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6.£.1.2 Composit

Operations Committse

erations Committes sha!l function to agwise the Plant
Superintendent = Nuclear on o1l matters related %o nuclesr safety.

The Operatiohs Commitier shall be composec o1 selected
Superintendents, Supervisors and persen
nts: Operations, Matntenance, Reactor P
+ Quality Comtrol, and Technical Support)

rintendent=Operations and Maintenance s
or more of the memders shal) be destgna

Radiation Protect

The Asstistant Plant
act as the Chatrman,
&8 Viee Chatrman,

s1ternate members shall >\um1ntu in weiting by the Plant

activities at any one ti

intendent=Nuclear to serve & parmanent basis; however, ne more
ree alterrstes shall parttcipate as voting members 1n Operations

\
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6.5.1.4 Meeting Froiaile

~
The Operations Comnittee meet at least once per calendar ::;\h and as convened

6.5.1.5§  Quorum

orum of the Operations Committee shall consist of the chatrman or Vi
n and five members including alternades.

Chai

6.5.1.6 sponsibilities

The Operationd Committee shall be responsible for:

a. Review of ) all procedures required by Specification 6.8, Plant

edures, and changes theretc, (2) any o
procedures or ¢

Operating

nges thereto as determined by the plant\§ periniendent-
Nuclear to affect Myclear safety.

Review of all proposed thsts and experiments that affect nuclear afety.
view of all proposed changes\to the Technical Specifications.

of all proposed changes or {fications to plant systems or

that affect nuclear safety.

e. Investigatiom\of all violations of the Techn

1 Specifications
including the prgparation and forwarding of repos covering evaluation
and recommendationd to prevent recurrence to the Vide President, Nuzlear

and to the Chairman oK the Safety Commictee.

Amendment No. Bg,7187,198 6.5-2




APTL FLeTin S0

DAEC-1

(1. Review of 411 Repoptable Events, \/'“‘\

# / i

r
9. Review of facility operations to detect potential safety hazards. \

\i

e of special rcv17 investigations or analysis and reports tbcr?n
s requested by t.e Chat

of the Safety Cc-ntu ¥

r 4
e »
an &
;
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3. Review of g

! v

| i

| ke Rev of every unplan /uo release of radtucﬂvuy to the environs for which a '
' rt to the m/ required. -~ -

/ / e

| A, Review of changes to the Offsite Dose Assessment Manual“and changes to the
) Process Control Progy

/ >

// / g /‘,/
L ‘Review of the Fire Protection Program ,w/inplmntiuq procedures.
/// / '//
| p
6.5.1.7  Adthority "
4 -
/ P
I/ g
| The Gperations Committee shall: /
/ Vg
i P

3. Recommend to the Plant Superinte ~Nuclear written approval or dinparo\ul

\~of 1tus/considcnd unoer Specification 6.5.1.6 (a) through (d) above.

——
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in writing with regard to whether-or not each item

Render determination

considered under 6.5.1.6°(a) through (e) above constitutes ‘an unreviewed

safety queition,

c. Provide written notification within\24 hours to the Vice President,

Nuclear and the Safety Committee of didagreement oetween the Cperations

Committee and the Plant Superintendent-Nud\ear; however, the Plant

Sigerintendent-Nuclear shall have responsibil for resoiution of such

disaggeements pursuant to Specification 6.1.1 ato

6.5.1.8 Record

The Nperations Commit shall maintain written minutes of each meet and

copies shall be provided o the Vice Present, Nuclear and the Chairman oX the
Safety Commi .tee.

.5.2 Safety Committee

Function

The Safety\(ommittee shall function to provide independent review and audit of

disignated achjvities in the areas of:

a. Nuclear power'plant operations.

b. Nuclear Engineering.

Amendment «0.B0,J28)58 6.5-4
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Hetallurgy,

Instrusentation and control.

{.

