
UNITED STATES 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

""ASHINGTON 0 C:.lO!I!>!> 

Docket Ho. 50-320 

Dr. Robert l. long 
Director, Corporate Services/ 

Director, TMI-2 
GPU Nuclear Corporation 
Post Office Box 480 
Middletown, Pennsylvania I7057 

Dear Dr. long: 

SUBJECT: PROPOSED POSSESSION ONLY LICENSE, PROPOSED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS, 
AHD SUPPORTING SAFETY EVALUATION FOR POST DEFUELING HONITORED 
STORAGE AT THREE MILE ISLAND UNIT 2 

The staff has completed its revie~ of your August 16, 1988, submittal, through 
Amendment IS, that requests a possession only license and extensive changes to 
the technical specifications for Three Hlle Island Uni t 2 (lMI -2) . 

Enclosure 1 is a copy of the proposed possession only license for THI-2. The 
proposed possession only license (POL) has an expiration date of November 4, 
2009. In your Amendment 14 to the Post-Defueling Monitored Storage (POHS) 
license amendment request dated August 16, 1988, you requested that the POL 
expiration date be changed to April 19, 2014, almost five years after the 
current license expiration date . The staff treated your request for a license 
extension as a licensing action separate from the Issuance of the POL and will 
process the license extension amendment request after the Issuance of the POL. 

Enclosure •. Is a copy of the proposed Technical Specifications for POHS. The 
staff has reissued the entire Technical Specifications . As requested in your 
August I6, 1988, submittal, as amended, the current Appendix A Technical 
Specifications have been extensively revised . Additfonally, you requested 
that the Appendix B Technical Specifications and the Recovery Operat ions Plan 
be eliminated. The remaining requirements from these two documents have been 
placed In the proposed Technical Specifications for POHS. 
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Enclosure 3 is the st1ff's S1fety Ev1luition (SE) for the proposed license 
~~nc.ent . TheSE is supplemented with in ippendix entitled •Technicll 
Ev1lu1tion of TMI-2 Post-Defueling Hon itored Stor1ge.• TheSE provides 1 
description of the proposed ch1nge to the current license 1nd in explination 
IS to why the st1ff finds the proposed chinge iCCeptable . The Technicil 
Evaluition Report (TER), att1ched IS in appendix to the SE, provides : 
(I) additional technical justific1tion for some of the ch1nges to the 
technical specific1tions, (2) the prerequisites for entry into PDHS, 
(3) descript ions of current pl1nt conditions, (4) descriptions of structures, 
syste•s, and c~ponents th1t must be preserved during PDHS to provide 
reasonable assur1nce that the flcility can be maintained in 1 defueled 
condition without undo risk to the health and safety of the public, and 
(5) identification of commitments made in your Post-Defueling Honitored 
Stor1ge Safety Analysis Report (POHS SAR) IS amended . 

Enclosure 4 is a copy of an Environment1l Assessment prepared by the staff to 
assess the continued validity of the Final Supplement 3 to the Programmatic 
Enviro~ntal Impact Statement dealing with Post· Defueling Hon itored Stor1ge 
and Subsequent Cleanup issued in August 1989. The staff finds that the 
August 1989 assessment is still valid . 

Since August 16, 1988, you have submitted requests for several additional 
amendments to the Technical Specifications. In some cases, these requests 
have been granted. The staff has not yet acted on Technical Specifications 
Change Requests (TSCR) 66 1nd 68 , dated October 10, 1989, and August 1, 1991, 
respectively . TSCR 66 requests deletion of the requirement to monitor for 
Sr89 from the Appendix B Technical Specifications . lSCR 68 requests revision 
of Technical Specification requirements for the processing of Accident 
Generated Water and specifically current Technical Specification 3.9.13. The 
staff considers these two requests as actions separate from this POL license 
request and the proposed technical specifications for POHS and the requests 
will be processed separately. 

On July 20, 1981, the staff issued an exemption to the regulations for license 
No . DPR-73 . The exemption deleted the requirement to periodically update the 
lHI-2 FSAR and required the licensee to use instead system descriptions and 
technical ev1lu1tion reports for documenting ch1nges m1de to the facility 
during the cleanup. As stated in the staff's SE, th~ PDHS SAR, as amended, 
will serve the same function as a Final Safety Analysis Report (FSAR) required 
of all licensed facilities and provide the licensing b1sis for PDHS . The 
staff also understands that you will update, at least annually, the PDKS SAR 
to reflect current facility conditions . The st1ff finds this proposal 
acceptable . 
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Neither the proposed POL or the proposed techntcal speclflcattons are being 
Issued at this ti.e. Issuance of the proposed POL ~ 1 th Its support ing 
technical specifications, wi ll await the decision of the Ato~ic Safety and 
licensing Board Panel appotnted for thts amendment request. and approval by 
the Co~m~lssion . 

Enc1 osures : 

Sincerely, 

Hichael T. Hasnlk. Senior Project Manager 
Non - Po~er Reactors, Decommissioning and 

Envtronmental Project Directorate 
Oivtslon of Advanced Reactors 

and Special Projects 
Off1ce of Nuclear Reactor Regulatton 

1. Proposed Possesston Only license 
2. Proposed Technical Speciftcations 
3. Safety [valuatton and lechntcal [valuatton Report 
4. [nviron.ental Assessment 

cc wtenclosures : 
See next page 
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Neither the proposed POL or the proposed technicil specificitions ire being 
Issued it this time . Issuance of the proposed POL w1th its supporting 
technical speciflciticns, will awiJt the decision of the Atomic Sifety ind 
Licensing Boird Pinel ippointed for this imendment request, and ipprovil by 
the Col!ll'llsSIOn . 

Enclosures : 

Sincerely, 

~.··/ ; .. .-.) • J 
/l~'~t:.~:..-f./,: )~o..C.,hv/.:_ 

Hichiel 1 . Hisn ik, Senior Project Hanager 
Non-Power Reactors, Decommissioning and 

Environmental Project Directorate 
Division of Advanced Reactors 

ind Special Projects 
orr, ,e of Nuclear Reactor Regulat1on 

1. Proposed Possession Only license 
l . Proposed Technical Specif1cat1ons 
3. Safety £viluat ion and Technical £valuat1on Report 
4. Environcental Assess~nt 

cc wtenclosures : 
See next page 
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KETROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY 

JERSEY CENTRAL POWER AND LICHT COMPANY 

PENNSYLVANIA ELECTRIC COMPANY 

CPU NUCLEAR CORPORATION 

DOCKET NO. 50·320 

THREE HlLE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT NO. Z 

POSSESSION ONLY LICENSE 

Llc~ns~ No. DPR-73 
AMnd~~~ent No. 

1. Th~ U.S. Nucl~ar R~gulatory Co~lssion (the Co~lss i on) has found 'that: 

A. The applicat ion for th~ possession only llc~nst fll~d by H~tropolitan 
Edison Company, Jers~y Central Power and Light Company, Pennsylvania 
Electric Company and GPU Nuclear Corporation (the licensees), ce«plies 
with the standards and require•ents of the Ato•fc Energy Act of 1954, 
as amended (the Act), and the Commiss ion' s rules and regulatio~s set 
forth in 10 CFR Chapter I; 

8. The facil i ty will bt maintained in conformity with the applicat ion , 
as a~nded, the provis ions of the Act, and the rules and regulations 
of the C~ission except for those exemptions fro• specific portions 
of the regulat ions , previously granted by the Co.misslon, and still 
applicable ; 

C. There is reasonable assurance: (i) that the activities authorized by 
this possession only license can be conducted without endangering the 
health and safety of the public, and (ii) that such act ivities wil l 
be conducted in compliance with the Commission' s regulations ; 

0. CPU Nuclear Corporation is technically qualified to engage in the 
activities authorized by this possession only license in accordance 
with the rules and regulations of the Commission ; 

E. The licensees are financially qualified to engage in the activities 
authorized by this possession only license in accordance with the 
rules and regulations of the Coamission; 

F. The licensees have satisfied the applicable provisions of 10 CFR 
Part 140, "Financial Protection Requirements and Indemnity Agree~nts" , 
of the Commission's regulations; 

G. The issuance of this possession only license will not be iniMical to 
the co~on defense and security or to the health a~d safety of the 
public; 

H. After weighing the environmental, economic, technical, and other 
benefits of the facility against environmental and other costs and 
considering available alternatives, the issuance ~f Possession Only 
license No. OPR-73 subject to the conditions for protection of the 
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environ.ent set forth herein fs fn accordance ~ith 10 CFR Part 51 of 
the C~ission's regulations and all applicable requir~nts have been 
satisfied; and 

I . The possession of byproduct and special nuclear aaterial and receipt, 
possession, and use of source aaterial as authorized by the license 
~ill be in accordance ~ith the C~ission's regulations in 10 CFR 
Parts 30, 40, and 70. 

2. Accordingly, Possession Only License No. DPR·73 is hereby issued to 
Metropolitan Edison Coepany, Jersey Central P~er and Light Co.pany, 
Pennsylvania Electric Company and GPU Nuclear Corporation to read as 
follows : 

A. This license applies to the Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Un t 2, 
(the facility) owned by the Metropolitan Edison Company, Jersey Central 
Power and Light Company, and Pennsylvania Electric Company, and ~in· 
tained by the GPU Nuclear Corporation . The facility is located on 
Three Mile Island in the Susquehanna River, 1n Londonderry To~ship, 
Dauphin County, Pennsylvania, about ten ailes southeast of Harrisburg, 
and is described in the Post Defueling Monitored Storage Safety Anal· 
ysis Report as suppl~mented and amended and the Enviro~ental Report 
as supplemented ana &Mended. 

B. Subject to the conditions and requirements incorporated herein, the 
Commission hereby licenses : 

(1) GPU Nuclear Corporation, pursuant to Section 103 of the Act and 
10 CFR Part SO, "Domestic Licensing of Production and Utilization 
Facilities" to possess, but not operate the facility; 

(2) GPU Nuclear Corporation, Metropolitan Edison Co.pany, Pennsyl· 
vania Electric Company and Jersey Central P~r and Light to 
possess the facility at the designated location in Dauphin County, 
Pennsylvania, in accordance ~fth the procedures and limitations 
set forth in this license; 

(3) GPU Nuclear Corporation, pursuant to the Act and 10 CFR Parts 30, 
40 and 70, to receive, possess and use at any time any sealed 
sources for radiation aonitoring equfpaent calibration; 

(4) GPU Nuclear Corporation, pursuant to the Act and 10 CFR Parts 30 , 
40 and 70, to receive, possess and use in aaounts as required any 
byproduct, source and special nuclear •aterial ~fthout restric· 
tion to che~ical or physical fo~ for sa~le analysis or instru· 
ment calibration or associated ~ith radioactive apparatus or 
c~onents; and 

(S) GPU Nuclear Corporation, pursuant to the Act and 10 CFR Parts 30, 
40 and 70, to possess, but not separate, such byproduct and spe­
cial nuclear materials ~hich remain at the facility subsequent to 
the cleanup foll~ing the March 28, 1979, accident. 
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C. This license shall be dtteed to contain and is subject to the 
conditions specified in the Co.eission's regulations set forth in 
10 CFR Chapter I, and is subject to all applicable provisions of the 
Act and to the rules, regulations (except for those exeeptions fro• 
specif ic portions of the regulations, previously granted by the 
Coe-ission, and still applicable) , and orders of tht C~ission now 
or hereafter in effect; and is subject to the additional condition~ 
specified or incorporated below: 

{1) Technical Specifications 

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendix A, as revised 
through Amtn~nt Ho . , art hereby incorporated in the 
license. The licensee shall •aintain the facility In accordance 
with the Technical Specifications and all Co~ission Orders 
issued subsequent to the date of this possession only license. 

{2) Physical Protection 

The licensee shall fully imple-.nt and aaintain in effect all 
provisions of the Ca-mission·approved physical security, guard 
training and qualification, and safeguards contingency plans 
including amendments aade pursuant to provisions of the 
Miscellaneous Amendments and Search Requireaents revisions to 
10 CFR 73.55 {51 FR 27817 and 27822) and to the authority of 
10 CFR 50 . 90 and 10 CFR 50. 54(p). The licensee aaintains a 
co~bined site physical security, guard training and 
qualification, and safeguards contingency plans with Unit 1. 
These plans are adainistered under TMI-1 license condition 
2. C.(3), and shall apply to TMI·2. 

D. Special Auxil i ary and Fuel Handling Building Ventilation Study: Prior 
to terminating continuous operation of the auxili ary and fuel handling 
buildings {AFHB) ventilation systeas the special aonltoring program of 
AFHB airborne levels shall be coepleted. The prograa shall inc1ude 
at least one year of data prior to entry into PDMS and at least one 
year of data after entry into PDMS . A report shall be sub~itted con· 
taining the results of the progra~ and containing sufficient data and 
analyses to deaonstrate that the release rate of particulates wi th 
half-lives greater than ei ght days froa the AHFB will be less than 
0.00024 ~Ci/sec when averaged over any calendar quarter. Not Included 
fn the calculation of the particulate release rate shall be those 
periods of tiae (designated in advance) prior to entry into PDHS during 
which aggressive deconta•inatlon operations were perforatd in prepara­
tion for PDHS. The report shall bt subaitted to the NRC staff at 
least 60 days prior to terminating continuous operation of the AFHB 
ventilation systems. 

E. Unfiltered Leak Rate Test: Prior to entry of the facility into Post­
Oefueling Monitored Storage, the licensee will develop an NRC approved 
surveillance require~ent for the reactor building unfiltered leak rate 
test that, upon staff approval, will be incorporated as Section 4. 1. 1. 2 
of the proposed POHS Technical Specifications. 
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F. Additional Subaittals Prior to Post-Defueling Moni tored Storage: Prior 
to entry of the facility into Post-Defueling Monitored Storage , the 
li censee wfll subait and fapleaent a Site Flood Protection Plan , a 
sfte Radiati on Protection Plan, an Offsfte Dose Calculation Manual, 
1 Post-Defuel ing Moni tored Storage Fire Protection Prograa 
Evaluation, a Post-Defuel ing Moni tored Storage Qual i ty Assurance 
Plan, and a Radiological Environaental Monitoring Plan. Addi tionally 
the licensee will subMit to the NRC the results of the completed 
plant radiation and contaainat ion surveys prior to entry into POHS. 

G. This license is effective as of the date of i ssuance and shall e~pfre 
at aidnight, November 4, 2009. 

Attac~nts : 

1. Technical Spec1fications 

Date of Issuance: 

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

Dennis H. Crutchfield, Acting Associ ate 
Director for Advanced Reactors 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulat ion 
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DEFINITIONS 



1.0 DEFINITIONS 

DEFINED TERMS 

1.1 The DEFINED TERMS of thfs sectton appur tn capfulbtd type and ere 
applicable throughout thtlt Technical Specifications . 

POST·DEFUELING MONITORED STORAGE 

1.Z POST·DEFUELING MONITORED STORAGE (PDHS) fs that condition where TMI-2 
defuelfng has been coepleted, the core debris reaoved fr~ the reactor during 
the cleanup period has been shipped off·sitt and the facility has been plated 
in a atable, aafe , and ltture condition. 

lli.!2!! 
1.3 ACTION shall be thost additional requirtHnts specified as corolltry 
atattHnts to uth apeciftcatfon and shall be part of the specifications . 

OPERABLE • OPERABILITY 

1. 4 A syste•, subsyste• , train, COIIPonent or device shall be OPERABLE or 
llave OPERABILITY when it h capable of perfon~fng its apecifitd funttfon(s) 
and when al l necessa~ attendant 1nstrumenution, controls, electrical power, 
cooling or Uftl 111ater, lubrication or other auxiliary equipt~~nt that are 
required for the IYitell, subsyste•, train, component, or device to perfor111 
its function(•) are al1o capable of perforeing their related support 
functton(a). 

CHANNEL CALIBRATION 

1.5 An in1trU~ent CHANNEL CALIBRATION i1 1 ttlt, and adjust.tnt, as 
ntcesaary, to tstabliah that the channel output responds IIIith acceptable 
range and accuracy to known valuts of the parueter which the chennel Ha· 
suru or an accurate ai•ulatton of these values . CHANNEL CALIBRATION shall 
encoepau tht entire channel including equtp111nt activation , alal"'l or trip, 
and shall be dteHd to include the CHANNEL fUNCTIONAL TEST. 

CHANNEL CHECK 

1. 6 A CHANNEL CHECK shall be the qualitative aaun .. nt of channel behavior 
during operation by observation. This dtttl"'linatton shall include, where 
possible , ca.pariaon of tht channel indication and/or status 111ith other indi· 
cations and/or status derived froa independent inatr.,..nt channels •uuring 
the SIH pariHttr. 

CHANNEL FUNCTIONAL TEST 

1. 7 A CHANNEL FUNCTIONAL TEST shall be the injection o·f a si1111lated signal 
into the channel 11 close to the pri•a~ 1tn1or as practicable to verify 
OPERABILITY including alan~ and/or trip function• . 
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1.0 DEFINITIONS 

FREQUENCY NOTATION 

1.1 Tht FREQUENCY NOTATION specified for the perforaance of aurnfllance 
rtqui,...nts shall correspond to the intervals defined in Table 1. 1. 

CONTAINMENT ISOLATION 

1.9 CONTAINMENT ISOLATION shall exist when: 

1. E1ch penetr1tion is: 

1. Closed by a aanual valva, a welded or bolted blfnd flange, a 
deactivated autoaatfc valve secured in the closed position or other 
equivalent •chanfcal closure to provide isolation of uc:h 
penttratton, or 

2. Open and the pathway to the envfron..nt provided with a HEPA 
filttr , or 

3. Open fn accordence with approvtd proceduru. Controls ahall be 
fll!)ltMnttd to aintaize the tf• the penetration h allowd open 
and to specify the conditfona for which the penetration h open. 
Penetrations shall be exptditfously closed upon c011plet1on of the 
conditions specifitd in the approved procedures. and 

b. Tht Equi~nt Hatch ia closed and sealed, and 

c. Each ContainDtnt Airlock is operable pursuant to Technical Specification 
3.1.1.3. 

lATCH RELEASE 

1.10 A lATCH RELEASE fs tht dfschargt of a discrete voluae. 

CONTINUOUS RELEASE 

1.U A CONTINUOUS RELEASE h tht dhcharge of a non·dhcrtte vol ... , e.g. , 
froa a voluae or aystea that has an input flow during the continuous release. 

