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DUKE PUWER COMPALY (1) ID No: Ci/0/A/8100/01
PROCEDUTZ MAJOR CHANGE Change Ne: 1
PROCESS RECORD Permanent / eeseigiat——e

STATION: Catawba

PROCIDURE TITLE: Chemistry Procedure for the Determination of pH

SECTION’S) OF PROCEDURE AFFECTED: 2.7, 4.2.1.1, 4.2.2

DESCRIPTION OF CHANGE: (Attach additional pages, if necessary.)

Change Section 2.7 to read: 150 or 250 ml beakers
In Section 4.2.1.1 change 50 ml. to 100 ml.
In Section 4. 2 1.2 change 50 ml. to 100 ml.

égkgs %gg 5 change 50 ml. to 100 ml.
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PREPARED BY:
’

SAFETY EVALUATION
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