Non-dastructive testing

. Mministration,

6.5.2.2

hava bewn appointed in
writing by the Prexident to serve on 2 permanent basih and who collectivaly
heve or have access th applicable technica) and exper
as listed in section §.5.2.1, {tems & through J.

a) expertise in the

,"" Amendment Mo. 95
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6.5.2.3 Alternztes

Consultants shalN be utilized as determined by the Safuty Committee Chatrman to
provide expert advige to the Safety Committee,

6.5.2.5 Meeting Fregue

afety Committae shall med 4t least once par calendar quarter ing the
year of facility operat following fuel losding and at least\once per

A quorum of the Saf Committee shall consis® of the Chairman or Viece Chairman
Iternatas as voting membars,

and &t Yeast four membhrs with a quiu of two

have 1ine responsibility

more than a minority the voting members shal

or operstion of the facili

6.5+8 Amendment No. 95
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6.5.2.7 Review 3 -

ThinSafet, Comittee shal) be responsit

for Lhe reviev of!

The satety evalustions for (1) chan
ofexperiments completed under the pro

\9 procedures. and (1) et

1on of Section 088,

—— t ..

/& )- an unreviewed
2/

¢, Proposed tests or

fety question as defined in Section %Q. 80, 10 Cr&.

eriments which involve an unrevd
K question as defined 1M Section 50.59, 10 CFR,

afety

¢.  Proposed changes 1n Techndcal Specifications or Jicenses.

Vielations of applicable stathter, codes, regulations, orders,
technical specifications, licen

“esguirements, or of nternal

rocedures or instructions having Myclear safaty significance.

f. SignWicant operating sbnormalities or\geviations from normal and

t affect nuclesr safety,

h.  AYY recognized ingications of an unanticipated d¢ficiency in some
aspect of design or'gperation of safety-related s

or components.

ctures, systems,

Anencment No. Jop, 157 6.5-7
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report to and advise the President on those

e red, approved,
u}l, rwarded to the Ppefident within 14 days fotfowing each meeting.

Amendment No. 08y384, 213 6.5-9
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to the Prest within

/ /j|

b. l»os of reviews encompassed by Specificafon i.l.z.:;o}\

Amendment No. <409, 213 6.5-10
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REEQRTABLE EVENT ACTION '

ne following actions shall be takem for REPORTABLE EVENTS,

REPORTABLE EVENT shal) be revi by the Operations Committee,
port shall be submitted to the Sa
Nuclear and

y Committee and the Vice

b. The Commission shy11 be notified and a report submiNed pursuant to
the requirements of tion $0.73 to 10 CFR Part $0.

-\

Amenament No. JPB,J36,198 6.6-1
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startup, ration, uul shu
11ty. /

Refuel 1n| operation,

l

Mwns to be ?n{u correct
‘mal functions systems or

suspected pfimary system

of equi that could e an

he facility.”
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Fire Protection Program implementation. d Q -\
b T preventive maintenance and periodic visual exanination program to T

2, &= _:wuco leakage from systems outside containment that would or could
rcontain highly radioactive fluids ouring a serfous transfent to as low as)

actical Tevels. This program shall also include provisions for {

Jpmnm, | parformance of periodic systems Teak tests of each system once per
4 ERATING CYCLE.

42) /Progria to ensure the c ub}‘th to nccu/nﬂy determ
ff_) fodine conpe Atration in m aress under sccidon:/duom.
~ traini of parsonng); procedures fdr monitori nd provis
enance of ujt{mn anatysis og\npmnj
T &/~ “ vt(piﬂ'ﬂ?ﬂ for shTTL oyertime for Oberations-personnel o
_'*-*" EE:;ZM Ath the Comfssion' s MM—/
@mmmmm——

L PROCEES TORTROL PROGHARD—(A
G ual ity COREFST PEUFED for effluenta=— Ano & Vi ZoNMe ARG
GO0ttty CRENT (R, D )