OFF·SJTE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL 

1.12 The OFF-SITE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL (ODCM) aha11 contain tht •thod· 
ology and par ... ters used in the calculation of off·afte doses resulting fro• 
radioactive gaseous and liquid lffluenta, in the calculltion of gaseous and 
lfqufd effluent aonftorfng tlara/trfp setpoints, and fn the conduct of the 
Radiological Envfron..ntal Monitoring Progru. The ODCM ahall also contain 
(1) the progrus required by Sectfon 6.7.4 and (2) descriptions of the infor­
aatfon that should be included tn the Annual Radtologfc:al Envtro~ntal Oper­
ating and St•i-annual Radioactive Effluent Releaat Reporta required by 
Specifications 6.1.1.1 and 6.8.1.2. 
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1.0 DEFINITIONS 

REPORTABLE EVENT 

1. 13 A REPORTABLE EVENT shall be any of those condftfons tptctfftd tn 
Section S0. 73 of 10 CFA Part 50. 

STAGGERED TEST BASIS 

1.14 A STAGGERED TEST BASIS shill consist of: 

•• 

b. 

A tut schedule tor n systeas. subsyste•s, trains or duignattd 
coeponents obtained by dividing the specffftd tut interval into n 
equal subintervals, 

Tht testing of one systt11, subsystt•, train or dtsignattd coa­
ponents at the beginning of tach subinterval. 

ACCIDENT GENERATED WATER 

1.15 ACCIDENT GENERATED WATER 1 IS defined in tht stttle~~tnt of tht City of 
Lancaster litigation. fs : 

a. Water that existed in the TMI-2 Auxflfa~. Fuel Handling, and Con­
tafnMnt Bufldings including tht prfaa~ sys.te• as of October 16, 
1979, ~ith the exception of water llthich IS a result of deconta•i­
nation operations bec0111s co.ingltd with non-accident generated 
water such that the co.ingled water has a tritiu. content of 
0. 025 ~Ci/•1 or less before processing; 

b. Vater that his a total activity of gruter than one ~Cfl•l prior 
to processing except where such ~ater h originally non-accident 
water and becoees cont .. inated by use in cleanup; 

c. Vater that contains gruttr than 0.025 ~Ci/•1 of tritiu. before 
proceuing. 

SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES 

1. 16 SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES art those llthich affect the actfvitfu associated 
with 1 docu.ent or the docUDtnt's .. aning or intent. Exaaplts of non· 
substantive changes are: (1) correcting spelling; (2) adding (but not delet· 
fng) sign-off spaces; (3) blocking fn notes, cautions, etc. ; (4) changes fn 
corporate and penonntl titlu llthtch do not reassign rtsponsfbflftfu and 
llthfch art not rtftrenctd in the PDHS Technical Sptcfffcetions; and 
(5) changes in n0111nclaturt o" editorial changes llthich clearly do not change 
function, aeaning or tntent. • 

MEHBER(S} OF THE PUBLIC 

1.17 MEHBER(S) OF THE PUBLIC shall include 111 persons litho are not occupa­
tionally associated with the plant. This cttego~ dots not include eaployees 
of the GPU Systt•. GPU contractors or vendors. Also excluded fro. this cate· 
gory tre persons who enter the sita to service equipaent or to •ake deliveries . 
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1.0 DEFINITIONS 

UNRESTRICTED AREA 

1. 18 An UNRESTRICTED AREA shell be any area at or beyond the SITE BOUNDARY 
access to ~hich is not controlled by GPU Nuclear for purposes of protection of 
individuals fro. expbsure to radfa\fon and radioactive aa\er1als, or any area 
~ithin the SITE BOUNDARY used for ruidential quarters or for fndustr1at , 
ca.~ercfal, institutional , and/or recreet1onel purposes. 

• SITE BOUNDARY 

1.19 The SITE BOUNDARY shall be that line beyond ~1ch the land 1s neither 
~td, nor teased, nor othe~ise controlled by GPU Nuclear. The SITE BOUNDARY 
for geseous and liquid effluents shall be as shown in the ODCM. 

NPDES PERMIT 

1.20 Tht NPDES PERMIT is the Hatfonel Pollutent Discharge Etfainatfon System 
(HPDES) PtnDft No. PA0009920, tfftctfve Januery 30, 1975, hsued by the 
EnviroN~ental Protection Agency to Mttropolften Edison Compeny. This pereft 
authorized Metropolitan Edison Co11pany to discherge controlled ~ute water 
froa TMI Nuclear Stetfon into the ~aters of the Comnonweelth of Pennsylvania. 
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TABLE 1.1 

FREQUENCY NOTATION 

1-5 

FREQUENCY 

At leut once per 12 hours. 

At least once per 24 hours. 

At least once per 7 days . 

At least once per 31 days . 

At least once per 92 days . 

At least once per 184 days . 

At least onct per 12 ~nths. 

At least onct per 18 .onths. 

Completed prfor to each release . 

Not applicable. 



SECTION 2. 0 

SAFETY LIMITS 



%. 0 SAFETY LIMITS 

Thlra lrt 110 ufety Hafts wtlfch tpply to TMI-2 during PDMS. 
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SECTION 3/4 

LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR PDMS 

AND 

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS 



3/4.0 liMITING CONDITIONS FOR PDMS AND SURVEJLLANCE REQUIREMENTS 

3/4. 0 APPLICABILITY 

liMITING CONDITIONS FOR PDMS 

3.0.1 lieiting Conditions for PDMS and ACTION requir ... nts ahall be 
applicable during POST·DEFUELIHG MONITORED STORAGE or other conditions 
aptcifttd for each specification. 

·3.0.2 Adherence to the require•ents of the Lieiting Condition for PDMS 
and/or associated ACTION vithfn the specified tiM interval shall constitute 
COIIP11ance vith the specification. In the event the Lfaftfng Condition for 
PDHS is restored prior to expiration of the specified ti .. interval , coaple· 
tfon of tht ACTION statt11tnt h not required. 

3.1!.3 Jn the event a Lteftfng Condit fon for PDMS and/or associated ACTION 
requfre•nts cannot be uthfied because of cfrcu.stances in excess of those 
addressed in the specfffcatfon, inftfate appropriate actfons to rectify the 
problta to tht extent possible under the cfrcu.stances and submit a report to 
tht Coe.ission pursuant to the requfr.-ents of 10 CFR 50.73. 

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS 

4.0.1 . Surveillance Requireeents shall be .. t during PDMS or other condftfons 
specified for indfvitiual Liaitfng Conditions for PDMS unless othervist stated 
in an individual Surveillance Requireeent. 

4. 0.2 Each Survefllanct RequirttHnt shall be perforNd vi thin the specified 
tf .. interval vfth: 

a. A .. xfa1111 allO'iable extension not to exceed 251 of the aurvefl· 
lance interval, and 

b. A total .. xfau. cOIIbintd interval u .. for any four consecutive 
tests not to exceed 3. 25 tt .. s tht specified surveil lance interval. 

4.0.3 Failure to perfora a Surveillance Requfrtetnt vfthfn the 1peciffed 
tfee interval 1hall constitute a fatlurt to ... t the OPERABILITY requir ... nts 
for a Ltefting Condition for PDMS. Exceptions to these rtqufrtMnts art 
stated tn tht tndfvtdual Specifications. Surveillance RtqutrtMnts do not 
bave to be ptrforaed on inoperable equfpaent. 
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3/4.1 CONTAINMENT SYSTEMS 

3/4.1.1 PRIMARY CONTAINMENT 

CONTAHKNT ISOLATION 

LIMITING CONOITIONS FOR PONS 

3.1.1.1 PTi .. ry CONTAINMENT ISOLATION shall be aafntafntd. 

· APPLICABILITY: PDMS 

!ru2!!: 
Wfth CONTAINMENT ISOLATION not fn accordance with requfr.-ents, restore 
CONTAINH£NT ISOLATION wfthfn 24 hours . 

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS 

4.1.1.1 Prfury COHTA11t1EHT ISOLATION shall be verified quarterly wfth the 
foll~ing exceptions: 

a. Isolation valves that an locked cloud shall be vtrfffed annually on a 
quarterly STAGGERED TEST BASIS. If a valve h found to be out of posf· 
tion, a check of all locked closed isolation valves shall be perfonaed. 

b. An independent verification of all isolation valve position changes 
shall bt perfo~d. 

c. Bolted or welded blind flanges which fora a contafn.ent fsolatfon 
boundary will be visually inspected for sfgns of degradation and/or 
leakage every fhe years on an annual STAGGERED lEST BASIS. If 1 pro· 
bl .. fs discovered with 1 flange, 1 check of all bolted or •tlded blind 
flanges shall be perforaed. 
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UNFILTERED LEA~ RATE TESTING 

LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR PDMS 

3.1. 1. Z The unfiltered ltak rate fr~ Contai~nt with the RB B~ather closed 
shall bt ltss than 1/100 of the rate through the RB Breathtr. 

APPLICABILITY: PDMS 

~: 

If the unfiltered ltak rate fro• ContaiMtnt with the RB Breather clostd h 
greater than 1/ 100 of the rate through the RB Breather or if the trend indi­
cates that the 1/100 value will bt exceeded within 1 year, then: 

a. Identify the excessi ve leakage path ; 

b. Make necessary repair~ and/or adjus~nts; 

c. Perfona an additional unfil tered l eak rate test ; and 

d. Prepare and subeit a special report to the CDMi u i on punuant to ·Spe· 
ciffcation 6.8. 2 within the next 30 days . 

SURVE ILLANCE REQUIREMENTS 

4. 1.1.2 To Be Detenafned 
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COHTAIJIOT AIR LOCKS 

LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR PDMS 

3. 1.1. 3 Elch Contafrwent Atr lock shall be OPERABLE wfth at least one door 
closed exctpt when tht afr lock fl befng used for transft entry and exit in 
accordance with site-approved procedures. 

APPLICABILITY: PDMS 

~: 

With no Contairwent Air Loc:k door OPERABLE, restore at leut one door to 
OPERABLE status within 24 hours. 

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS 

4.1.1. 3 Each Contairwtnt Air Lock shall bt deaonstrattd OPERABLE at least 
onct per three 110nths by ptrforaing a aechanfcal operability check of each 
Afr Lock Door, fncludf ng a visual inspection of the coepontnts and lubrfca· 
tion ff necessary and by visually inspecting the door seals for signfftcant 
degradation. When both Contafnetnt Afr Lock doors art opened si•ultantously, 
vtrffy tht foll~ing conditions : 

a. The ctpab11fty exists to expeditiously close at least one Air 
Lock door; 

b. Tht Air Lock doors and Contafnaent Purge are configured to 
restrict the out.fl~ of air fn accordance with site-approved 
procedures ; and 

c. Tht Air lock doors art cycled to ensurt .. chanfcal operability 
within seven days prior to opening both doors. 
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l/4 .2 REACTOR VESSEL FUEL 

3/4.2.1 REACTOR VESSEL FUEL REMOVAL/REARRANGEMENT 

LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR PDMS 

3.2.1.1 No IIOrt than 42 kg of fue 1 ( 1. e. , uo,) aay be rNOved fro• the 
Reactor Vessel without prior NRC approval . 

APPliCABILITY: PDMS 

ACTION; 

When 110n than 42 kg of fuel has bun rHOved fr011 the Reactor Vessel, 
suspend all further fuel re•oval activities and subait a ufety analysis to 
tbt NRC for approval of this activity and any further fuel reaoval activiti es. 

3.2.1.2 No aore than 42 kg of fuel tn the Reactor Vessel .. Y be 
rearranged outside the ge0111etr fu analyztd in the DdueHng Com· 
pletfon Report without prior NRC approval . 

APPliCABlllTY: PDMS 

!mQ!!: 

When· IIOrt than 42 kg of fuel fn the Reactor Vessel has bun rearranged, 
suspend all further fuel rurrange11ent activities and subaft 1 ufety anal· 
ysf s to the NRC for approval of thfs activity anJ any further fuel rearrange· 
.ent actfvttfes. If an external event were to occur that could pottntfally 
caust IIOrt than 42 kg of fuel in the Reactor Vuul to be rtarranged, 1 
rtport wi ll be submitted to the NRC detafHng the findings of any fnvutiga· 
tion into that potential rearrangemtnt. 

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS 

4.2.1.1 

4.2.1. 2 

None required u long as no fuel h rtiiOvtd fi'OII the Ructor 
Vtsstl. 

None requfrtd as long as no fuel tn the Reactor Vessel is 
rearranged. 
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3/4.3 CRANE OPERATIONS 

LIMJTJNG CONDJTIOHS FOR POMS 

3.3.1 Lods fn e11ctn of 50.000 lbs. shell be prohfbfted froa travel ovtr 
the Reector Vessel unless a docketed Sefety Eveluetfon for tht 
actfvfty is epproved by the NRC. 

APPLICABILITY: PDMS 

~: 

Wfth tilt requfreNnts of the above sptcfficetfon not uthffed. pllce tht 
crene lo1d fn a safe condftton and correct the cfrcUist•nces vhtch caused or 
allowcl tht Lf11itfng Condition for POKS to be lltCttdtd prfor to contfuuing 
crent operations li•1ttd by Sptcfftcatfon 3. 3. 1. Prepare and sublltt. a spt· 
ciel report to tht C01afssion pursuant to Specfffcetfon 6. 8. Z wfthfn tht ne11t 
30 deys. 
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3/4.4 ACCIDENT GENERATED WATER 

ttMJTJNG CONDITIONS FOR PDMS 

3/4. 4-1 
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3/4.5 SEALED SOURCES 

3/4.5.1 SEALED SOURCE INTEGRITY 

liMITING CONDITIONS FOR POMS 

3.5.1 Each staled sourca containing redioactive uterial either 1n txceu of 
100 aicrocuriu of beta and/or giMI e•ftting aaterial or 5 aicrocuriu of 
alpha aaitting uterial Ce•cept as noted in 4.5.1. 2) shall be free of~ 0.005 
aicrocuries of ra.ovable contamination. 

APPLICABLE: PDMS 

~: 

1 . Each sealed source with re.avable contaaination in excess of the above 
liait shall be iaaediataly withdra~n free use and: 

1. Either decont .. inate and repair. or 

2. Dispose in accordance with Co.mission Regul•t fons. 

b. The provisions of Specification 3. 0.3 are not applicable. 

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS 

TEST REQUIREMENTS 

4.5.1.1 Each ualed source shall be tuttd for leakage and/or contuination 
by: 

a. lhe licensee. or 

b. Other persons specifically authorized by the Coaaiufon or an 
Agreeeent State. 

lht test .. thod shall have a detection sensitivity of at least 0. 005 
•fcrocurfes per test sa.ple. 

TEST FREQUENCIES 

4.5.1. 2 Each category of staled source shall be tested at the frequency 
described below • 

•• 

1. Vith 1 half·lfft gruter than 30 days (excluding tb'drogen 3) 
and 

2. In any fora other than gas. 
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SURVEILLANCE REQUJRE"EHTS 

REPORTS 

b. Stond sources not fn use • Eech ualed source 1nd fission dettc· 
tor shill be tuted prior to use or transfu to 1nothtr lfcensee 
unless tested within the previous six .anths . Se1led sources 1nd 
f ission detectors tr1nsferred without 1 certiffc1te indicating 
the last test date shall be tested prior to being pl1ced into use . 

c. Fission detfctors • Each sealed fhsion detector sh1ll be tested 
w1th1n 31 cays prior to being subjected to core flux or installed 
in the core 1nd follow ing repair or Nintenance to the source. 

4. 5. 1. 3 A report shall be prepared and sub111ftted to the C011111ission on 1n 
1nnual basis if sea led source or fhs ion detector leakage tuts reveal t he 
presence of !O. OOS • icrocuri es of removable contamination. 
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lASES 

FOR 

LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR POMS 

AND 

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS 



The s~~ stat.-ents contained fn this section 
provide the bases for the Specifications of 

Section 3. 0 and 4.0 and are not considered a part 
of these Technical Speci fications as provided in 

10 CFR 50. 36. 



3/4.0 APPLICABILITY 

lASES 

The IJ>Kiffcatfons of this section provide the general requfr~~~ents 
applicable to tach of the Li•iting Conditions for PDMS and Surveillance 
Requfre~ents within Section 3/4. 

3.0.1 Tllh specification defines the applicability of each specification in 
terws of PDMS or other specified conditions and h provided to delineate 
specifically when each specification is applicable. 

3.0. 2 Thfs specification defines those conditions necessary to constitute 
ce~~pHance with the tenu of an individual lf•it ing Condition for PDHS and 
associated ACTION require .. nt. 

3. 0. 3 Thl specffication defines the action and reporting requirtMnts for 
those circ ... stances where the ACTION statement for lf•iting Conditions for 
PDMS was exceeded. 

4. 0. 1 Tllh specification provides that surveillance activities necessary to 
ensure thl lf•itfng Conditions for PDHS are •et and will bt ptrfol'lltd durfng 
the condition for which the Li•iting Conditions for POMS art applicable. 

4. 0. 2 Thl provisions of thfs specfffcatfon provide allowable tolerances for 
performing surveillance e:tivities beyond those specified in the no.inal sur· 
vefllanct interval . Then toleranc11 art necessary to provide operational 
flexibility because of scheduling and perfonaanct considerations. The phrase 
•at least• associated with a surveillance frequency dots not negate thfs 
allowable tolerance value and permits the perfonaanct of .ore frequent 
surveillance activities. 

The tolerance values, taken tither individually or consecutively over 3 test 
fnttrvah, are sufficiently restrictive to ensure tnat the reliability asso· 
cfated with the surveillance activity fs not degraded beyond that obtained 
froa the noeinal specified interval . 

