UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

WASMIN N bl




The prer sed changes to Dresden’s Technical Specifications are identical to
changes proposed by CECo for Quad Cities in a letter dated October 11, 1991,
and approved by the staff in a letter dated February 14, 1992. The only
difference within Section 6.11 and 6.12 between the Dresden amendment and Quad
Cities amendment is that the keys specified in Section 6.12.2 of the proposed
Technical Specifications for areas accessible to radiation doses greater than
1,000 mrem in one hour are maintained under the administrative control of the
radiation protection supervisor at Dresden and under administrative control of
the shift foreman on duty and/or the health physics supervision at Quad
Cities. We find this difference acceptable.

In conclusion, based on the fact that these changes are consistent with the
STS and these changes have been previously approved for Quad Cities, the staff
finds the proposed changes for Dresden, Units 2 and 3, acceptable.

3.0 TA TAT

In accordance with the Commission’s regulations, the I11inois State official
was notified of the proposed issuance of the amendments. The State official
had no comments.

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

The amendments change a requirement with respect to the installation or use of
a facility component located within the restricted area as defined in 10 CFR
Part 20 and change administrative procedures or requirements. The NRC staff
has determined that the amendments involve no significant increase in the
amounts, and no significant change in the types, of any effluents that may be
released offsite, and that there is no significant increase in individual or
cumulative occupational radiation exposure. The Commission has previously
issued a proposed finding that the amendments involve no significant hazards
consideration, and there has been no public comment on such finding

(57 FR 24668). Accordingly, the amendments meet the eligibility criteria for
categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9) and 51.22(c)(10).
Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b), no environmental impact statement or
environmental assessment need be prepared in connection with the issuance of
the amendments.

5.0  CONCLUSION

The Commission has concluded, based on the considerations discussed above,
that: (1) there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the
public will not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner, (2) such
activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission’s regulations,
and (3) the issuance of the amendments will not be inimical to the common
defense and security or to the health and safety of the publiz.

Principal Contributor: B. Siegel
Date: September 11, 1992