"
———

"6 8.1 above, changes thereto, shalT B revi
tee as indicat n Specificatiop’6.5.1.6 and app

endent-Nuclear o/r duignn prior t‘ implementaiion,/ except as
provided 1n46.8.3 below. /

y, .
6.8.3 L?Grnry winor chmgu A procedures dncribdin 6.8.1 abon/ which do not //
\‘ ange the intent of/d\e original proceduré may be made uwh the concurrence of

two mambers of th}/phnt management s/u/f at \u;zl of whom shall ho(d ¢

i
a

\ senfor operator/1icense. Such chapges shall be documented and prompt
1\ reviewed by the Operations Commiftes and by the PYant Superintendept-Nuclear or

\ designee,” Subsequent incorpgration, {f nncns/l{y. as & permanent change, shall
be in atcord with 6.8.2 above. /

———————————————
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6.10 RECORDS RETENTION

.

J

V'3, AN Licensse Event Repo

/4, Records of surveillance activiVjes, inspections and calibrations

N

Records of (:niocc!1vo shipments.

Records of sea)

v % Records of annual phyWical inventory verifying accountadility of /
/

sources on record.

Amendment Yo, 108




DAEC-1

Facility Operating License.

v 1. Record and drawing changes refl ing facility design modifications

made to systems and equipment descr
Report,

in the Final Safety Analysis

\\ /!. Records of new and irradiated fue) fnventory, uel transfers and

assembly burnup histories.
ecords of facility radiation and contamination survey

of radiation exposure for all individuals for whom

/4.

\
\

V5. Records of gasenys and Viquid radioactive material released to the

./ 6. Records of transient or rational cycles for those facility

components designed for a 1{n{ted number of transients or cycles.
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Mummmw‘cgmmu e plant wtaff,

Records of in-service flons > to these
v e . inspact pert pursuant
of Aty Assurance activities the Manual with
om"m included in Section -

10
::x:tmmn ormed for changes made to

or Lpsent
reviews tests axpariments pursuant te 10 - .\

doe lives of all safety-related by lic and mechanicsl
the date at which the sarvice life

Records of results ¢ \Q\ux * required the radiclogical
monitoring progras. \ . - -

Records of reviews pr!u\-d for changes made to the Offsite

Manual and the Process -vl\nqu-.
(R —

Anstallation and

Asendment We. 109,773,J28,733, 184  6.10-3
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 wiTh 1o CFR £0% 00T be submitred
s
. mw*mnmolnml ﬁ
power escalat testing shall be submittod follow (n
\ "\
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BgposTiNg AouinpgyTy

Code-ob-Foderet Repristions, po following sdenstefied repores

receipt of an opereting license, (2) amendment to the

license involving a

od increuse in power level, (3)

installation of fuel tho has » diffoerent design or has

beon manufactured by & dif t fuel supplier, snd (4)
wodifications that may have sippificantly altered the

weclenr, thermal, or hydraulic
The report shall address each of the\tests identified in

the FSAR snd shall in general include S\description of the
ured values of the operating conditi or character-
ics obtained during the test program snd §y comparison of

thest values with design predictions and specifications.

6.11-1
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Startup reports shal) be submitted w
completion of the startup test program,
nmption or commencement of commercial

(1) 90 days following
) 90 days following

r operation, or

resumption or ¢

supplementary repo
until all three events

ncement of commercial power operation))
shall be submitted at least every three
¢ been completed.

& ' quf- Ona‘
Rad: a¥ion

>, (Bed)r

A tabulation on &n annuai basis of the
number of station, utility, and other personnel ('nc\udingA_@
contractors) receiving exposures gesdtesthen® 100 mrem/yr and their

associated man rem exposure according to work and job fuuetiom"}

Co.g.. reactor operations and surveillance, inservice inspection,

L., routine maintenance, special maintenance (describe maintenance)
( : waste processing, and mum@%ﬂ all be submitted
s

of Jamvery-i each Lngﬁ dose ungmnﬁ to “@LLTTRAME

various duty functions may be estimatey based on' pocket dosimeter,

TLO. or film badge measurements. Small expo.ures totaling W@
20% of the individual total dose need not be accounted for. In the
aggregate, at least BOX of the total whole body dose received from

external sources be assigned to specific major work functions . -
"thavav oy wesce nT

| desimmaTer

"= This tabulation supplements the requirements tmm

Amendment No. AAALIG4 6.11-2




DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 5.0: ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