4. 0. 3 Thl provisions of this specification set forth the criteria for 
dtttnainatfon of complfanct with tht OPERABILITY requirtetnts of the li•iting 
Conditions for PDHS. Under thfs crittrfa, equfp~~~nt, systt•s or COiponents 
are au~d to be OPERABLE if the auociattd survtillanct actfvftfes have 
bttn satisfactorily performed within the specified ti .. fnttrval . Nothing in 
thh provision is to bt construed u defining equip~~~nt, systtes or c011po· 
nents OPERABLE, when such itt•s art found or known to bt inoperable although 
still .. eting the Survtillance Rtquire .. nts. 
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3/4.1 CONTAJIIIENT SYSTEMS 

BASES 

3/4.1.1 PRIMARY CONTAINMENT 

3/4.1.1.1 CONTAINMENT ISOLATION 

CONTAINMENT ISOLATION h ••intained to assure the Contairwtnt h properly 
.. intained as a conta111ination barrier for the residual contuinatfon vhich 

. reuins inside the Contain.ent. One barrier either outsidt or fnside of the 
ContafMtnt on tach penetration h acceptable. See the PDMS SAR Section 
7. 2. 1. 1. Verification of CONTAINMENT ISOLATION h pri .. rfly acc0111pl fshed by 
visual inspection; h~ever, fn cans vhere thh h not practical due to the 
valvt or valves being locat~ fn a locked hfgh radfatfon arta, doc:UMnted 
tvfdtnce of the valvts closure .. y be used. Ptnttrations which hlvt betn 
isolated by chain locktd valvts provide 1 high degret of assurance that CON· 
TAIHHENT ISOLATION h bting •afntained and, thtrtfore, require only annual 
survtfllance on a STAGGERED TEST BASIS. Ptnttrations which have bttn cloud 
by bolted or velded blind flanges provide an even hfgher degree of assurance 
that CONTAINMENT ISOLATJON fs bting ••fntained and, thertfore, require sur· 
vefllance only every five years also on a STAGGERED TEST BASIS. H~ever, 1f 
a valve fa found out of position or a preble• vith a flange fa discovered, a 
complete verification check would be perforaed to provfdt assurance that 
CONTAINMENT ISOLATION is being •aintafned. 

3/4.1.1. 2 UNFILTERED LEAK RATE TESTING 

Tt': • Reactor Building fire analysis presented fn SAR Section 8. 2. 5 Case 3 
a~sUIDts that the uount of unfiltered leakage fs less than l/100 of the 
..cunt released through the 99l efficient RB Breather HEPA filter. SAR 
Sec:tion 7. 2.1. 2. 3 provides the detafh of the calculation usfng an unffl· 
te ... d leak rate tut to de1110nstrate coaplfance wfth thh Lf•iting Condftfon 
for PDMS. The test interval h varfable due to the uncertainty fnhtrent in 
.. tntafning the unffltertd leakage to a , .. 11 fraction of the leakage through 
the RB Breather. 

3/4.1.1. 3 CONTAINMENT AIR LOCKS 

Tht Contafn.ent Afr Locks •ust be .. tntafned OPERABLE to provfde CONTAINMENT 
ISOLATION. Thtu afr locks wtll be used durfng entrfts fnto the Contairwtnt 
to ensure that radioactive ••ttrfah are not unntetssarfly befng released to 
the environs. The preferred Mthod for ensuring that radioactive .. terfals 
art not released during thtse entries fs to .. fntafn at least one door closed 
at all tf11ts; hewtver, 1f cfrc.astancts require, both doors .. y be open 
sf•ultaneously in accordance wfth site-approved procedures. ·. 
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3/4.2 REACTOR VESSEL FUEL 

lASES 

3/4. 2. 1 REACTOR VESSEL FUEL REMOVAL/REARRANGEMENT 

NRC Inspection Report 50·320/9D-03. dated June 14. 1990. f~osed restrictions 
on the l"fttYal and/or rtarrangtMnt of the residual fuel fn the Rtactor Vts· 
sel . In particular. the NRC stated fn Section 3.0. "Safe Fuel Mass Lf11ft," 
of that inspection rtport that the appropriate safe fuel NU Haft fn the 

• Reactor Vessel (RV) was dettnafned to be 93 kg of core debris . Based on 
fndust~ practice . a lfaft of approxfaately 4SS of the SFHL was placed on the 
1110unt of cort debris that NY be re110ved froa the RV or rearranged fn the 
RV. This liait fs specified to ensure subcrftfcalfty even after dual errors. 
Thus. ff the fuel fn the RV h rtarranged outside the analyztd ge011ttries 
used in the Defuelfng Coapletion Report RV criticality analysis . the 42 kg 
Haft will apply to tht rearranged fuel . Further. if any fuel h re110ved 
froa the av in the future, the 42 kg liait will also apply to that fuel . 
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3/4.3 CRANE OPERATIONS 

lASES 

A load drop fnto the RV .. y cause reconffguratfon of the core debrfs outside 
the analyzed geoeetrfes used in the Defuel fng COIPletfon Report RV crftfcalfty 
analysis. 
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J/4.4 ACCIDENT GENERATED WATER 

lASES 

To h Dettroafntd 
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3/4.5 SEALED SOU.CES 

lASES 

3/4.5.1 SEALED SOUICE INTEGRITY 

The li•ftetfon on r.~Cvable contaafn1tfon for sources requfrfng le1k ttsting , 
tnch.Sfng 1lph1 •fttus, h bind on 10 Cflt 70.39(c) 1f•1ts for pluton1UII. 
Thfs 11•1tltion wfll ensure th1t le•~•o• fro~ byproduct, source, end Spacf1l 
•uclelr "-terl1l sourcts wfll not axcetd 1llowable int1ka v1luts . 
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SECTION 5.0 
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5.0 DESJGN FEATURES 

5.1 COHTAIIIIENT 

CDNFIGURATJOH 

5.1.1 The Contain.ent Building fs a stttl lined, reinforced concrete 
building of cylindrical shape, with 1 dOIIt roof and having the follo~i ng 
design features : 

. 1. lllollfnal inside diameter = 130 fttt. 

b. No.inal inside height = 157 feet. 

c. Mini•ua thickness of concrete walls= 4 feet . 

d. Minf•um thickness of concrete roof E 3. 5 ftet . 

e. Mini•ua thickness of concrete floor pad = 13. 5 feet . 

f. Noainal thickness of steel lfner = 1/2 inch. 

g. Net fret volume= 2.1 x 101 cubfc feet. 

h. Design Pressure= 5.0 psig. 

•, 
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6. 0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

6.1 RESPONSIBILITY 

6. 1. 1 The Manager, TMI-2 Departllent h responsible for the Mnage .. nt of 
overall unit operations at Unit 2 and shall delegate in wdting the succes­
sion to this responsibility during absence. 

6.2 ORCANJZATJON 

GPU NUCLEAR ORGANIZATION 

6. 2. 1 The GPU Nuclear Corporation (GPUNC) organiution for unit Mnageeent 
and technical support shill be as in Section 10. 5 of tht PDMS SAR. 

THI-2 ORGANIZATION 

6. 2. 2 The unit organization shall be as described fn Section 10. 5 of the 
POMS SAR and an individual qualified fn radiation protection procedures shall 
be on sfte whenever Radioact i ve Waste Manage11ent activities art in progress. 

6. 3 UNIT STAFF QUALIFICATIONS 

6. 3. 1 Each .. ~btr of tht unit staff shall •eet or txcetd the •inieum quali­
fications of AHSI Nl8. 1-1971 for co111parablt positions unleu otherwiu noted 
fn the Technical Specifications. The requirtMnts of ANSI Nl8. 1-1971 that 
pertain to operator lfctnse qualfficatfons for unit staff shall not apply. 

6. 3. 2 Tht •anagtlltnt posftfon responsible for radiological control or hfs 
deputy shall llttt or exceed the qualfficatfons of Regulatory Gui de 1. 8 of 
19n. Each Radiological Controls Technician in a responsible position shall 
Mtt or exceed the qualfffcations of AHSI HlB. l-1971, paragraphs 4. S. 2 or 
4. 3.2, or bt fonully qualffitd through an NRC-approved THI Radiation Con­
trols training progra11. All Radiological Controls Technicians wfll bt quali­
fi.cf through training and ua•ination in tach area or apecific task rel ated 
to thtir radiological controls functions prior to thtfr perforwanct of those 
tasks. 

6. 4 TRAINING 

6. 4.1 A retraining and replaceMnt trafnfng progra• for the unft staff shall 
be Nfntafned and shall Met or excttd the requfre•ents and rtcOIIIItndatfons 
of ltgulatory Gufdt 1. 8 of 1977. 
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ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

6.5 REVIFW AND AUDIT 

6. 5.1 TECHNICAL REVIFW AND CONTROl 

The Vice President of tach division within GPU Nuclur Corporation shall be 
responsible for ensuring the preparation , review, and approval of doc&.eents 
required by the activities described in Sections 6. 5.1.1 through 6. 5.1. 7 
within his functional area of responsibility as assigned in the GPUN Review 
and Approval Matrix. I~leMnting approvals shall be perfor.ed at the 
·cognizant Mnager level or above. 

ACTIVITIES 

6. 5.1.1 Each procedure required by Section 6. 7 end other procedures 
including those for tests and experiMnts and SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES thereto 
shall be prepared by a designated individual(s) or group knowledgeable in the 
area affected by the procedure. Each such procedure, and SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES 
thereto, shall be given 1 technical review by an individuals(s) or group 
other than the preparer, but who aay be from the sue organization as the 
individual who prepared the procedure or change. 

6. 5.1.2 Proposed changes to the Technical Specifications shall be reviewed 
by a knowledgeable individual(s) or group other than the fndividual(s) or 
group who prepared the change. 

6. 5. 1. 3 Proposed tests and experiaents shall be reviewed by a knowledgeable 
individual(s) or group other than the preparer but who MY be fr011 the sue 
division as the individual who prepared the tests and experi .. nts . 

6. 5.1.4 Proposed 110diffcations to unit structures, systHs, and coeponents 
necessary to Mintain the PDMS condition as described in the POMS SAR shall 
be designed by an individual/organization knowledguble fn the areas affected 
by the proposed 110dificat1on. Each such IIOdification 1hall be technically 
reviewed by an individual/group other than the individual/group which 
designed the 110dificatfon but MY be fro~~ the lut group as the individual 
who designed the 110dffication. 

6. 5.1.5 Investigation of all violations of the Technical Specifications 
including the preparation and forwarding of reporta covering evaluation and 
reco-.ndatfons to prevent recurrence, shall be reviewed by 1 knowledgeable 
fndividual(a)/group other than the individual/group which perfor.ed the 
investigation. 

6. 5. 1.6 All REPORTABLE EVENTS shall be reviewed by an individual/group 
other than the individual/group whfch prepared the report. 

6.5.1.7 Individuals responsible for reviews perfor.ed 1n accordance with 
Sections 6. 5.1.1 through 6. 5.1. 6 shall include a deterwination of whether or 
not additional cross disciplinary review h necessary. If dee .. d necessary, 
such rev i ew shall be perforwed by the appropriate personnel . Individuals 
responsible for reviews considered under Sections 6. 5. 1.1 through 6. 5.1. 5 
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ACTIVITIES (con't) 

shall render dtttrainations fn writing with regard to whether or not 6. 5.1.1 
through 6. 5.1. 5 constitute an unrevfe~d safety question. 

lliQlli 
6. 5.1.8 Written records of actfvftiu ptrforeed tn accordance with Sections 
6. 5.1.1 through 6. 5.1. 7 shall be •aintaintd in accordance with Section 6. 9. 

QUAlJFICATIOHS 

6. 5.1. 9 Responsible Technical Reviewtn shall Mtt or exceed the qua11fica­
tions of AHSJ /AHS 3.1 of 1978 Section 4.6, or 4.4 for applicable disciplines, 
or have 7 years or appropriate experience in the field of hb or her spe­
cialty. Credit toward experience w111 be given for advanced degrees on a 
one·to·ont basis up to a •axi•U8 of two years. Responsible Technical 
Reviewers shall bt designated in writing. 

6.5.2 INDEPENDENT SAFETY REVIEW 

FUNCTION 

6.5.2.1 The Viet Pruident of each division within GPU Nuclear Corporation 
shall bt responsible for ensuring the independent safety review or the sub· 
jects described in Section 6.5.2.5 wfthfn his assigned area of review respon· 
sibflity, as assigned in the GPUN Review and Approval Matrix. 

6. 5. 2.2 Independent safety review shall be coepleted by an individual or 
group not having direct responsibflity for the perfor~~ance of the actfvftiu 
under review, but who •ay be fro• the sue functionally cognizant organiu­
tion as the individual or group perfonaing the original work. 

6. 5. 2. 3 GPU Nuclear Corporation shall collectively have or have access to 
the experftnce and co~~pettnce required to i ndependtntly revitw subjects in 
the following areas: 

a. Nuclear Unft operations 
b. Nuclear engineering 
c. Cht•istry and radioche•istry 
d. Metallurgy 
e. Ir.stru.entatfon and control 
f . Radiological safety 
g. Mechanical engineering 
h. Electrical engineering 
t. Administrative controls and quality assurance practices 
j. Other approprht.e fields such as radfoactfve waste ••nageMnt. operations 

associated wfth the unique charact.erist.fcs of TMJ·2. 

6. 5.2.4 Consultants .. y be ut.flhed as dettnained by the cognizant Vice 
President. t.o provide expert advice. 
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ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

RESPONSIBILITIES 

6. 5. 2.5 Tht foll~ing subjects shal l be independently ~evitwtd by Indtptndent 
Safety ltvitwtrs (ISRs) in the functionally assigned divisions : 

a. Written safety tvaluations of changes in the faciHty as described in 
the Safety Analysts Report . of changes in procedures as described in 
the S1fety Analys ts Report. and of tests or txperh•ents not described 
in tht Safety Analysts Report. whfch are coapleted without prior NRC 
approval under the provisions of 10 CFR 50. 59(1)(1). This revitv h 
to verify that such changes. tests or experiHnts did not involve 1 
change in the Technical Spec:tfications or an unrevfewtd safety ques­
tion as defined in 10 CFR 50. 59(1)(2) . Such revitws need not be- per­
for.ed prior to i~le-.ntation. 

b. Proposed changes fn procedures. proposed changes fn the flcflity • or 
proposed tests or experh•ents. 1ny of which involves 1 change in the 
Technfc1l Specifications or 1n unrevftved safety question as defined 
fn 10 CFR 50. 59(c) . Hitters of t hfs kind shall be revie~o~ed prior to 
subaitt.ll to tht NRC. 

c. Proposed changes to Technical Specifications or license .. endaents 
shill bt reviewed prior to submittal to the NRC for approv11 . 

d. Violations. devi1tions. and reportable events which require reporting 
to tht NRC in writing. Such reviews art perfor.ed after the f1ct. 
Revitv of events covered under this subsection shall include results 
of any investigations •ade and the reco--.ndations resulting froa such 
investigations to prevent or reduce the probabiHty of recurrence of 
tht event. 

e. Vrftttn •~aries of audit reports in tht areas specifi ed in Section 
6.5. 3. 

f . Any other utters Involving the plant which 1 reviewer dttlls appro­
priate for consideration or which is referred to the independent 
reviewers. 

QUALIFICATIONS 

6. 5. 2.6 Tht ISRs shall either have 1 Bachelor' s Degree in Engineering or the 
Physical Sciences and f ive years of professional level experience fn tht area 
being revftwtd or have nine years of appropriate experience fn the field of his 
or her specialty. An individual perfor.ing revitvs uy possess c~tttnce in 
~ere than one specialty area. Credit t~ard experitnca will be given for advanced 
cltgreu on a one-for-one buts up to 1 •axi•u. of two years. 

lli.Q!Q! 
6. 5. 2. 7 Reports of reviews encoapasstd fn Section 6. 5. 2. 5 shall be 
81intained in accord1nee with Section 6.9. 
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6.5.3 AUOJTS 

6.5.3.1 Audits of unit activities shall be perfor.ed fn accordance with the 
TMI-2 PDMS QA Plan. These audits shall enco.pass: 

a. The conforaance of unit operations to provisions contained within 
the Technical Specfffcations and applfcable Hetnst conditions. 
The audit frequen~ shall be at least once per 12 .onths. 

b. The perfol"'llnce of activities required by tht PDHS QA Plan. The 
audit frequency shall be at least once per 24 .onths. 

c. The Rldfatfon Protection Plan and applfcable flaple•entfng proce­
dures. The audit frequency shall be at least once per 12 .onths. 

d. The Fire Protection Progru and h•pleHnting procedurts at lust 
once per 24 .onths. 

e. An independent fire protection and lou prevention program 
inspection and technical audit shall be perforeed annually 
utflfzing either qualffied Hcenue personnel or an outside fire 
protection ffr.. 

f. An inspection and audit of the fire protection and lou preven­
t ion progra• by an outside qualified fire consultant at intervals 
no greater than 3 years. 

g. The ODCH and i~le•enting procedures at least once per 24 
.onths. 

h. Any other area of unit operation considered appropriate by the 
Mlnager, TMI-2 Departatnt or the Office of the President - GPUNC. 

~ 

6. 5.3.2 Audit reporh enco•paued by Section 6.5.3.1 ahall be forwarded for 
action to the .. nageMnt positions responsible for the areas audited and the 
IOSRG within 60 days after co.pletfon of the audit. Upper unagtMnt shall 
be fnfon~ed fn accordance with the TMI-2 POMS QA Plan. 

6. 5.4 INDEPENDENT ONSITE SAFETY REVIEW GROUP (IOSRG) 

FUNCTION · 

6.5.4.1 The IOSRG ahall be a full-tfae group of enginttrs, fndtpindent of 
the unit ataff, and located onsite. 

ORGANIZATION 

6. 5.4.2 a. The IOSRG staff shall be 11 aptcffied in the TMI-1 Tech. 
Specs. (License No. OPR-50). 
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ORGANIZATION (Con't) 

b. The ISORC shall report to the director responsible for 
nuclear safety aueueent and wfll perfortl thefr function 
for both THJ Unit 1 and Unft 2. 

RESPOfiSJBJLITY 

• 6.5.4.3 The perfodfc revf~ functions of the IOSRG shall include the 
foll~ing on a selective and overvi~ basis : 

AUTHORITY 

a. The independent revfew activftiu stated fn Section 6.5. 2. 5 
which .. Y be perforeed after the fact. 

b. Assess-.nt of unft operations and perfonaance and unit 
safety progr .. s fro. a nuclear safety perspective. 

c. Any other .. tter involving safe operations of the nuclear 
power plant that the onsfte IOSRG .. nager or the tc.nager, 
THJ·2 Depart..nt deeas appropriate for c~nsfderation . 

6.5.4.4 · The IOSRG shall have access to the unit and unit records as 
necessary to perfon~ its evaluations and aueu-.nts. Baud on its revf~s, 
the IOSRG shall provide reco .. ndatfons to the .. nagement positions rupon· 
sible for the areas revf~d. 

