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Referorce 16 rade to gancric cos-ont 72 (paces 10-11 of the
*Casoilation of Cinerie Loments ). This cenment states that we
should fescribe tiz envivon wntal effects fron accid=atal reloases
(through Class 2) of radicactive materials to wat.r. - -

This Interior corment was handled in the Ferm’ FES, and similarly
in several other FES, as follous: |

A. “The doses calculated as consequenzes of the postulated ,
accidents are based on a‘rborne transport of radicactive |
materials rosulting 1a both a dir2ct end an inhalatien
dose. Our evaluation of the accicent doses assumes that
the applicant's enviren-2atal wonitoring pregram and
appropriate acditional ronitoring (which could be |
fnitiated subsenvent tu en incident detected by in-plant

monitoring) vould datect the presence of radicactivity in
the environrent in a tively manner such that resedial J
action could be taken if nzcessary to 1imit exposure frew :

othsr potential patmays to ran, The sa1] ouantities of : ,

dispersed radicactive material which might enter the food

chain vould not be significent in terms of endangaring g |

aquatic 1ife."” . :
The Fort Calhoun FES contained the following additional paragraph: j

B. "Radioictive 1iouid wastes in the Fort Calhoun Station
are contained within Class 1 structures. Failure of ;
equipmant within these structures would not lead to a
relcase of raaioactive 1iguid to the environnent, The ;
quantity of lowe-level 1iquid radioactive materials outsice _
Class 1 structurcs is very small and release of tnis materi.
would not affoct suhstantially the environmental fmpact _
determined for routine operation of the plant.” ' :

Until furtiore notice, paragraph A above should be used aé stand&rd
language Tou DES, Paragrapn U shauld also de included in DES, if
appropriote, but “Class 1 structures” shou.d be changed to read
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*Cetegory 1 structures”. Paragraph B s appropriate only for
pressurized wator reactors and may not be correct for all such
reactors since anplicants are not “reauired" to provide Categery b «
structures for radicactive liquid wastes. In each case, the
Environzantal Proiact ilanager should establish throuv~h the Safetly
Project i‘anager whether liquid wastes are contained within

Category 1 structures,
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