JECHNICAL CHANGES - RELOCATIONS (continued)

Ry

CTS 6.3.4 requires either the Plant Superintendent-Nuclear (i.¢., the plant
manager) or one of his designated principal alternates to have the experience and
training normally required for a SRO license examination. Details of the operator
license requirements for these specific positions are relocated to the UFSAR and
plant procedures. The guidance documents which dictate the requirements are
also identified in the UFSAR. The requirements that the Operations Manager or
Operations Supervisor hold an SRO license has been maintained in ITS §.2.2.1
The people filling these positions directly control the operations of the plant; not
the Plant Superintendent-Nuclear. Additionally, changes to the procedures and
the UFSAR are controlled in accordance with 10 CFR 50.59. This changs will
ensure that requirea qualifications are maiitained for the Plant Sunerintendent-

Nuc.ear and his designated principle alternate and, therefore, is acceptable. This
change is consistent with the NUREG.

DAEC proposes the requirements on training (CTS 6.4.1) be relocated from
Technical Specifications on the basis that they are adequately addressed by other
Section 5.0 administrative controls as well as regulations. TS 5.3, Unit Staff
Qualifications, provides adequate requirements to assure an acceptable, competent
operating staff. Each member of the unit staff shall meet or exceed the minimum
qualifications of specific Regulatory Guides or ANSI Standards acceptable to the
NRC staff. ITS 5.3 describes the details of the required qualifications.

Additionally, ITS 5.2, Organization, details unit staff requirements. ITS §.2.2.a
and ITS 5.2.2.b, and 10 CFR 50.54 describe the minimum shift crew composition
and delineate which positions require an RO or SRO license. Training and
requalification of those positions are as specified in 10 CFR 35,

Based upon these considerations, duplicating the provisions relating to training is
not necessary to assure operation of the facility in a safe manner and may be
relocated to a licensee controlled document which will be evaluated in accordance
with the DAEC 10 CFR 50.59 program.

DAEC proposes that the review and audit functions (CTS 6.5) and Reportable
Event review (CTS 6.6.1.a) requirements, be relocated from the ITS to .he Quality
Assurance Program on the basis that they can be adequately addressed elsewhere
and that there is adequate regulatory authority to do so. Thus, the provisions are
not necessary to assure safe operation of the facility, given the existence of these

12 Revision A



DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 5.0: ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

[ECHNICAL CHANGES - RELOCATIONS continued)

(continued)

redundant requirements. This proposal would rely on a Quality Assurance
Program implementing 10 CFR 50.54 and 10 CFR 50. Appendix B, to control the
requirements. Such an approach would result in an equivalent level of regulatory
authority while providing for a more appropriate change control process. The
level of safety of facility operation is unaffected by the change and NRC and
DAEC iesources associated with processing license amendments for these
Administrative Control requirements will be optimized. The following points

summarize DAEC’s position on removing these requirements from Technical
Specifications

I'he Operations Committee review function. composition, alternate membership,

meeting frequency, yuorum, responsibilities, authority, and records are all covered

in equivalent detail in ANSI N18.7-197Z° These requirements are also proposad

to be covered in the QA Program. Equivalent change control is provided by 10

CFR 50.54(a)

I'he Safety Committee is also addressed. although with less detail, in ANSI
NI18.7-1972. The QA Program will include the requirements for the offsite
review group. Since the offsite review group provides after-the-fact

recommendations to improve activities, this organizaton 15 not nec essary 1o

assure safe operation of the facility. Based upon these considerations, duplication
of these requirements in the TSs is unnecessary

Relocating Reportable E . ent review requirements 1o the QA Program will ensure
these requirements are appropriately maintained. Given thai these reviews and
submittal of results are required following the event without a specified
Completion Time, the proposed relocated requirements are not necess
operation of the facility in a safe manner

ary 1o assure
'he change control process of
10 CFR 50.54(a) will provide eqivalent change control

Revision A




DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 5.0: ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

TECHNICAL CHANGES : RELOCATIONS (continued)

Ry

(continued)

principal operative standard in Section 182a. of the Atomic Energy Act; “healt).
and safety of the public” does not apply. Based on these considerations, the
lodine Monitoring Program administrative contrc! is not necessary to assure
operation of the facility in a safe manner and can be relocated from Technical
Specifications to the UFSAR or other plant procedures.