QUALIFICATIONS 

6.5.4.5 The IOSRG enginttrs shall have either: (1) a Bachelor's Degree fn 
Engineering or the Physical Sciences and three yean of professional level 
experience fn the nuclear power field including technical supporting func· 
tions, or (2) efght yean of appropriate experfence in nuclear power plant 
operations and/or technology. Credit toward experience wfll be given for 
advance degrees on a one·to·one basis up to a eaxi•ua of two years. 

RECORDS 

6.5.4.6 Reports of evaluations end assess .. nts encoepassed in Section 
6.5.4.3 shall be prepared. approved, end trans•ftted to the tc.nager. TMI-2 
Dtpartltnt, the division viet president responsible for nuclear safety 
auu .. nt and the unage .. nt positions responsible for the areas revi~d. 

6.6 REPORTABLE EVENT ACT!ON 

6.6.1 The following actions shall be taken for REPORTABLE EVENTS: 

a. The Nuclear Regulatory Coeeission ahall be notified and/or a 
report aublitted pursuent to the require .. nts of Section .S0. 73 to 
10 CFR 50, and 
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6.6 REPORTABLE EVENT ACTION (Con' t) 

b. Eech REPORTABLE EVENT shall undergo an independent aafety revfew 
pursuant to Specfffcatfon 6. 5.2. 5 d. 

6.7 PROCEDURES AND PROGRAMS 

6.7.1 Written procedures shall be established, f~lelltnted, and ufntafned 
for tht acthfties necessary to aafntafn the POMS condition as described fn 
tht PDMS SAR. Exa.ples of these activit ies are: 

a. Technical Specification fapleatntatfon. 

b. Radioactive waste aanagtetnt and ship .. nt. 

c. Radiation Protection Pl an iapleaentation. 

d. Fire Protection Progru i~leaentatfon. 

e. Flood Protection Progru f~leaentation . 

6.7. 2 Each procedure requi red by Section 6. 7. 1, and SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES 
thereto, sha l l be reviewed and approved as ducribtd fn Stctfon 6. 5.1 prior 
to hlplnentatfon and shall bt reviewed ptriodical ly as rtquired by ANSI 
Nl8.7· 1976. 

6. 7. 3 Teaporary changes to procedures in Section 6. 7.1 above aay be aade 
provi ded: 

a. The intent of the orfgfnal procedure fs not altered ; 

b. The change h approvtd by two aellbers of the responsible organf · 
uti on qualf fi td in accordance wf th Sectf on 6. 5.1. 9 and knowl · 
edgublt i n the trta affected by the proctdure. For changes 
which aay affect the optrati~nal status of unit aysteas or tqufp· 
.. nt, at least one of these individual s ahall be a .. mber of unft 
unageaent or auptrvfsfon; and 

c. The change h docUIItnted, rtvftwtd and approved 11 dtscribed fn 
Section 6. 5. 1 wfthfn 14 days of fapl ... ntatfon. 

6.7.4 The 'following progrus ahall be tstablhhtd. ft~pltaented , and 
ufntafned: 

a. Radioactivt Effluent Controls Proaraa 

A progru shall be provided conforafng with 10 CFR 50. 36a for the 
control of radfoactivt effluents and for aaintaining the doses to 
M£MBERS OF THE PUBLIC fra radfoactfvt eftlutntJ as low as rea· 
sonably achftvable. The progru (1) ahall ~ contained fn the 
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6.7 PROCEDURES AND PROGRAMS (con't) 

OOCM, (2) shall be iapl ... nted by operating procedures, and 
(3) shall include re"dial actions to be taken whenever the pro­
gra• H•its are uceeded. The prograa shall include the 
follovfng el ... nts: 

1. Lf•itatfons on the operability of radioactive liquid and 
gaseous •oni toring instru.tntatfon including surveillance 
tests and sttpofnt detenaination in accordance wfth the 
.. thodology in the ODCM, 

2. Li•itations on the concentrations of radioactive .. ttrial 
rt leased in liquid tffl uents to UNRESTRICTED AREAS confona· 
ing to 10 CFR Part 20, Appendix B, Table II, Colu.n 2, 

3. Monitoring, supling, and analysis of radioactive liquid and 
gaseous effluents in accordance wfth 10 CFR 20.106 and with 
the .. thodology and para.eters in the ODCM, 

4. Lf•itations on the annual and quarterly doses or dose 
coaniuent to a MEMBER Of THE PUBLIC fr011 radioactive .. tt· 
rfah in liquid effluents released fro• tach unit to UNRE­
STRICTED AREAS confonaing to Appendix I to 10 CFR Pert SO, 

5. Dtttnainatton of c1111ulative and projected dose contributions 
fr011 radioactive effluents for the current calendar quarter 
and current calendar year in accordance wfth the .. thodology 
and paraaeters in the ODCH at least eve~ 31 days , 

6. lf•ftattons on the operability and Ull of the liquid and 
gaseous affluent treatatnt syste•s to ensure that the appro· 
priatt portions of these systt•s are used to reduct releases 
of radioactivity when the projected doses in a 31-day period 
would exceed 2 percent of the guidelines for the annual dose 
or dose co.it...nt confonaing to Appendix I to 10 CFR Part 
50, 

7. Lf•itations on the dose rate resulting fro. radioactive 
•aterial released fn gaseous effluents to areas beyond the 
SITE BOUNDARY confonafng to tht doses assocfattd with 10 CFR 
Part 20, Appendix 8, Table II, Coluan 1, 

8. Lf•itatfons on the annual and quarterly air doses resulting 
fro• noble gases released in g•seous effluents ' fr011 tach 
unit to areas beyond the SITE BOUNDARY confonaing to Appen· 
dfx I to 10 CFR Part 50, 
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6.7 PROCEDURES AND PROGRAMS (con't) 

9. Lfaitations on tht annual and quarttrly doses to a MEMBER OF 
THE PUBLIC froa triti~ and all radi~nuclfdts in particulate 
fora with half-lfvu grutu than B days 1n gastous eftlu· 
tnts rtltased froa each unit to areas btyond the SITE 
BOUNDARY conforaing to Apptndix I to 10 CFR Part 50. 

b. Radiological Envi ron-ental Monftorfng Progr .. 

A progr.. shall bt provided to .onftor the radiation and 
radfonuclfdu in the environs of tht plant. The progr .. shall 
provide (1) representative MasureMnts of radioactivity fn the 
highest potential txposure pathways, and (2) verification of the 
accuracy of the effluent .onitoring progr .. and .odtling of anvi· 
ronetntal exposure pathways. The progr .. shall (1) be contained 
in the DOCK, (2) confora to the guidance of Appendix I to 10 CFR 
Part 50, and (3) include the following: 

1. Monitoring, sa.plfng, analysis , and reporting of radiation 
and radionuclfdu fn the enviroMtnt fn accordance wfth the 
aethodology and paraeettrs fn the ODCH, 

2. A Land Ust Ctnsus to ensurt that changes fn tht use of areas 
at and btyond the SITE BOUNDARY art idtntffitd and that 
.odificatfons to tht .onftortng progr111 are .. dt if required 
by tht rtsults of the census, and 

3. Participation fn an Inttrlaboratory Co.parison Program to 
ensure that indtpandant checks on the precision and accuracy 
of the Masureatnts of radfoactfva aaterials fn anvfron­
aental sa.ple .. trices art perforaed 11 part of the quality 
assurance progr .. for environ.ental aonftoring. 

6.8 REPORTING REQUIREHEHTS 

ROUTINE REPORTS 

6.8.1 In addition to the applicable reporting require .. nts of Title 10, Code 
of Federal Rtgulattons, the following reports ahall be fn accordance with 10 
CFR 50.4 unless othtrwht noted. SOM of the reporting requireaents of Tftlt 
10, Code of Federal Regulations are rtptated btlow. 

ANNUAL RADIOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENTAL OPERATING REPORT 

6.8.1.1 The Annual Radiological Envfronetntal Operating Rtport covering the 
operation of tht unit during tht previous calendar year ahall be subaitttd 
before Hay 1 of each year. Tht report shall fncludt aw.arfts, 1nttrprtta· 
tions,. and analysis of trends of the results of the Radiological 
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6.8 REPORTING REQUIREMENTS (con't) 

£nvfrorwental Monftorfng Progru for the reporting ptrfod. Tht .. terial 
provided shill be consistent vith the objectives outlined in (1) the ODCM and 
(2) Sections IV.8.2, IV.8.3, and IV.C of Appendix I to 10 CFR Part 50. 

SEMIANNUAL IADIOACTJVE EFFLUENT RELEASE REPORT 

6.8.1.2 The s .. tannual Radiological Effluent Release Report covering the 
operation of the unit durtng the previous 6 aonths of operation shall bt sub· 
aitted vithfn 60 days after January 1 and July 1 of tach year. The report 
shill include a s~ary of the quantities of radtoacttve ltqutd and gueous 
effluents and solid vute released froa the unit. The aaterial provided 
shall be (1) consistent with the objectives outlfned in the ODCM and (2) tn 
confonaance vfth 10 CFR 50.36a and Sectton IV.B. 1 of Appendix I ·to 
10 CFR Part 50. 

ANNUAL REPORTS! 

6.8.1.3 Annual reports covering the activities of the untt as ducribed 
belov during the previous calendar year shall be sub11itted prior to March 1 
of each year. 

Reports required on an annual basts shall include: 

a. A tabulation of the number of station , utility and other personnel 
(including contractors) receiving exposures greater than 100 area/yr and 
their associated person·re• exposure according to wrk and job func· 
tions1 , e.g., surveillance, routine aaintenanct, special aaintenance 
(tht dose assignaent to various duty functions aay bt estiaates based on 
pocket dosi .. ttr, TLD, or fila badge aeasurtatnts). Saall exposures 
totaling less than 2~ of tht individual total dose need not bt 
accounted for. In tht aggregate, at least 801 of the total vtlole bo~ 
dost rtcefvtd fr011 external sources shall bt assigned to specific aajor 
work functions. 

b. All changes aade to the PDMS SAR durfng the previous calendar year. 

c. All changu, tests, or experiatntl aeetfng the requireaents of 10 CFR 
50.59. 

SPECIAL REPORTS 

6.8.2 Special reports shall bt subllttttd fn accordance with 10 CFR 50.4 
wfthfn tht tiat period specified for tach report. 

a A sfnglt subaittal aay bt aadt for a aultiplt unit station. The sublittal 
should coabfnt those sections that are ca.DOn to all units at the station. 

1 Thfs tabulation suppltaents the require.ents of Article 20.407 of 10 CFR 20. 

6·10 



ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

6.8 IEPORTING REQUIREMENTS (con't) 

6.8.3 NONROUTINE REPORTS 

A report shall be subllitted fn the event that 1n Except fon1l Occurrence as 
specified fn Section 6. 13 occurs. The report shall be subllitttd under one of 
tht report schedules described belov • 

. PROMPT REPORTS 

6.8.3.1 Those events specified as prompt report occurrences sh1ll be 
reported within 24 hours by telephone, telegraph, or facsf•fle trans•hsfon 
to the NRC followed by 1 written report to the NRC within 30 d1ys. 

THIRTY DAY EVENT REPORTS 

6.8.3.2 Nonroutine events not requiring 1 prompt rt~ort 11 described fn 
Subsection 6.8.3.1, shall be reported to the HRC tit er wfthfn 30 days of 
their occurrence or within t~e ti .. li•ft specified by the reporting require· 
.. nt of tht corresponding certific1tion or penait issued pursuant to Sections 
401 or 402 of PL 92-500, the Fedenl Water Pollution Control Act (FWPCA) 
Allendlltnt of 1972, whichever tiH duntion following the nonroutfne event 
shall result fn the earlier su~ittal . 

CONTENT Of NONROUTJNE REPORTS 

6.8.3.3 Written 30-day reports 1nd, to the txtent possible, the prelf•inary 
telephone, telegraph, or facsi•ile reports shall (a) ducribe, analyze, and 
evalultt the occurrence, including extent and aagnftudt of the i~act, 
(b) ducrfbt tht CIUSI of the occurrence, and (c) fndfc1t1 tht corrective 
action (including any significant changes ••de fn proctduru) taken to pre· 
clude repetition of the occurrtnce and to prevent sf•ilar occurrences fnvolv· 
fng si•flar c~onents or syste•s . 

6.9 RECORD RETENTION 

6.9.1 The following records shall be retained for at least five years: 

1 . Records of staled source and fission detection leak tuts and 
results. 

b. Records of annual physical inventory of all sealed source 
aaterial of record. 

6.9.2 The following records shall bt retained as long as the Licenite has an 
NRC license to operate or possess the Three Mflt Island facility. 

a. Records and logs of unit operation covering tfiH interval at each 
powtr level . 
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6.9 RECORD RETENTION (can't) 

b. 

c. 

d. 

•• 

f . 

g. 

h. 

f. 

j . 

t . 

1. 

•• 

"· 
o. 

p. 

q. 

Record5 and log5 of principal .. intenance activities, inspec­
tf ons . repair and rtp leceeent of principal fteas of equi p111ent 
related to nuclear safety and radioactive waste aysteas. 

ALL REPORTABLE EVENTS su~ftted to the Ca..i ssion. 

Records of surveillance actfvitfu, inspections and calibrations 
requi red by these Technical Specifications. 

Records of changes .. de to the procedures required by Recovery 
Technical Specification 6 ~ 8 . 1 and POHS Technical Specification 
6.7.1. 

Radiation Safety Progru Reports and Quarterly Recovery Progress 
Reports on the March 28, 1979 incident. 

Records of radioactive ship .. nts. 

Records and logs of radioactive waste systeas operations. 

Records and drawing changes reflecting facil ity duign aodffica· 
t fons aade to syste•s and equi~nt de5cribtd fn the Safety Anal· 
y5h Report, TER, SO, or Safety Evaluation prevfou5ly subltftted 
to NRC. 

Records of new and irradiated fuel inventory, fuel transfers and 
asseably burnup histories. 

Records of transient or operational cycles for thou unit C()ll­

ponents designed for a Hafted nu.ber of transients or cycles . 

Records of reactor tests and txperf .. nts . 

Records of training and qualfffcatfon for current .. llbers of the 
unft staff. 

Records of fn·servfce inspections previously required by the 
Technical Specifications. 

Records of Quality Assurance activities required by the Operating, 
Recovery, or POHS Quality Assurance Plans. 

Records of revfevs perfort~td for changes aade to procedures or 
equipeent or revfevs of tests and txperiaents pursuant to 10 CFR 
50. 59. 

Records of aeetfngs of the Plant Operation Rtvfew Ca.mfttee 
(PORC) and the Generation Review Ca..ittee (GRC), and reports of 
evaluations prepared by the IOSRG, if applicable to THI· 2. 
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ADHtNJSTRATIVE CONTROLS 

6. 9 RECORD RETENTION (con't) 

r. Records of the incident which occurred on March 28, 1979. 

s. Records of unit radiation and cont .. ination surveys. 

t . Records of radiation exposure for a11 fndhiduala entering 
radiation control areas. 

u. Records of gueous and liquid radioactive aaterial released to 
the environs. 

v. Records of reviews perfor.ed for change5 aade to the OFFSITE DOSE 
CALCULATION MANUAL. 

6.10 RADIATION PROTECTION PROGRAM 

Procedures for personnel radfatfon protection shall bt prepared consistent 
with the require~~ents of 10 CFR Part 20 and shall bt approved, aaintafned , 
and adhered to for a11 operations involving personnel radiation exposure. 

6.11 HIGH RADIATION AREA 

In lfeu of the •control device" or "alar. signal" required by paragraph 
20. 203(c)(2) of 10 CFR 20, each hfgh radiation area shall be controlled as 
specified in the Radiation Protection Plan. 
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ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

6.12 OFFSITE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL (OOCH) 

SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES to the ODCH: 

a. Shall be docu.ented and records of revfews perfon~ed shall be 
retained as required by Specfffcatfon 6. 9. 2 v. Thfs docu.enta-
tfon shal l contain: 

1. Sufffcfent fnfonnatfon to support the change together with 
the appropriate analyses or evaluations justifying the 
change(s) and 

2. A dettl'llination that the change will aafntafn the level of 
radioactive effluent control required by 10 CFR 20.106, · •o 
CFR Part 190, 10 CFR 50. 36a , and Appendix I to 10 CFR Part 
50 and not adversP.ly i11pact the eccuracy or reliabflfty of 
eff luent, dose, or setpofnt calculations. 

b. Shall becoae efftctfve after review and acceptance by GPU Nuclear 
unagement. 

c. Shall be subllitttd to the COIIWDfssfon fn tht for. of a coeplete , 
legfble copy of the entfrt ODCH as a part of or concurrent wfth 
the Se11fannual Rad ioactive Effluent Releue Report for tht perfod 
of the report fn whfch any change to the ODCH was aade. Each 
change shall be fdentf ffed by urkings fn the .. rgfn of the 
affected pages , clearly fndfcatfng the area of the page that was 
changed, and shall fndicate the date (e. g. , aonth/year) the 
change was fapl ... nted. 

6.13 EXCEPTIONAL OCCURRENCES 

UNUSUAL OR IMPORTANT ENVIRONMENTAL EVENTS 

6.13.1 A~ occurrence of an unusual or faportant event that causes or could 
potentially cause sfgnfffcant envfrorwtntal fapact causally related wfth sta· 
tfon operatfon shall be recorded and reported to the NRC per SubStction 
6.8. 3.1. The following are exaaples of such events: exctssfvt bird fapactfon 
events on coolfng tower structures or atteorological towers (f. e •• aore than 
100 in any ont day) ; onsfte plant or anf .. l dfseast outbreaks ; unusual 
aortalfty of a~ sptcfu protected by the Endangered Species Act of 1973; 
fish kflls near or dovnstreae of the sfte. 

