76, but plans to correct the 
backfitting statement in section D to clarify the staff’s expectations with regard to voluntary use 
of the change control process. 
 
If you have further questions regarding this matter, please contact Kevin Morrissey of the Office 
of Nuclear Materials Safety and Safeguards at (301) 492-3130, or Kevin.Morrissey@nrc.gov.  
You may also contact John Hull of the Office of the General Counsel at (301) 415-1573, or 
John.Hull@nrc.gov. 
     
      Sincerely, 
 
 
      /RA/ 
 
      John D. Kinneman, Director 
      Division of Fuel Cycle Safety 
        and Safeguards 
      Office of Nuclear Materials Safety  
         and Safeguards 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



D. Stenger -6- 
 

IV.  Conclusion 
 
The staff discussion of the overall importance of a 70.72 change process, the availability of the 
70.34 amendment process, and the suggested criteria in RG 3.74, sections C.5.b through e 
provided an adequate regulatory basis to allow public comment and staff responses.  These 
provisions are aimed at providing licensees predictability and regulatory certainty regarding 
changes to licensing documents.  As discussed above in section II, the staff properly considered 
sections C.5.b through e for backfitting concerns under 10 CFR 70.76, but plans to correct the 
backfitting statement in section D to clarify the staff’s expectations with regard to voluntary use 
of the change control process. 
 
If you have further questions regarding this matter, please contact Kevin Morrissey of the Office 
of Nuclear Materials Safety and Safeguards at (301) 492-3130, or Kevin.Morrissey@nrc.gov.  
You may also contact John Hull of the Office of the General Counsel at (301) 415-1573, or 
John.Hull@nrc.gov. 
     
      Sincerely, 
 
 
      /RA/ 
 
      John D. Kinneman, Director 
      Division of Fuel Cycle Safety 
        and Safeguards 
      Office of Nuclear Materials Safety  
         and Safeguards 
 
 
       
 
 
 
 
 
 
DISTRIBUTION:  OEDO-2012-0359; G20120434 
MODB r/f  RidsNmssOd  RidsEdoMailCenter   
 
 

ML12185A166    *via e-mail 
OFFICE FCSS/MODB FCSS/UEB FCSS/MODB 
NAME KMorrissey TRichmond LCampbell 
DATE 07/23/12 07/25/12 07/23/12 
OFFICE FCSS OGC    * FCSS 
NAME PHabighorst MYoung JKinneman 
DATE 07/       /12 07/20/12 07/31/12 

OFFICAL RECORD COPY 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket true
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /UseDeviceIndependentColor
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages false
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents suitable for reliable viewing and printing of business documents.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [300 300]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