DAEC proposes to relocate and address the review and approval process (CTS
6.8.2) and the temporary change process (CTS 6.8.3) for procedures as part of the
QA Program, UFSAR, or appropriate procedures. This proposal is based on the
existence of the following requirements which are c.uplicative of 10 CFR 50.36 in
these areas and which assure operation of the facility in a safe manner, The
requirement for procedures is mandated by 10 CFR 50 Appendix B, Criterion 11
(second sentence) and Criterion V. ANSINIE 719"  which is an NRC staff-
endorsed document used in the development of the Q.. Program, also contains
specific requirements related to procedures.

ANSI N18.7-1972 Section 5.372 discusses procedure adherence. This
section clearly states that procedures shall be followed, and the
requirements for use of procedures shall be p- :scribed in writing. ANSI
N18.7-1972 also discusses temporary changes to procedures, and requires
review and approval of procedures to be defined.

ANSI N18.7-1976, Section 5.2.15 describes the review, approval and
control of procedures. The section describes the requirements for the
licensee's Quality Assurance Program to provide measures to control and
coordinate the approval and issuance of documents, including changes
thereto, which prescribe all activities affecting quality. The section further
states that each “ocedure shall be reviewed and approved prior to initial
use. The reviews required are also described.

ANSI N45.2-1971. Section 6 also requires the Quality Assurance Progrm; ‘
to describe procedure requirements.

Revision A




DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 5.0: ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

LECHNICAL CHANGES - RELOCATIONS (continued)

Ry

(continued)

DAEC will continue to implement the requirements of 10 CFR 50 Appendix B
regarding procedures without duplicating the necessity of procedure requirements
in the facility Technical Specifications. Safe operation of the plant will continue
(o be maintained, and therefore, the requirements for procedures and their control
should not be re-addressed in Technical Specifications Duplication of the
provisions related to procedures is not necessary to assure safe operation of the
facility. The QA Program, UFSAR or appropriate procedures ,\,m include
adequate detail with respect to the administrative contro) of procedures related to
activities affecting quality and nuclear safety. QA Program changes will be in
accordance with 10 CFR 50.54(a), with UFSAR and procedure ¢ hanges being
evaluated in accordance with the DAEC 10 CFR 50.59 program

CTS 6.8.5 contains details that are being relocated to plant controlled documents
which currently implement the preventative and corrective maintenance program
(CTS 6.8.1.11). CTS 6.8.1.11 conains program controls that are being placed in
ITS 5.5.2 which is a program for Primary Coolant Sources Outside Containment
I'he details in CTS 6.8.5 involve a once per operating cycle detailed walkdown
Inspection requirement and an additional quarterly walk down inspection. The
program controls will continue to be maintained in ITS 5.5.2 and are sufficient to
ensure the leakage is monitored. Changes to relocated requirements will be
evaluated in accordance with the DAEC 10 CFR 50.59 pt .gram

CTS 6.9.2, “"High Radiation Ares,” contains “**" and “***" footnotes that specity

measurement distances from a source of radioactiy ity used to determine personnel

dose rates. This type of detail is not retained in the ITS and can be relocated to
plant controlled documents where changes to these requirements will be evaluated

in accordance with the DAEC 10 CFR 50.59 program

Revision A




DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

TECHNICAL CHANGES - RELOCATIONS (continued)
L

The details contaiued in CTS 6.9.4.b, “Radiological Environmental Monitoring
Program,” are proposed to be relocated to the Offsite Dose Assessment Manual
(ODAM). The program is a redundant verification of the effectiveness of the
effluent monitoring program contained in the ODAM and specified in the
administrative controls section of the ITS. The relocated program has no impact
or effect on nuclear safety of the plant. ITS 5.5.1 for the ODAM requires the

ODAM to contain these activities. Changes to the ODAM will be controlled in
accordance with ITS 5.5.1.¢.