EXCEEDING LIMITS OF RELEVANT PERMITS 

6.13. 2 A~ occurrence of excttding tht Hafts aptcffftd fn relevant pen~fts 
and certfffcates issued by other federal and State agencfta which are report· 
abl e to the agency which hsued the peraft shall bt repor ted to the NRC fn 
accordance wfth the provhfons of Subsection 6.8. 3. 2. Thh requfr ... nt shall 
apply only to topics of National Envfrotllltntal Protection Act (NEPA) concern 
wfthfn tht requirements of the perafts and ctrtfffcates noted fn Section 6.15. 
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ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

6.14 STATE AND FEDERAL PERMITS AND CERTIFICATES 

Section 401 of PL 92-SOO requires any applicant for a Federal 1 icense or 
permit to conduct any activity whi ch may result in any discharge into navi­
gable waters to provide the licensing agency a certification from the State 
having jurisdiction that the discharge will comply with appl icable provisions 
of Sections 301, 302, 306, and 307 of the FWPCA. Section 401 of PL 92-SOO 
further requires that any certification provided under this section shall set 
forth any effluent limitations and other limitations, and monitoring require­
~~~ents necessary to assure that any applicant for a Federal license or permit 
wil l comply with the applicable limitations. Certifications provided in 
accordance with Section 401 set forth cond i tions on the Federal license or 
permit for which the certification is provided. Accordingly, the licensee 
shall comply ·· ith the requirement!. set forth in the 401 certification dated 
November 9, 1977 or its currently applicable revision, issued to the licensee 
by the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Resources , which requi res, 
among otner things, that the licensee comply wi th ef fluent limitations 
stipulated in the NPDES PERMIT. 

Changes or additions to the required Federa 1 and State permits and cert Hi­
cates for the protection of the environment noted in this subsection shall be 
reported to the NRC within 30 days . In the event that the licensee initiates 
or becomes aware of a request for changes to any of the water quality 
requirements, limits or values stipulated in any certification or permi t 
issued pursuant to Sections 401 and 402 of PL 92-SOO, NRC shall be notif i ed 
concurrently with the authorizing agency. The notification to the NRC sha ll 
include an evaluat ion of the environmental impact of the revised requirement , 
limit or value being sought . 

If, during NRC ' s review of the proposed change, it is determined that a 
potenti ally severe environmental impact could result from the change, the NRC 
will consult with the authorizing agency to determine the appropr i ate act ion 
to be taken. · 
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SAfEIX EVAWATION BY DJ£ OFFICE or NlJC!.tAB R£ACIOR REC\ILATIO:l 
REL6IEP IQ POST-PEfUELINC HOHIIQREP SIOBACE 

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO PPR- 23 

CPU NUCLEAR CORPOBATIQ, 

DJREE HILE ISLAND t.11Cl.EAR STATION UNIT 2 

DOCKET NO S0- 320 

1. 0 INIBOPVCIION 

By letter of August 16 , 1988 as suppleaentedl t he General Public Utilities 
Nuclear Corporation (the licensee) requested an amendDent to Faci l i t y · 
Operating License No . DPR-23 for the Three Kile Island Nuclear Station Uni t 2 
(TKI-2) Included in the August 16, 1988 latter transmission were the pro­
posed £~e"Jed facility license for Post-Defueling Monitored Storage , proposed 
Technical Specifications , and the Post-Defueling Konitored Storage ( PO~S ) 
Safety Analysis Report ( SAR) . The proposed amendment would permit the 
licensee to place the TKl-2 facility i n a monitored storage condit i on . The 
requested changes to License No . DPR- 23 , and to appendices A and B ( the 
Technical Specifications and the Environmental Technical Specifications , 
respectively) will also modify the license to a possession-only license (POL) . 

The POL establishes requirements that are applicable only to TKI-2 in the 
post-accident , inoperable and essentially defueled condition of the facili ty. 
As such, although the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Com=ission (t.~C) must approve 
revisions to the Technical Specifications and be notified of specified actions 
and environmental emissions !rom the facility during P~~s. the licensee ~ay 
proceed with some activities (such as periodic entries into the reactor build­
ing and the Auxiliary and Fuel Handling Building (AFHB) to conduct inspec­
tions , surveillance , radiolo~!cal surveys , radiological waste processing. 
remedial decontamination, and some maintenance to support these activities . 
as well a s preventive maintenance on a limited number of operational systems) 
1! these activities are permitted by the POL and 10 CFR Part 50. 59 , and do not 
forecloae option• or significantly increase the coat of a decommissioning 
option. 

This document was prepared by the Pacific Northwest Labora tory (PNL) under the 
direction of the NRC sta ff to assess the licensee's proposed license amend­
ment. The NRC staff adopts this evaluation and where the term •staff• appears 
in this document, it refers to observations , analyses or conclusions made by 
PNL and adopted by the h~C staff. A Technical Evaluation Report (T£8), issued 
concurrently with th i s document , was also prepared by PNL under the di r ect ion 
of the h~C staff to provide additional details . 

1tettera of January 8 , 1989 , February 9, 1989, Karch 31 , 1989 , 
June 26 , 1989 , October 10 , 1989 , November 22 , 1989 , June 21 , 1990 , 
October 15 , 1990, November 2 , 1990 , February 19 , 1991 , April 19, 1991 , 
June 21 , 1991 , August 28 , 1991 , October 9, 1991 , and J anuary 13 , 1992. 
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PDHS va1 initially propo1ed in a CPU Nuclear Corporation {CPU) letter dated 
December 2, 1986 and va1 expanded vhen the licensee 1ubai tted its environ­
aental evaluation of POHS on Karch 11, 1987. In response to the licensee's 
proposal and request of Augu1t 16, 1988 to amend the Facility Operating 
License, the ~~C evaluated the environmental impact• •••ociated vith PDHS . A 
draft 1upplement {Supplement No. l) to the original Programmatic Environmental 
Impact Statement {PElS) vas published in April 1988 . This draft 1upplement 
va1 circulated to Federal, 1tate, and local government agencie1 and to inte­
relted •ember• of the public for coaaent . A final 1upplement vas published 
in August 1989, vhich evaluated the environmental impact of the licensee's 
propo1al for POHS as vell as a number of alternative• and established ranges 
for the expected plant conditions and the expected radiation exposure . The 
~~C staff concluded in PElS Supplement l that the licensee ' s proposal to place 
the facility ln monitored storage can be ! mplemented vithout significant 
environmental impact and that it vlll not significantly affect the quality of 
the human environment . Further , implementation of the licensee ' s proposal 
vould result in occupational dose savings and reduced transportation impacts 
over other alternative• considered in PElS Supplement l . 

Since the time of the licensee'• original request for an amendment (August 
1988), the licensee has submitted 15 suppleaentl to the PDHS SAR. These 
supplements provided clarifications to the PDKS SAR and to the proposed 
changes to the Technical Specifications. In addition to editorial changes, 
these clarifications included retaining portions of the Technical Specifica­
tion requireaents, for example, meinteining primary containment isolation, 
perforaing an unfiltered leak rate test of the reactor containment building, 
=~intaining operability of the containment air locks, liaitations on the 
re=oval and rearrangement of fuel in the reactor vessel, limiting loads ~hlch 
mAy travel over the reactor vessel, providing 1pecifications for sealed source 
integrity, and specifying administrative controls including organization, 
1taff qualifications , training, technical reviev and audit , independent onsite 
safety revlev group, procedures and prograas , reporting requirements, records 
retention, proce1s control prograa , and the Off1ita Do1e Calculation Manual . 

The licensee's original request for an aaendaent and its suppleaents vere 
i1sued after the publication of the staff'• August 1989 PElS Final Supple­
ment ) , The staff has reviewed the inforaation submitted by the licensee and 
has concluded in the attached PDHS TER , and an Environmental Assessment 
prepared in connection v ith this action, that the suppleaented information 
provided by the licensee does not alter the conclusions found in the Final 
Supplement to the PElS . 

2 • 0 BACKCBO\mD 

Three Hlle Island Unit-2 va1 issued an operating license on February 8, 1978. 
On Karch 28 , 1979, an accident at the TKl-2 facility involved a loss of 
reactor coolant and resulted in seriou1 damage to the reactor fuel . On 
July 20, 1979, the tlRC issued an order suspending the licensee ' s authority to 
operate the TKI- 2 facility and requiring that the licensee maintain the 
facility in a shutdovn condition ln accordance vith approved operating and 
contingency procedures . Initially, because the exact extent of the damage vas 
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unknown, it appeared that the facility could be refurbished and operated 
again. A subsequent order dated February 11, 1980, provided new proposed 
Technical Specifications (referred to as Recovery Technical Specifications) . 
which modified or reissued all Technical Specifications in Appendix A and 
sections of Appendix B. These Technical Specifications were contested by a 
member of the public and were not formally incorporated into the TKl -2 license 
until January 27, 1987 . Between February 11, 1980 and January 27, 1987, 
changes to the proposed Technical Specifications were made by Modification of 
Orde r . A total o( 22 Modifications of Order we re made . 

There have been 40 amendments to the Technical Specifications since the 
operating license was issued . These highly modified Technical Specifications 
bear little resemblance to the Technical Specifications of any operatin& 
facility licensed under 10 CFR Part 50. Hany requirements applicable to a 
normal operating reactor were dropped and new requirements , specific to TMI-2 
cleanup, were added . Currently no defined operational safety limits are 
contained in Section 2 of the Technical Specifications . Section 3 contains 
approximately one third of the requirements present in the Technical Specifi­
cations of a normal operating reactor . There are no requirements for licensed 
operators remaining in Section 6. The surveillance requirements (typically in 
Section 4 of a facility ' s Technical Specifications) were removed and put in a 
separate document called the Recovery Operations Plan , which can be modified 
without issuing an a:end3ent to the Technical Specifications . There have been 
43 changes to the Recovery Operations Plan since its issuance . For complete­
ness, changes to the Recovery Operations Plan are discussed in this doc~ent 
although they could be modified by letter approval from the h~C . It is t he 
licensee ' s intention to place the surveillance requirements (or PDMS back in 
the Technical Specifications and eliminate the need tor the Recovery Opera­
tions Plan. 

The current Technical Specifications require in Section 3 . 9 . 13 that accident 
generated vater be disposed of in accordance with h~C approved procedures . 
The ~~C staff currently reviews procedures and changes that are related to the 
operation of the evaporator system used to dispose of the accident generat~d 
water . The licensee has proposed to change this Technical Specification in a 
separate licensing action. The proposed change would replace the requirecen~ 
for h~C approval vith a series of performance based specifications related to 
required decontamination factors and effluent limits . Since this is a 
separate licensing action being considered by the ~~C staff , it is not 
discussed further in this document . 

The licensee has retained a 10 CFR Part 50 license since the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, as amended , requires a license for possession of a defueled reactor . 

During the cleanu? and defueling phase , three distinct operational modes as 
specified in Amendment No . 30 to the TKJ-2 license and defined in d~t~il in 
the PDMS TER, were applicable to the condition and control of the react~r . As 
the cleanup progressed, the facility evolved through Hode 1 to Hode 3 with 
each mode providing a lessening of Technical Specification require=ents . n ,e 
THI-2 facility is currently in Mode 3 (for a more detailed discussion of the 
TMJ-2 modes, see Chapter 2 of th~ PDMS TER) . A reduction in the number of 
technical specifications, including eliminating the need for criticality 
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monitoring and the presence of operators in the control room, accompanied the 
progression of TKI-2 into Kode 3 . 

The licensee's August 16, 1988, letter requested amend3ent of the facility 
license to a possession-only license . ll.• letter requested other changes 
applicable to POMS including the proposed Technical Specifications, as suF­
ported by the PO~S SAR . The POMS SAR as &mended , vill serve the same function 
as a Final Safety Analysis Report that is required of all licensed reactor 
facilities . On July 20, 1981, the ~~C issued an exemption to the requirecents 
of 10 CFR Part 50. 7l(e) for License No. OPR-73 . The exemption deleted the 
requirements to periodically update the TMI-2 FSAR and required the licensee 
to use system descriptions (50s) and Technical Evaluation Reports (TERs) for 
documenting changes made to the facility during the cleanup at TKl-2 . These 
documents vere required to be updated annually . The licensee has proposed 
using the POMS SAR as the licensing basis document for POHS and vill period­
ically update the POMS SAR to reflect current plant conditions . (See proposed 
POMS Technical Specification 6. 8. 1. 3.b and POMS SAR Section 3. 1 . 1 . 56) . The 
POMS SAR (1) describes the current status of the plant after extensive 
decontamination, (2) performs a regulatory reviev of conforc~nce of the TMI-2 
facility to 10 CFR Part 50, (3) describes fuel removal activities and Special 
Nuclear Materials (S~~) accountability , (4) gives a report of the radiological 
status of the plant and radiological goals to be attained prior to entry into 
POMS , (5) lists deactivated systems and facilities , (6) lists and describes 
operational aystems and facilities , (7) identifies and quantifies routine and 
unanticipated releases during POMS , and (8) iterates the proposed changes to 
the Technical Specification~ to perait entry into POMS . The tffiC staff has 
provided co=ments and requested clarification from the licensee2 en the POMS 
SAR and on the proposed PDMS Technical Specifications . The POHS SAR has been 
amended IS times based on nev information, responses to :~c staff's formal 
questions, and changes in specifications for the facility . 

The licensee also submitted the Oefueling Completion Report (OCR) vhich 
provides a detailed description of the measurements and calculations perfor~ed 
to assure that as much of the fuel as reasonably achievable had been recoved 
(see POMS TER Section 5 . 1; and that the potential for a nuclear criticality 
has been precluded during either normal or accident conditions . 

Folloving mitigation of the accident and stabilization of the facility, the 
licensee's efforts have been focused largely on the removal and treatment of 
the accident-generated vater, decontamination , and removal of the reactor 
fuel. The ~~C has revieved and inspected the licensee ' s cleanup activities 
and has acted upon license amend3ent requests vhere appropriate . In general , 
the licensee has maintained the facility in accordance vith the applicable t:Rc 
requirements . 

The ~~C has held numerous meetings of the Advisory Panel for the Decontamina­
tion of THI-2 , vhich vere open to the public, to discuss PDMS end rev isions t o 
the proposed PDKS Technical Specifications . On April 25 , 1991 , the ~~C staff 

2tetters o! Ja~uary 3, 1989 , July 4, 1989 , August 22 , 1989 , KArch 2 , 
1990, and August 6 , 1990 . 
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published In the Fedrrel Rrcistrr a Notice of Consideration of Issuance of 
Amendment to Facility Operating License and Opportunity for Hearing for the 
requested .. endDent (S6 FR 19128) . On Kay 24 , 1?91 , a request for hearing was 
filed by Eric Epstein, and that request is currently pending before the Atomic 
Safety Licensing Board . 

3. 0 EYALUAIION 

The licensee has requested a number of changes to License No . DPR-73 and the 
IKI-2 Technical Specifications . These requested changes would authorize the 
licensee to possess but not operate the facility , vould permi t the licensee to 
place the IKl-2 facility in Post- Defueling Monitored Storage . and vould reduce 
requirements to those applicable to a non-operating and defueled reactor . 
Currently , the Technical Specifications consist of tvo parts, Appendix A 
pertains to the facility and Appendix B to the environment . The licensee 
proposes combining the two sections Into one set of Technical Specifications . 
Also , the licensee has proposed placing the remaining surveillance require­
ments for PDKS, currently In the Recovery Operations Plan, back i nto the 
Technical Specifications . 

Chepter 4 of the PDHS SAR , the DCR and its supplements, and Section ~ . 3 of t he 
attached PDKS T£8 describe the defueling process and the measurement and 
calculational •ethods used to quantify the fuel re•aining in the reactor 
vessel , the reactor building and In the AFHB. Estimates based on measure­
Dents , sample analyses, and visual observations indicate that no more than 
1723 pounds (783 kllograas) of residual fuel (I . e ., U02) remains ln the 
facility . For purposes of this PDMS S£8 , fuel is defined as U02 (uranium 
dioxide) . Core debris is a alxture of fuel , structural, and adsorber 
aaterials resulting from the accident at IKl-2 and the subsequent cleanup . 
Detailed lnforaation related to the distribution of residual fuel is provided 
ln the DCR , the PDKS SAR, and the PDHS TER, Section 4 . 3. Residual fuel is 
prlaarily distributed as plated material on the internal surfaces of the 
reactor vessel and coaponents , reactor coolant pipes , pressurizer , steaa 
generators, and reactor coolant puaps ; as solid and particulate aaterial in 
the lover portions of the reactor vessel ; and as p~~ticulate material ln 
tanks, dealnerallzers , dead legs ln the piping systems , and sludge ln the 
reactor building basement and AFH8 floor drains . 

The staff reviewed the licensee ' s quantification of residual fuel (see PDMS 
TER Section 4 ,3) , The staff conducted an Independent verlflcatlon, on an 
audit basis, of the licensee ' s estlaates of fuel remaining at TKl- 2 following 
the defueling effort, exaained the potential for the licensee to heve 
overlooked significant quantities of fuel, and conducted verification 
measurements of the fuel quentltles remaining ln selected areas of the 
facility . Based on the results of the reviews, the staff concluded that the 
licensee ' s analysis •ethodology ensures a con1ervative esti•ate . 

The licensee's DCR describes the models and calculations used to calcul ate t he 
safe fuel aass llalt (SFHL) (that quantity of fuel (i . e ., uo2) below which 
there would be no possibility of an accidental criticality) . The staff 
deteralned the appropriate SFHL inside the reactor vessel to be 20S pounds 
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(93 klloar ... ) of fuel (l .e . , U02). A aeperete SFKL of 305 pounda 
(140 klloar ... ) vaa eatabllahed for fuel (i . e . , U02) outalde the reactor 
veaael <••• Section 5.1 of the POKS TER) . Aa en operational llalt the 
propoaed PDKS Technical Speclflcatlona reatrlct the llcenaee to .avln& leaa 
than 90 pounda (42 kllosraaa) of fuel (i.e . , U02). To .ave a quantity of 
fuel areater than 90 pounda (42 kllo&r ... ) requlraa a aafety analyala and 
prior NRC approval . 

The ataff revleved the .odela and c alculation• slven in the OCR (aa aupple­
.. nted) and concluded that there la no potential for crltlcallty ln the fuel 
re .. lnln& anywhere ln the TKI-2 facility durin& either noraal or accident 
conditione . The conaervatiaa built into the aodel and the additional 
aafeJU&rda contained in the raquire•enta to re.ove aa aucb Vater aa pQIIible 
fro• the va11el, and raatrictiona on deliberate fuel aove .. nt, vould provide 
further aa1urance of aafety. 

The potential for the routine ralea1e of any •l&nlficant quantity of radio­
active .. tarial fro• TKI-2 durin& PDHS baa been ainlalzed by the re•oval of •• 
auch of the fuel and core debri1 •• raa1onably achievable and the decont .. lna­
tion of lar&• ••ctiona of the reactor and AFKB 1urfacea , equipaent and~tpin& . 
Routine ral••••• vera calculated to be al&nificantly belov the quantity 
•pacified in 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix I for annual relea1e to the environment . 

Cb1ptar 8 of the llcen1aa ' a POKS SAR IValuated 1even potential accident 
acenarloa that could occur durin& PDHS . The &el ection of accident• va1 baaed 
on a &enerlc atudy of a PWR deco .. iaalonln& follovln& an accident . The 
accident• evaluated vera : 1) vacuua canlatar !allure; 2) accidental •praying 
of concentrated cont .. lnation vlth high prea1ure apray; 3) accidental cuttin& 
of cont .. inated plpe; 4) accidental break of cont .. inated pipe ; 5) fire inalde 
containment; 6) open penetration; and 7) the rupture and releaae of realna 
fro• the Makeup and Purification Dealneralizera. Additionally, in PElS 
Supple .. nt 3, the ataff identified thr•• pot1ntlal accident• reaulting in an 
ataoapheric releaee . Theee vera 1) a fire in the atalrvell/elevator atruc­
ture, 2) the rupture of a HEPA filter during decontaaination activitlea , and 
3) tba aplll of decont .. ination eolution in the reactor buildlna. 

The ataff raviavad the typea of actlvitiee that vould be permitted during POKS 
and the llceneee'a accident analyaea and parforaed independent evaluation• of 
ei&ht potential accidenta . Th••• vera : 1) vacuua canlater (allure, 2) hl&h 
preaaura apray of contaainatlon, 3) cuttln& cont .. lnated pipe, 4) break of 
cont .. lnated pipe, 5) elevator/atairvell flra in containment, 6) D-rin&• fire 
in containment, 7) contain.-nt penetration failure and 8) the rupture and 
releaae of raaina fro• Makeup and Purification Deaineralizara . Although fev 
activitiea are expected to be conducted durin& PDKS, routine aurvaillance , 
preventive .. lntenance and atabilization activltiea v.lll occur, lf •l&ration 
of radioactive .. terlal le detected. For the aoat aevare accident , the fire 
in the D-rin&a in containaent vitb no operation of the ventilation ayatea , the 
total body and bone doae to the aaxi .. lly axpoaed individual a t the alta 
boundary ia 49 and 51 area, reapectivaly (POKS TEa Section 5 . 4) . Thia ia 
approxi .. tely 0 . 2 percent of the 10 CFR Part 100 lialta . The ataff ravleva 
found that accident conaequeneea for the defueled, non-operating condition at 
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TKI-2 are ai&nificantly reduced compared to past decontaalnation and defuellnt 
operations . The ataff daterained that, with the post- accident , inoperable and 
eaaentially defueled condition of THI-2 , the probability and consequences of 
previously analyzed accident• haa been leaaened due to the removal of the 
fuel, partial decontaaination of the facility , and reduced level of activity 
that will be conducted durin& PDKS . 

The staff reviewed the licensee's Defuelln& Co•pletlon Report (DCR) and the 
PDKS SAR. The followin& conclusions of this Safety Evaluation are based on 
the information in the licenaae ' s reports and on the conclustona tn the 
ataff' a PEIS Supple•ent No . 3 and the PDKS TER: 1) defuelin& of the reactor 
haa been accompliahed to the extent reaaonably achievable, 2) all fuel and 
core debria vhich have been removed fro• the reactor and aasociated systems 
have bean ahlpped offaite , 3) the result• of analyaes Indicate that there ts 
no potential for criticality in the fuel rematnln& tn the TKI• 2 facility 
durin& either normal or accident condltlona, 4) remainin& radioactive vaste 
from the major TKI-2 decontaaination activities has been shipped of!slte or 
packa&ed and ~taced for ahipment offalte, 5) radiation levels vithin the 
f acility have bean reduced such that plant monitorin&. aaintanance and 
inspections can be performed, 6) radtoloctcal aurveillanca of actlvitiea 
durin& PDKS vill be conducted in accordance with the approved O!fsita Dose 
Calculation Manual and tn compliance with the reculatory raqutramenta of 
10 CFR Part 20 which wtll, wtth the approved Radiation Protection Plan, ensure 
adequate control of occupational exposure and protection of workera, 7) the 
surveillance pro,raa proposed by the licensee will adequately •onltor the POMS 
environmental protection ayatems , 8) the environmental monitorin& activities 
for TKI-2 durina PDMS. included in the THI Site Radioloaical Environmental 
Monitorin& Plan, will ensure adequate environmental surveillance and control , 
9) fire prevention, detection, and control aa specified by the approved Fire 
Protection Procraa Evaluation will assure adequate reduction of fire potential 
as well as detection and control durin& PDKS, and 10) the requirement• 
delineated in the propoaed Technical Specifications for PDHS provide assurance 
that the facility vill be ••intainad in a aa!ety condition that will not 
necatively impact the environment . 

4 .0 PROPQSEp ~~CES TO hlC£NSE PPB-73 

The ataff revieved the propoaed chances to the requirement• of the license and 
the Technical Specification• for the THI-2 facility . The ataff determined 
that the chana•• to th••• raqulreaenta a• propoaad ln the licenaee ' • aubmittal 
of Aurust 16, 1988 , and aupplaments vera acceptable for the post-accident , 
inoperable and eaaentially defueled condition of the facility . The proposed 
chenaea and evaluation• of the chan&•• are presented belov : 

1. Chanae : Licenae DPR-73, title, delete •fACILITY OPEBAIINC• and rep lace 
with •ppsSESSION ONLY• . 

Evaluation: This license chance remove• the implication that the 
licensee ia authorized to operate the faclllty . The staff finds 
thia chance acceptable considerina the post-accident , inoperable . 
and esaentially defueled condition of the facility . 
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2. Change: Licenae DPR-7J, paragraph l .A. change •licenae• to •The 
Poaaeaaion Only License• . 

Evaluation : Thia license change removea the implication that the 
licensee ia authorized to operate the facility . The ataff finds 
thla chan&• acceptable considerln& the poat-accident, inoperable 
and eaaentially defueled condition of the facility . 

J . Change : License DPR-7J, paragraph l . B. delete thia entire paragraph. 

Evaluation : This license change delete• reference that the 
construction of the Three Kile leland Nuclear Station , Unit 2 haa 
been aubatantlally coapleted in confor.ity vith Conatruction 
Per.it No . CPPR-66, etc . The staff finda thia change acceptable 
considering the poat-accident, inoperable and eaaentially de(ueled 
condition of the facility . 

4 . Change : License DPR-7J, paragraph l . C, delete •operate• and repl ace 
vith "be •aintained" , add the following at the end o( the sentence , 
•except for thoae exemption• from apecific portion• of the regulat i ons , 
previoualy granted by the co .. laaton, and atill applicable ; • and 
renumber thia paragraph l .a. 

Eval uation : Theae license change• remove the liceqsee ' a authori ty 
to operate the facility , apeciffea management of the facility, and 
recognize• that exemption• to the regulation• have been grant ed . 
The ataff finds theae changea accept able conaldering the post­
accident , Inoperable and eaaentlally defueled condition of the 
facility . 

S. Change : Licenae DPR-7J , paragraph l . D, delete •oper ating• and ;eplace 
vith •Poaseaaion Only• and renumber thia paragraph l . C. 

Evaluation: Thia license change removes the implication that the 
llcen1ee !a authorized to operate the facility . The staff finds 
thia change acceptable considering the po•t- accldent , inoperable 
and e••antially defueled condition o£ the facility . 

6. Change : Llcen1e DPR- 7J , paragraph 1.£, delete •operating• and replace 
vith "Posaea1ion Only" , and renumber this paragraph l . D. 

Evaluation: Thla licenae change reaovea the implication that the 
licensee la authorized to operate the facility . The eta!! finds 
this change acceptable considering the post- accident , Inoperabl e 
and eaaentlally defueled condition o! the facility . 

7. Change : Licenae DPR-7J , paragraph l . F, delete •operating• and replace 
vith •Poasesaion Only• , and renumber the paragraph l . E. 

Evaluation: This license change removes the i mplication that t he 
licensee is authorized to oper ate the fac ility . The staff finds 
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this chan&• acceptable conalderin& the poat- accident , inoperable 
and essentially de!ueled condition of the facility . 

8. Change : License DPR-73, perecreph l .C, change paracraph to l . F. 

Evaluation: Thla la an ad8lniatrative chan&• that t.provea the 
raadeblllty and clarity of the lleanse . The ata!"! !lnde this 
chance acceptable . 

9. Chan&• : License DPR-73, para&raph l .H, delete •operating• end replace 
vlth •Poaaeaalon Only•, and renuaber thla parecreph l .C. 

Evaluation: Thh chen&• r••ovea the iJ111llcation that the licensee 
ia authorized to operate the facility . The ate!! finda thia 
change acceptable considering the post- accident , inoperable and 
eaaentlally de!ueled condition of the facility . 

10. Change : License DPR-73, paracraph 1.1, delete •Facility Operating• and 
replace vith •Poaaeaalon Only,• renuaber thla paracraph l . H, and delete 
•Appendix D to 10 CFR Part 50 (currently knovn aa 10 CFR Part 51)• and 
replace vith •to CFR Part 51 . • 

Evaluation: The initial chance re•ovea the lJ111llcation that the 
licensee ia authorized to operate the facility. 1n addition, 
theae chance• i•prova the readability and clarity of the license 
and reflects current NRC resulatlona . The staff flnda these 
chang•• acceptable conaiderin& the post-accident, inoperabla and 
eaaentially de!ueled condition of the facility . 

11 . Chance : License DPR-73 , paracraph l .J, delete •The receipt, poaaeaalon, 
and use of aource , byproduct and special nuclear .. tertal• and replace 
vith •The poaaaaaion of byproduct and special nuclear .. terial and 
receipt , poaaeaaion, and use of aource .. teri~l· . laplace •thla 
licenaa• vith •the license . • lenuaber this paracraph to 1. 1. 

Evaluation: This chance eli•inatea authority to receive and use 
byproduct or special nuclear .. tertala to reflect the post­
accident , inoperable and ••••ntially dafueled condition of the 
facility durin& PDKS . The ata!f !inda thta chan&• acceptable . 

12 . Chance : License DPR- 73, paracraph 2. , delate •Pursuant to the Initial 
Dectaton of the Ato•ic Safety and Licanainc Board dated Decaabar 19 , 
1977, and the .. end8ent dated Deceaber 1, 1981 , Facility Oparatln& 
License No . DPl-73• and replace vtth •Poaaaaalon Only Llcenae 
No . DPR-73 . • 

Evaluation: This chance re•ovee requlre•enta pertinent to the 
prior operating licenae for THt-2 vhtch era not applicable to the 
POL or PDKS . The ataf! finds thla change acceptable conaldering 
the poat-accldent , inoperable and eaaentlally de!ueled con~ltlon 
of the facUlty . 
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13 . Change : License DPR-73, paragraph 2 .A, delete •a pressurized vater 
nuclear reactor and a11ociated equipeent~ vith no replaceaent and 
replace •operated" vith ... intained" . 

Evaluation: Thia change reaove• reference to operation. The 
staff finds this adminiltrative change acceptable considering the 
post-accident, inoperable and essentially defueled condition of 
the facility . 

14 . Change : License DPR-73, paragraph 2 .A, delete ••final Safety Analysis 
Report• as suppleaented and aaended (Aaendments 17 through 62)" and 
replace vith ••Post-Defueling Monitored Storage Safety Analysis Report• 
as suppleaented and aaended". 

Evaluation: This change provides the correct reference for the 
document that conta ins the licensee ' • description of PDMS . The 
staff finds this change acceptable considering the post-accident , 
inoperable and essentially defueled condition of the facility . 

lS . Change : License DPR-73, paragraph 2 . 8 . (1), delete •use , and• and 
replace vith •but not• , insert the vord "Domestic• before the vord 
"Licensing• . 

Evaluation : This license change specifies that the licensee is 
not to operate the reactor and iaproves the clarity of the 
license . The staff finds these changes acceptable considering the 
post-accident, inoperable and essentially defueled condition of 
the facility . 

16. Change : License DPR-73, paragraph 2 . 8 . (3) ,' delete • CPU Nuclear 
Corporation , pursuant to the Act and 10 CFR Part 70, to receive, possess 
and use at any tiae special nuclear material as reactor fuel, in accor­
dance vith the liaitations for storage and aaounts required for reactor 
operation, as described in the Final Safety Analysis Report , as 
supplemented and &mended;" 

Evaluation: This license change removes the licensee's 
authorization to possess and use special nuclear aaterial as 
reactor fuel . The staff finds this change acceptable considering 
the post-accident, inoperable ~nd essentially defueled condition 
of the facility. 

17. Change : License DPR- 73, paragraph 2. 8 . (4), delete "byproduct , source 
and special nuclear aaterial as sealed neutron source• for reactor 
ltartup, sealed sources for reactor instrumentation and radiation 
aonitoring equipment calibration, and as fission detectors in amounts as 
required; • and replace vith "lealed sources for radiation monitoring 
equipment calibration ; • Renumber as 2. 8(3) . 

Evaluation: This license change removes the ·licensee ' s 
authorization to posse1s and use radioactive eaterlal sources only 
required for reactor startup and operation and only permits 
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poaaeaaion o! aealad aourcea for radiation •onitorin& equip•ent 
calibration. The ataff finda thia chan&• acceptable conaidarin& 
the poat-accidant , inoperable and eaaentially defueled condition 
of the !acUity. 

18. Chana• : Licenae DPR-73 , parasraph 2.1(5) , renuaber parasraph to 2. 1(4). 

Evaluat i on: Thia ia an adainiatrative chanse that 1•provea the 
readability and clarity of the licenaa . The ataff finda thia 
chan&• acceptable , 

19 . Chanse : Licenae DPR-73, parasraph 2.1 . (6) , add "40" to the 10 CFR Parta 
and delete •aa .. y ba produced by the operation of the facility . • and 
replace vith "vhich re .. in at the facility aubaequent to the cleanup 
follovin& the March 28, 1979 , accident. • Renuaber aa 2. 8 (5) . 

Evaluation: Thia ~icenae chan&• reaovea the licenaee'a 
authorization to poaaeaa and uaa radioactive ••terlal produced 
by reactor operation and authorize• the licenaae to po••••• 
radioactive aaterial vhich .. y reaain in the facility after 
the cleanup activitiaa . The ataff find• thia chanse acceptable 
conaiderin& the peat-accident, inoperable and eaaentially defueled 
condition of the facility . 

20. Chanse : Licenae DPR- 73 , paraaraph 2. C., delete after "10 CFR Chapter I" 
throush "Section 70 . 32 of Part 70", add after "rulea , reaulatlona• the 
followi na phraae in parentheala "(except for thoae exeaptiona fro• 
apecific portion• of the reaulationa , previoualy &ranted by the 
co .. iaaion , and atill applicable)" . 

Evaluation: 10 CFR Chapter I include• all pravioualy llatad 
aectlona . The propoaad chan&• alao recosnizea that axeaptlona to 
the reaulationl have been &ranted . The ataff find• thia chan&• 
acceptable aince it elialnatea redundancy and iaprovea clarity . 

21 . Chanae : Llcenae DPR-73 , paraaraph 2. C. Follovina the phraae , 
"incorporated below• ; delete the reaalnin& aactiona o! part C and 
replace i t vith : 

"(1) Technical Specification• 

The Technical Specification• contained in Appendix A aa 
reviaed throu&h Aaendaent No . __ , are hereby incorporated 
in the llcenee . The llcenaee ahall .. intain the facility 
in accordance vlth the Technical Specification& and all 
co .. iaaion Order• laaued aubaequent to the date of thia 
Poaaeaaion Only Llcenae . 

Evaluation: Thia llcenae chan&• reaovea requlreaenta rel ated to 
operation of the facility auch •• aaxlaum power level , nuabar of 
coolant puapa required operational , Reactor Protection Syatea end 
Enslneered Sefeauarda Feature• inatruaent lnforaa t lon, 
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.od1f1cat1ona required for atartup follovlnc the flrat refueling, 
and aafa ehutdovn analyaae . The etaff flnda th••• chan&•• 
acceptable cona1dar1n& the poet-accldant , inoperable and 
eaaentlally dafueled condition of the f acility. 

Further, elnce the plant 1• eaaentlally dafueled and i• not to 
operate , there are no eafety eyeta .. nor eafe ahutdovn eyet••• 
for the facility. Thua, control• and •odlficatlone to aaaure 
protection of safety ayat••• and aafe ahutdovn ayata .. are not 
neceaaery.• 

22 . Change : License DPR-73, paragraph 2 .0., ranuaber aa 2 . C. (2), delete 
thla para,raph in ita entirety and replace vlth: 

•2 .C. (2) fbysieal Protection 

The licen1ee •halr fully i~le•ent and aalntaln in effect all 
provlalon• of the Coaml•alon•approved phy•lcal eecurlty , guard 
tralnln& and qualification, and aafeguarda contln&ency plana 
including amendaent• a•d• pursuant to provialona of the • 
Mlacellaneou• Amendaent• and Search Requlre•entl rev1a1ona to 
10 CFR 73 . 55 (51 FR 27817 and 27822) and to the authority of 
10 CFR 50 . 90 and 10 CFR 50. 54(p) . The licensee aalntalna co•blned 
alta physical 1ecurlty, guard training and qual1f1eat1on, and 
aafeguarda contingency plana vith Unit 1. Theaa plan• are 
ada1n11tared under TMI-1 llcenae condition 2. C.(3) , and ahall 
apply to TMI-2 . • 

Evaluation: Thia licenae change re•ove• the apeciflc references 
for the co .. i•alan-approvad phyalcal aacurlty, guard tralnln& and 
qual1£1catlon, and 1afeguerda cantln&ancy plana fro• the TMI·2 
license and 1tate1 that the licensee nov aa1nta1na a alta aacurlty 
program that 1• adalnlatarad under the TMI-1 license . The pro­
posed change doe• nat al1•1nata the raqulre•enta for a ca .. tsslon· 
approved program far TMI·2 but transfer• the •pecl!ica of that 
program to the TM1-1 license . The ataff !inda the propoaed change 
acceptable . 

23 . Change : Llcenae DPR-73, paragraph 2 . £ ., delate thle para&raph in ita 
entirety , 

!valuation: Thla llcanaa change ra•avaa apacific condition• 
added to the license far protection of the anviro~ent auch aa 
anviro~ental evaluation prior to additional conatructlon or 
operational activities and the processing of 1ntar.ediate·level 
vasta vatar through the EP1COR-11 ayat•• · The requlre•ent for en 