CTS 6/79.5 does not identify a parameter which is an initial condition assumption
for a DBA or transient, identify a significant abnormal degradation of the reactor
coolant pressure boundary and does not provide any mitigation of a design basis
event. Therefore, CTS 6/7.9.5 did not satisfy the screening criteria of

10 CFR 50.36 as documented in the Application of Selection Criteria to DAEC
Technical Specifications, and has been relocated to plant procedures. Any
changes to these requirements located in plant procedures will be evaluated in
accordance with the DAEC 10 CFR 50.59 program.

DAEC proposes the requirements on record retention (CTS 6.10) be relocated
from Technical Specifications on the basis that they van be adequately addressed
by the QA Progra.. (10 CFR 50, Append.. B, Criterion XVII) and other sections
of 10 CFR 50 that are applicable to DAEC (i.e., 10 CFR 50.71, 10 CFR 50.73,
etc.) and because provisions relating to record keeping, in the CTS, do not assure
operation of the facility in a safe manner.

Facility operations are performed in accordance with approved written
procedures. Areas include normal startup, operation and shutdown, abnormal
conditions and emergencies, refueling, safety-related maintenance, surveillance
and testing, and radiation control. Facility records document appropriate station
operations and activities. Retention of these records provides document
retrievability for review of compliance with requirements and regulations. Post-
compliance review of records does not assure operation of the facility in a safe
manner as activities described in these documents have already been performed.
Numerous other regulatioas such as 10 CFR 20, Subpart L, and 10 CFR 50.71
also require the retention of certain records related to operation of the nuclear
plant.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS 5.0: ADMINISTRATIVE CONTR( LS

LECHNICAL CHANGES . BELOCATIONS (continued)

Ru

he requirement to submit a startup Report (CTS 6.11.1.a) has been relocated
from the CTS. The report is a summary of plant startup and pcwer escalation
testing following receipt of the Operating License, increases in licensed power
level, installation of nuclear fuel with a different design or manufacturer than
current fuel, and modifications that may have significantly alter.d the nuclear
thermal, cr hydraulic performance of the unit. The report provided a mechanism
for NRC to review the appropriateness of licensee activities after-the fact, but
provided no regulatory authority once the report was submitted (i.e., no
requirement for Commission approval). The approved 10 CFR 50 Appendix B,
Quality Assurance Program and Startup Test Program provide assurance that the

listed activities are adequately performed and that appropriate corrective actions,
If required, are taken

the

Uiven that the report was required to be provided 1o the Commission no sooner
than 90 days or 9 months following completion of the respective milestone, report

completion and submittal was clearly not necessary 10 assure operation of tae
facility in a safe manner for the interval between completion of the startup testing
and submittai of the report. Additionally. given there is no requirement for the

Lommission to approve the report, then the Startup Report is not nec essary 10
assure operation of the facility in a safe manner

Based on these ronsiderations, the Startup Report may be removed from the
l'echnical Specifications and relocated 1o a licensee controlled doc ument. Where
changes are evaluated in accordance with the DAEC 10 CFR 50.59 program

This change proposes to relocate the notification and reporting requirements (CTS
6.6.1.b) for Reportable Event Action out of TS. These requirements are
duplicated in 10 CFR 50.73. These requirements will be relocated to plant
procedures or other licensee controlled documents. Given that these notifications
and reports are required following the event, notification and report submittal is
clearly not necessary 1o assure operation of the facility in a safe manner
Additionally, given there is no requirement for the Commission to approve the
notification or reports, these requirements are not necessary to ensure operation of
the facility in a safe manner. ( hanges to the relocated requirements in plant
procecures will be evaluated in accordance with the 10 CFR 50.59 program. This
change is consistent with the NUREG
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