enviro~ental evaluation for construction act1v1tiae 1a contained 
in 10 CFR Part 51 and no conatructlon act1vit1ea are per.ltted at 
the TH1-2 alte durin& PDKS. The requlre•ente for proceaalng of 
all vaste Vetere are provided in Amendaent 35 iasued Septe•ber 11, 
1989, far the dlspoaal a! the Accident Generated Vater. 
Therefore , the etaff flnda that theae changea are acceptable . 
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24 . Change : License DPR-73, paragraph 2 . F. , delete this paragraph in its 
entirety. 

Evaluation: This license change removes the specific requirement 
that this license be subject to the outcome of certain Federal 
court rulings . The staff finds this license change acceptable 
because the court ruling pertains to oper ating reactors and TMl -2 
is a defueled, non-operating reactor . 

25 . Change : License DPR-73 , add paragraph 2 .0 .; •prior to terminating 
continuous operation of the auxiliary and fuel handling building (AFHS) 
ventilation systems , the special monitoring progr~ of AFHS airborne 
levels shall be completed. The progr~ shall include at least one year 
of data prior to entry into PDHS and at least one year of data after 
entry into POHS . A report shall be submitted to the NRC containing 
the results of the progr~ and containing sufficient data and analyses 
to demonstrate that the release rate of particulates with half-live$ 
greater than eight days from the AFHS will be less than 0 . 00024 ~C i/sec 
when averaged over any calendar quartet . Not included in the calcula­
tion of particulate release rate shall be those periods of time 
(designated in advance ) prior to entry into PDHS during which aggressive 
defueling operations were performed in preparation for PDHS . The report 
shall be submitted to the h~C staff at least 60 days prior to terminat­
ing continuous operation of the AFHB ventilat ion system . • 

Evaluat i on: Since the AFHS is not a sealed containment structure 
and since the effluent from the AFHB, when not being actively 
ventilated, will not be monitored, the licensee shall demons t rate 
that the maximum potential release rate from the AFHS of 
particulate radionuclides vith half-lives gr eater than eight days 
ia a small fraction of the 10 CFR Part SO , Appendix I design 
objectives . The staff finds this change acceptable . 

26 . Change : License DPR- 73 , add paragraph 2 . E.; •Prior to entry of t he 
facility into PDHS , the licensee will develop an NRC approved surve i l­
lance requirement for the reactor building unfiltered leak rate test 
that , upon staff approval , vill be incorporated as Section 4 . 1 . 1.2 of 
the proposed PDHS Technical Specifications . • 

Evaluation: Since reac:or building isolation is required to 
ensure containment and control of the major source of radioactive 
material at TKl- 2 , an h~C approved leak rate test is required to 
ensure that the HEPA filtered breather remains the most likely 
leak path from the reactor building. The staff f i nds this 
requirement acceptable . 

27. Change : License DPR-73, add paragraph 2 . F; •Additional Submittals Prior 
to Post-Defueling Monitored Storage : Prior to entry of the facility 
into Post-Defueling Monitored Storage, the licensee v i ll submi t and 
implement a Site Flood Prot ec tion Plan, a site Radiation Protection 
Plan , an Offsite Dose Calculat ion Manual, a Post- Defueling Moni t ored 
Storage Fire Protec t ion Progr~ Evaluation, a Pos t - Defueling Monitored 
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Stores• Quell~ Assurance Plan, and a Radiolosical Environgental 
Konltorin& Plan. Additionally, the licensee vlll sub•lt to the NRC the 
rosults of the co•pleted plant r adi ation and contaalnatlon aurveya prior 
to entry into PDKS . • 

Evaluation : Many of the surveillance and require•enta necessary 
for POKS are apeclfied ln the cited documents . Thus, the 
documents must be sub•ltted and the requlre•enta i•ple•ented for 
entry Into PDKS. The ataff finds this require•ent acceptable . 

28 . Change : License OPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section l, 
Definitions . 1. 2, Recovery Operations Plan, delete the entire paragraph 
and replace vlth •1 .2 Post-Oefuelin& Monitored Storage (PDKS) is that 
condition vhere TKI-2 defueling has been co•pleted, the core debris 
re•oved fro• the reactor during the cleanup period has been shipped off­
site and the facility has been placed in a stable, safe, and secure 
condition. • 

Evaluation: This proposed Technical Specification chanse deletes 
the definition of the Recovery Operations Plan and instead 
provides the definition of the status of the facility vhen the 
facility is ready for entry into PDKS. The staff finds this 
change acceptable , since the Recovery Operations Plan is no longer 
necessary because the surveillance require•enta contained in the 
Recovery Operations Plan vill be incorporated in the proposed PDXS 
Technical Specifications . 

29. Chanse : License OPR-73 , Technical Specifications , Section l, 
Definitions, 1. 3 FACILITY MODE, delete the entire paragraph. 

Evaluation : This change re•oves the definition of FACILITY HODE 
(aee Chapter 2 of the PDKS TER for an explanation of FACILITY 
KODEa). Because of the poet-accident, inoperable and essentially 
defueled condition of the facility, the use of HODEs vill be 
discontinued at the start of PDKS, the staff finds this change 
acceptable . 

30 . Chense : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section l, 
Definitions, 1 . 4, Change the identification of thia paragraph to 1. 3. 

Evaluation: This is a format change only and i•proves the clarity 
and readability of the docuaent . The staff finds thia change 
acceptable . 

31 . Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 1, 
Definitions, 1. 5, Delete • . I•pllclt in this definition shall be the 
assumption that all necessary attendant instrumentation, controls, 
normal and eaergency electrical pover aources , •and replace vith •and 
vhen all necessary attendant instrumentation, controls, electrical 
pover , • . Chanse the identification o! this paragraph to 1 .4 . 
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Evaluation: Thia chan&• altar• the definition of operability by 
deletin& reference to the raquiraaent for aaersency electric 
power aourcaa durin& PDKS . Durin& PDKS, electrical power vill 
not be required to aafaly ahut dovn the plant or alti&ata the 
conaaquencaa of an accident. The plant 1• already ahut dovn and 
the analyeia of potential accident• doaa not require the uae of 
eaarsancy electric power aourcaa to atay vithln the ra&Ulatory 
11aita for radioactive relaaaea (eee PDKS TER Section 6 . 6. 1) . 
Beceuae of the poet-accident , inoperable and aaaentially defueled 
condition of the facility, there ara no active aafety ayateaa 
requi rln& aaarsancy povar durin& PDHS . The ataff find• this 
chance acceptable . 

32 . Chance : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications , Section 1 , 
Deflnltlona , 1 . 6 , Chanse title froa "REPORTABLE EVENT" to "REPORTABLE 
EV~7S" ; the paragraph on Reportable Eventa 1• renuabarad 1. 1) . 

Evaluation: This is a foraat chance only and iaprovaa the cl ar i t y 
and readabil ity. The staff finds thla chanse acceptable . 

33 . Chanse : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications , Sect i on l, 
Definitions , 1.7, delete the entire parasraph related to Contalnaent 
Intesrlty . 

Evaluation: Containaent Intesrity vas applicable only to Hode 1 . 
The licensee la currently in Hoda 3 (see Chapter 2 of the PDHS TER 
for an •~planation of facility aodea) . Therefore , thia defin i tion 
refer• to a raqu l raaant that no lonsar •~lata , is not applicabl e 
to PDHS and can be deleted . The 1taff find• thi1 chanse 
acceptable . 

34 . Chansa : Licen1e DPR-73 , Technical Specification• , Section 1, 
Deflnltlona , 1. 8, renuaber the •~latin& parasraph •• l . S and replace it 
vlth • An lnatruaent CHANNEL CALIBRATION la a teat , and adjuataent , •• 
neca1aary , to ••tabll•h that the channel output responds vlth acceptabl e 
ranee and accuracy to knovn valuea of the parameter vhich the channel 
aea1ura1 or an accurate 1laulation of the•• valuaa . CHANNEL CALIBRATION 
•hall encompa11 the entire channel lncludln& aqulpaent activation, alara 
or trip, and •hall be daeaed to include the CHANNEL FUNCTIONAL TESt. • 

Evaluation: The llcenaea ia updatin& the daflnltlon of CHANNEL 
CALIBRATION to be conalatant v1th the 1tandard Technical 
Spac1f1catlon definition. The ate[£ finda thia chanse adda to 
the clarity of the Technical Specification• and la acceptable . 

3S . Chanse : Licen•e DPR-73, Technical Specification•. Section 1 , 
Definition• , 1. 9 , renuaber thia parasraph 1. 6. 

Evalua t ion: Thi a i1 a foraa t chance only and laprove• the c larity 
and readability of the docuaent . The at aff f lnd• thla chanse 
acceptable . 
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36 . Change : Licen1e DPR-73, Technical Specification~, Section 1, 
Definition~, 1.10, delete exi1ting paragraph and replace vith •t .7 A 
CHANNEL FUNCTIONAL TEST shall be the injection of a 1i.ulated signal 
into the channel •• c1o1e to the priaary 1ensor a1 practicable to verify 
OP£RA!IL1TY including alarm and/or trip function• . • 

Evaluation: The licen~ee i• updating the definition of CHAh~EL 
FUNCTIONAL TEST to be con1i1tent vith the standard Technical 
Specification~ definition. The staff find• this change 
acceptable. 

37 . Change : Licen•e DPR-73, Technical Specification•. Section l, 
Definition~, 1. 11, renumber this paragraph as 1. 14 . 

Evaluation: This is a format change only and iaproves the clarity 
and readability of the document . The staff finds this change 
acceptable . 

38 . Change : License DPR-73 , Technical Specifications, Section 1, Defini­
tions, 1. 12 , change the number of the paragraph from 1. 12 to 1 . 8 and the 
Table number from 1 . 2 to 1. 1. 

Evaluation: This is a format change only and improves the clarity 
and readability of the document . The Ita!! finds this change 
acceptable . 

39 . Change : License DPR-73 , Technical Specifications , Section 1, 
Definitions, 1. 13, delete this entire paragraph . 

Evaluation: This change removes the definition of FIRE 
SUPPRESSION VATER SYSTEM because the Technical Specification• 
requirements for a fire suppression vater system have been 
deleted. The fire protection prograa for TKI-2 during PDMS , 
described in the PDHS SAR (7 . 2. 2) , i• •pecified in the Fire 
Protection Prograa Evaluation manual vhich is referenced in the 
PDHS TER (6 .4 . 3) . An approved Fire Protection Prograa-Evaluation 
Is required by proposed PDHS Licen1e condition 2.F (1ee item 27 
above ). Thi• change implements NRC Cenaric Latter 88-12 , dated 
Au~•t 1, 1988 entitled •Removal of Fire Protection Requireaents 
from Technical Specifications . • The 1taff find1 thi1 change 
acceptable . 

40. Change : Llcenle DPR-73, Technical Specification• , Section 1, 
Definition• , 1 .14 , delete thi• entire paragraph . 

Evaluation : Thi1 change vill remove the definition of REVIEV 
SICNIFICANT vhich specified 1pecific topics that formerly required 
raviev during the cleanup . The term •REVIEV SICNIFIC~~· i1 no 
longer u1ed In the revl1ed PDHS Technical Specification• , 
therefore defining the term is no longer necessary . The 1taff 
find• thi• change acceptabl e . 
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41 . Change : License OPR-73, Technical Specifications , Section 1, 
OeC1nit1ons , 1 . 1S, delete entire paragraph. 

Evaluation: This change removes the definition of CORE 
ALTEAATIO!I , vhich b the movement or manipulation of any reactor 
component (including core debris or fuel (i . e ., U02l> vithin the 
reactor pressure vessel vith the head removed and Cuel in the 
veasel . Due to the post-accident , inoperable and essentially 
de!ueled condition of the reactor, no CORE ALTEAATIOS activities 
as vould take place in an operating reactor can be conducted. 
There is a Technical Specification on Fuel RemovalfRearrangeQent 
(proposed Technical Specification 3. 2 .1 .1) which is very explicit 
and needs no definition of terms . The staff finds this change 
acceptable . 

42 . Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section l , 
Definitions , 1 . 16, delete entire paragraph . 

Evaluation: Since the reactor has had approximately 99 percent 
o( the fuel removed , decay heat generation is insignificant , 
therefore, technical specifications on decay heat removal a re 
unnecessary . The staff finds this change acceptable . 

43 . Change : License DPR-73 , Technical Specifications , Section 1 , 
Definitions, 1 . 17 , change the number from 1 .17 to l . lS . 

Evaluation: This is a format change only and improves the clari tv 
and readability of the document . The staff finds this change · 
acceptable . 

44 , Change : License OPR-73, Technical Specifications , Section l , 
Definitions, 1 . 18 , 1 . 19 , and 1. 20 , delete these three paragraphs in 
the1r entirety. 

Evaluation: The definitions of LICENSED OPEAATOR , SENIOR LIC~~SED 
OPEAATOR, and FUEL HANDLING SENIOR REACTOR OPEAATOR are remo\•ed . 
Section 6.2 . 2 of the current Technical Specifications no longer 
requires Licensed Operator, Senior Licensed Operator , or Fuel 
Handling Senior Reactor Operator . These positions were required 
during de!ueling . The TKI -2 facility is currently in a post­
accident , inoperable and essentially de(ueled condition . Since 
there is no fuel in the reactor and no reactor fuel on site to be 
handled, there is no need !or requirements !or NRC licensed 
operatora or fuel handling personnel . Considering the post­
accident, inoperable and essentially de!ueled condition of the 
facility, the staC! finds this change acceptable . 

4S . Change : License OPR-73, Technical Speci!ications, Section 1, 
Definitions, 1 . 21, delete the entire paragraph and replace vith : 

•t . 9 CO!ITAih~~i ISOLATION shall exist vhen : 
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a . Each penetration is : 

1. Closed by a aenual valve, a welded or bolted blind 
flange, a deactivated automatic valve secured in the 
closed poaltion or other equivalent •echanical closure 
to provide iaolatlon of each penetration, or 

2 . Open and the pathway to the environment provided with 
a H£PA filter, or 

3 . Open in accordance with approved procedures . Control5 
shall be implemented to minimize the tlme the pene­
tration is allowed open an~ to specify the conditions 
for vhlch the penetration is open. Penetrations shall 
be expeditiously closed upon completion of the 
conditions specified in the approved procedures, and 

b . The Equipment Hatch is closed and sealed, and 

c . Each Containment Airlock is operable pursuant to Technic~l 
Specification 3.1 . 1. ) . • 

£valuation: Changes modify the wording and add the provision for 
HEPA filtration of open penetrations . The wording changes do not 
reduce the quality of the CONTAih~~~ ISOLATION or alter the 
intent of the Technical Specification. The provision for HEPA 
filtration of open penetrations peralta installation of an 
atmospheric breather line without permitting an unfiltered release 
point . Considering the post-accident, inoperable and essentially 
defueled condition of the facility , the staff finds this change 
acceptable . 

46. Change : Licenae DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section l, 
Definitions, Table 1.1, delete this Table in its entirety . 

£valuation: Table 1. 1 defines the conditions for Hodes 1, 2 and 3 
(see Chapter 2 of the PDHS TtR for an explanation of facility 
•odea) . Since the reactor haa been defueled to the extent 
reasonably achievable , fuel canisters containing core debris has 
been removed from the reactor building and from the site, and the 
facility is being placed in a defueled, non-operating monitored 
storage, the aode definitions vill no longer be applicable to the 
facility . The staff finds this change acceptable . 

47 . Change : License DPR-73 , Technical Specifications, Section 1,• 
Definitions, Table 1. 2, renumber the Table 1 . 1 and add •p Completed 
prior to each release.• 

£valuation: The FREQUENCY NOTATION defined in the Table will be 
needed for surveillance, calibration and sampling activities . The 
addition of the FREQUENCY NOTATION •p• provides definition Cor 
s&mpling of batches prior to release . Renumbering of the table 
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is for clarity and readability . The staff finds this change 
acceptable . 

48. Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 1, 
Definitions, add "1 . 10 A BATCH RELEASE is the discharge of a discrete 
voluae . • 

Evaluation : The definition of a BATCH RELEASE is needed because 
the facility aay be required to process, sample , and release 
discrete volumes of liquid effluent during PDMS . The staff finds 
this change acceptable. 

49. Change: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 1, 
Definitions, add "1 .11 A CONTl~~OUS RELEASE is the discharge of a non­
discrete volume, e .g., froa a volume or system that has an input flo~ 
during the continuous release . • 

Evaluation: The definition of a C0~7I~~OUS RELEASE is needed 
because the facility aay be required to process, monitor, and 
release continuous volumes of effluent during PDKS . The staff 
finds this change acceptable . 

50 . Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 1, 
Definitions, add "1 . 12 The OFF-SITE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL (ODCH) shall 
contain the methodology and parameters used in the calculation of off­
site doses resulting froa radioactive gaseous and liquid effluents , lu 
the calculation of gaseous and liquid effluent monitoring alarm/trip set 
points, and in the conduct of the Radiological Environmental Monitoring 
Program. The ODCM shall also contain (1) the programs required by 
Section 6. 7 . 4 and (2) descriptions of the information that should be 
included in the Annual Radiological Environmental Operating and Semi­
annual Radioactive Effluent Release Reports required by Specifications 
6.8 . 1. 1 and 6 .8.1.2." 

Evaluation : The OFF-SITE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL will be expanded 
to include operability and calibration requirements for radiation 
monitors such as those in waste handling and packaging facility 
service , the EPICOR monitor , and the effluent monitors, HP-219 and 
HP-219A. Inclusion of these aonitors in the ODCK is consistent 
with Generic Letter 89-01 dated January 31, 1989 . The staff finds 
this change acceptable . 

51 . Change: License DPR-73, Technical Specification•, Section 1. 
Definition•, add "1 . 16 SU&STANTIVE CHANCES are those which affect the 
activitiel associated with a document or the document ' • aeaning or 
intent. Examples of non-substantive changes are : (1) correcting 
spelling; (2) adding (but not deleting) sign-off spaces; (3) blocking in 
notes, cautions, etc .; (4) changes in corporate and personnel titles 
which do not reassign responsibilities and which are not referenced in 
the PDKS Technical Specifications ; and (5) changes in nomenclature or 
editorial changes which clearly do not change function, meaning or 
intent. 
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Evaluation: This change defines vhet ie aeent by a SUBST~11VE 
CHANCE to assure that appropriate revievs , authorization•, end 
approval• are provided for chang•• that substantially alter the 
aeaning or intent of a docu.ent . The staff finds this change 
acceptable . 

52. Change : License DPR-73 , Technical Specifications, Section l, Defini­
tions , add "1 . 17 MEKBER(S) OF THE PUBLIC shall include ell per1ons vho 
are not occupationally associated vith the plant. This category does 
not include e~loyees of the CPU Systea, CPU contractors or vendors . 
Also excluded fro• this category are per1ona vho enter the site to 
service equipaent or to aeke deliveries . • 

Evaluation: This change provides a apecific definition of 
M~~ER(S) OF THE PUBLIC to enaure that appropriate classifications 
ere aede for dose easessaent end eaaignment end deterainetion or 
applicable control• . The steff finds this change acceptable . 

53 . Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specification• , Section 1, 
Definitions , add "1.18 An UNRESTRICTED AREA ahell be any area at or 
beyond the SITE BOUNDARY acceas to vhich is not controlled by CPU 
Nuclear for purposes of protection o[ individual• froa exposure to 
radiation end radioactive aateriala , or any area within the SITE 
BOUNDARY uaed for reaidentiel quarters or for industrial , commercial . 
institutional , end/or recreational purposes . • 

Evaluation: This change providea a specific definition o[ 
Uh~ESTRICTED AREA in coapliance vith 10 CFR Part 20 to ensure t hat 
appropriate claasiflcetions and locations are identified for dose 
asaessaent and assignment and deteraination of applicable 
controls . The staff finda thia change acceptable . 

54 . Change : Licenae DPR-73, rechnicel Specifications , Section l, 
Definitio•~. add "1 . 19 The SITE BOUNDARY shell be that line beyond vhich 
the lend ie neither ovned, nor leased, nor otherviae controlled by CPU 
Nuclear. The SITE BOUNDARY for geseoua and liquid effluents shall be as 
shovn in ODCK . " 

Evaluation : This change provides a specific definition of SITE 
BOUNDARY in coaplience vith 10 CFR Pert 20 to ensure that 
appropriate cla1aificetion1 end locations ere identified for dose 
•••e•aaent and aasignaent and deterainetion of applicable 
controls . The staff finds this change acceptable . 

55 . Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications , Section l, 
Definitions , add "1 .20 The NPDES PERMIT is the National Pollutant 
Discharge Eliaination Systea (NPDES) Perait No . PA0009920 , effect i ve 
January 30 , 1975 , i11ued by the Environmental Protection Agency to 
Metropolitan Edison Co~any . Thi1 perait authorized Metropolitan Edi son 
Coapany to discharge controlled vaate veter froa TKI Nuclear Station 
into the waters of the Coaaonveelth of Pennsylvania . • 
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Evaluation: This change adds the definition for NPDES Perait 
vhich is required as a result of coabinins Appendix A and 
Appendix I Technical Specifications into a single set of proposed 
PDHS Technical Specifications . The staff finda this change 
acceptable . 

56 . Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 2 , title 
page, delete •and Liaiting Safety Systea Settinss . • 

Evaluation: This change revises the title page to indicate the 
content• of the Section. Since there are no Safety Systeaa 
required for the post-accident , inoperable and essentially­
defueled condition of the facility during PDHS , no limiting safety 
systea aettings are necessary: The ate!! finds this change 
acceptable . 

57 . Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications , Section 2, Safety 
Liaits, add after • ..•• THI-2" "during PDHS . • 

Evaluation: This change provides aore specificity to the 
stateaent and iaproves clarity and consistency. The staff finds 
this change acceptable . 

58 . Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Title 
Page . Delete the page in its entirety and replace vith : •section 3/4 , 
Liaiting Conditions for PDMS and Surveillance Requireaents . • 

Evaluation: This change revises the numbering and title of the 
aection to correctly identify ita contents . This change vas an 
adainistrative change to iaprove readability of the document end 
aade as a result of coabinlng the Technical Specifications into a 
document incorporating the requlreaenta for a poat-accident , 
inoperable and eaaentially defueled reactor facility . The staff 
finda this change acceptable . 

59 . Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Liaitin& 
Conditions for Operation, Paragraph 3. 0 . 1, delete "Operation• and "the 
FACILITY KODE" and replace vith "PDMS" and "POST-DEFUELINC MONITORED 
STORACE•, reapactively. 

Evaluation: This specification defines the applicability of each 
apecification in teras of the condition of the facility, i . e . , 
PDMS . Because of the poat-eccident, inoperable and essentially 
defueled condition of the facility, the staff finds this change 
acceptable . 

60. Change : License DPR-73 , Technical Specification• , Section 3, Liaiting 
Conditions for Operation , Paragraph 3. 0. 2 , delete "Operation• in line 
one and line four of the specification and replace vith "PDHS" in each 
place . 
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Evaluation: This specification defines those conditions necessary 
to constitute coDpliance with the specifications in teras of the 
condition of the facility. Because of the post-accident , 
inoperable and essentially defueled condition of the facility, tho 
staff finds this chango acceptable . 

61 . Change : License DPR-73 , Technical Specifications, Part 3 , Limiting 
Conditions for Operation, Paragraph 1. 0 . 3 , delete •operation• in tho 
first sentence and "Section 50 . 73 of 10 CFR so• in the last sentence of 
the specification and replace them vith •poHS" and •10 CFR 50 . 73" 
respectively. 

Evaluation: This specification delineates the ACTION to be taken 
for circumstances not directly provided for in the ACTION 
statements . Because of the post-accident , inoperable and 
essentially de!ueled condition of the facility, the change !rom 
•operation• to "PDHS• is appropriate . The editorial change in the 
method of referencin& the Code of Federal Re&ulations is also 
acceptable . 

62 . Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Part 3, Limiting 
Conditions for Operation, 3 . 1, 3 . 1. 1, 3. 1. 1. 1, 3 . 1 . 1. 2, 3. 1 . 1. 3, 
3 .1. 1 .4 , delete these para&raphs in their entirety . 

Evaluation: These proposed Technical Specifications are related 
to borated water injection and boron concentration in vater 
systems for reactivity control . Since the reactor has been 
defuoled and criticality is not possible , reactivity control is 
not necessary (See PDHS TER, Section 5. 1. 4) . Due to the post­
accident , inoperable and essentially defueled condition of the 
facility, the staff finds this change acceptable . 

63 . Change : License DPR-73 , Technical Specification• , Section 3 , Limiting 
Condition• for Operation, 3 . 3 . 3 . 3. 1, 3 . 3. 1. 1 delete these paragraphs . 

Evaluation: This change removes the requirement for neutron 
•onitoring instrumentation . lased on the results of the 
licensee's Defuelin& Coapletion Report and the subsequent NRC 
staff review end approval ; the pos1ibility of an inadvertent 
criticality is precluded at THI-2 (see PDHS TER, Section 5 . 1.4) . 
Therefore, neutron •onitoring instrumentation is not required. 
The staff finds thi1 chan~• acceptable . 

64 , Change : License DPR- 73 , Technical Specifications . Section 3 , Limiting 
Conditions for Operation, 3. 3 . 3 , 3. 3 . 3 .1 , delete these paragraphs . 

Evaluation : This change vill remove the current Technical 
Specification requlreaents for radiation monitoring instrumenta­
tion . Radiation •easureaent instrumentation availability , 
operability, calibrati on, and testing criteria and requirements 
for PDHS are included in th~ Off- site Dose Calculation Manual 
(ODCH) in accordance vith Ceneric Letter 89- 01 dated J anuary 31 , 



- 24 -

1989. The Off-site Dose Calculation Manual is required by 
proposed PDKS Technical Specifications 6 .7 . 4(b) (see item 144 
belov) and proposed PDKS license condition 2 . F (see item 27 
above) . The staff finds this change acceptable . 

65. Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting 
Conditions for Operation, 3. 3.3 .4 , 3. 3. 3 . 5, and 3.3.3 . 7 , delete these 
paragraphs . 

Evaluation: This change removes requirements related to 
meteorological, essential parameters, and chlorine detection 
instrumentation . These instrumentation systems are required for 
operating reactors to ensure detection of potentially hazardous 
conditions . For the post-accident, inoperable and essentially 
defueled condition of TKI-2, these instruaent systems are not 
needed. The staff finds these changes acceptable . 

66 . Change : License DPR-73. Technical Specifications, Section 3 , Limiting 
Conditions for Operation, 3. 3.3. 8, delete this paragraph. 

Evaluation: This ch•nge removes from the current Technical 
Specifications the requirement for fire detection instrumentat ion . 
The requirements for fire detection and suppression during POMS 
are contained in the Fire Protection Program Evaluation document 
and in Section 7 . 2 . 2 of the PDKS SAR . Maintenance of a an 
approved Fire Protection Program Evaluation prior to entry into 
PDMS is required by proposed PDKS license condition 2 .F (see item 
27. above) . This change implements Ceneric Letter 88-12, dated 
Au&USt 2, 1988 entitled, "Removal of Fire Protection Requirements 
from Technical Specifications . • The staff finds this change 
acceptable. 

67 . Change : License DPR-73 , Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting 
Conditions for Operation, ) ,4, ) .4.1 , 3.4.2 , 3.4 . 9, 3.4 . 9. 1, and 
3 . 4.9 . 2, delete these par~graphs . 

£valuation: These changes will remove requirements for reactor 
vessel water level monitoring, reactor coolant temperature 
controls, and assurance that the reactor vessel is open to the 
reactor building atmosphere . During PDMS, the reactor vessel vill 
be drained , the decay heat generated from the residual fuel vill 
be negligible , and the reactor veasel vill be covered but not 
aealed. Considering the post-accident , inoperable and es~entially 
defueled condition of the facility, the ataff finds theae changes 
a cceptable . 

68. Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications , Section 3 , Limiting 
Conditions for Operation, 3. 5 and 3 . 5 . 1 , delete these paragraphs . 

Evaluation : This change vill remove the requirement for direct 
coaaunications between the Control Room or the Command Center and 
personnel in the reactor bui l ding . Since there is no requirement 



- 25 -

!or Control Room staffing during PDHS , the staff finds this change 
acceptable . 

69 . Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications , Section 3, Limiting 
Conditions for Operation, 3 . 6.1 . 1 . a , 3 . 6 . 1.1.b, and Table 3 . 6 . 2, delete 
these sections . 

Evaluation: These changes vill remove requirements for primary 
containment intesrity and deletion o! the table listing 
penetrations without double isolation. Containment Integrity vas 
applicable to only Hode 1 during da!ueling. The licensee is 
presently in Hode 3 and defueling is completed (see Chapter 2 of 
the PDMS TER for an explanation o! Hodes) . Therefore, this 
requirement is no longer applicable . During PDHS, modifications 
to containment penetrations may be made aa long as isolation is 
maintained. Technical Specifications !or primary containment 
isolation are provided in the proposed PDMS Technical 
Specifications in paragraph 3 . 1 . 1 . 1 (see item 70 below) . Listings 
of reactor containment penetrations , their function during PDXS 
and their isolation capabilities are provided in the PDHS SAR 
Section 7. 2 . 1 and the PDHS TER Section 6. 2 . 1 . Based on the 
availability of appropriate information and controls in supporting 
documentation, the staff finds this change acceptable . 

70. Change : License DPR-73 , Technical Specifications, Section 3 , Limiting 
Conditions !or Operation, 3.6 . 1 . 2, under Applicability delete •Hodes 2 
and 3• and replace vith •poHs• , change the number from 3 . 6.1.2 to 
3 . 1.1.1. 

Evaluation: The currant technical specification requires primary 
containment isolation only !or Modes 2 and 3 (see Chapter 2 of th~ 
PDMS TER for an explanation of Modes) . This change specifies that 
the Limiting Condition for Operation ia applicable to PDHS . The 
licensee is currently in Hode 3. Since this proposed change 
extends the current requirement to PDHS, the staff finds this 
change acceptable . 

71 . Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting 
Conditions for Operation, 3 .6 . 1 . 3, delete the paragraph in its entirety. 

Evaluation: This change removes the requirement !or Containment 
Air Lock operability during Mode 1 defueling (aee Chapter 2 of the 
PDHS TER for a description of modes). Since the reactor has been 
defueled and is no longer in Hode 1 and the requiremen~ for 
containment airlock operabil i ty during other modes is contained in 
related Technical Specifications, the staff finds this change 
acceptable . Additional requirements during PDKS pertaining to 
airlocks are found in proposed Technical Specification 3. 1 . 1 . 3 
(item 73 below) . 

72 . Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3 , Limiting 
Conditions for Operation, 3. 6. 1 .4 and 3 .6 . 1 . 5, delete these paragraphs . 
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Evaluation: These changes reaove the lialtations on primary 
containment pressure and air teaperature . The reactor has been 
defueled . The priaary containment vill be vented to the 
atmosphere and aaintained at &Dbient pressure or ventilated using 
the building purge systea. There are no significant sources of 
heat that vould result in an increase in the &abient teaperature 
inside containment . n1erefore , there is no necessity for pressure 
or teaperature liaitatlons during POHS . It is expected that 
pressure changes vill closely follow aabient ataospheric pressure . 
Teaperature vill reDe in relatively stable due to the aassive heat 
sink of the building and its contents . The staff finds these 
changes acceptable . 

73 . Change : License OPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3 , Limiting 
Conditions for Operation, 3. 6. 1. 6 , delete the following : 

•3 . 6 . 1.6 Each Containment Air Lock shall be OPERABLE vith at leas t 
one door closed unless otherwi se speci f ied per the cr iter ia of 
Recovery Operations Plan Section 4 . 6 . 1. 6. 1. 

APPLICASILIIY: Hodes 2 and 3 . • 

and replace with: 

•3 . 1 .1 . 3 Each Containment Air Lock shall be OPERABLE v i t h a t least 
one door closed except vhen the a ir lock is being used for trans it 
entry and exit in accordance vith site- approved procedures . 

APPLICABILiry: POHS• 

Evaluation : Normal entry and exit procedures require at least 
one door closed . Occasionally , iteas that exceed the internal 
dimensions of the air lock aust be transported into and out of t he 
reactor building necessitating opening both airlock door1 . Pro­
cedure• will ainialze the aaount of time both airlock doors are 
open . Con1idering the po•t-accident, inoperable and e1sential ly 
defueled condition of the facility and the administrative control s 
for entry and axlt during POKS , the staff finds this change 
acceptable , 

74 . Change : License DPR-73 , Technical Specifications , Section 3, Limiting 
Conditions for Operation, 3 . 6 . 3 , and 3. 6. 3. 1 , delete the paragraph in 
its entirety . 

Evaluation: Thi1 change removes the requirements for operabili t y 
of the Containment Purge Exhaus t Sy1tea. The Containment Purge 
Exhaust Sy1tem will only be u1ed vhen vent ilation of priaary 
containment i1 neces1ary , i .e . , prior to a aanned entry . No 
active continuou1 ventilation of the cont ainment building is 
required. This is no longer a 1afety related 1y1tem necessary to 
aitigate the con•equences of an accident and limit offsite dose t o 
vithin 10 CFR Part 100 liaits considering the post-accident, 
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inoperable and essentially defueled condition of the facility . 
Normal contain:ent atmospheric breathing vill be by a filtered 
pathvay to the AFHB. Specifications for operability of the 
Containment Purge Exhaust System and its components , for 
ventilation prior to a manned entry, are provided in the PDMS SAR 
(7 . 2. 1 . 3) . Thus, due to the limited applicability of the 
Containment Purge Exhaust System and delineation of requirements 
in other docu:entation, the staff finds this change acceptable . 

75 . Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting 
Conditions for Operation, 3 . 7 . 6, delete the section in its entirety. 

Evaluation : This change removes the requirements !or flood 
protection from the current TMI-2 Technical Specifications . Flood 
protection measures !or TMI-2 are found in the PDMS SAR (7 . 1 .4) . 
Since the site is shared with TMI-1 (an operating reactor). t he 
Technical Specifications (Section 3.14 . 1) for TMI-1 require 
periodic monitoring o! the dike around the island . In addition , 
the licensee is preparing a site flood protection plan that vil l 
be completed by late 1992 and prior to implementation of this 
amendment request (see proposed PDMS license condition 2 . F 
(item 27 above ] ) . The staff finds this change acceptable . 

76. Change: License DPR- 73, Technical Specifications , Section 3 , Limiting 
Conditions !or Operation, 3.7.7 and 3. 7 . 7. 1 delete these paragraphs in 
their entirety . 

Evaluation: This change removes the Control Room habitability 
requirements . There is no need to assure habitability of the 
control room for operator corrective and aitigative actions to 
ensure reactor safe shutdovn . During PDMS , there is no 
requirement to staff the TKI-2 Control Room . The staC! finds 
this change acceptable . 

77. Change: License DPR-73 , Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting 
Conditions Cor Operation, 3.7.9, revise the section as follows : change 
the number from "3 .7. 9" to "3/4 . 5" and !rom "3 . 7 .9 . 1" to "3 . 5. 1" ; add· 
"3/4.5 . 1 Sealed Source Integrity ; • change the reference in the first 
paragraph !rom "4 . 7. 9. 2" to •4 .5. 1. 2"; and change the APPLICABILITY Crorn 
"Modes 1, 2, and )• to "PDMS" . Change ACTION from "1. Either 
decontaminated or repaired or 2 . disposed o! in accordance vith 
Commission Regulations . • to •1 . Either decontaminate or repair, or 
2. dispose in accordance vi th Commission Regulations . • 

Evaluation: These changes identify the requirement as applying to 
PDMS and i=prove the clarity , readability and consistency of the 
document . The staff finds these changes acceptable . 

78 . Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting 
Conditions for Operation, 3 . 7 .10 (includes 3. 7.10.1 and 3. 7. 10 . 4) , 
delete this section in its entirety . 
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Evaluation: This change removes the specifications !or !ire 
suppression vater s ystems and !ire hose stations . Responsibility 
!or site fire manual suppression has been transferred to the TMl-1 
! acllity and associated Fire Protection Prograa Evaluation. This 
change is consistent vith the staff position contained in ~~C 
Ceneric Letter 88-12 dated August 2, 1988, vhich results in !ire 
protection requirements in the technical specifications being 
transferred to the Fire Protection Prograa Evaluation . Proposed 
POHS license condition 2-F (see item 27 above) requires imple­
mentation of an approved POMS Fire Protection Progr~ Evaluation 
prior to entry into POMS . Specific commitments Cor TKl-2 (ire 
protection systems and !ire response are provided in the PDMS SAR 
(Section 7.2.2) and Fire Protection Program Evaluation. The staff 
finds this change acceptable . 

79 . Change : License OPR-73, Technical Spec1Cications, Section 3, L!mltlng 
Conditions Cor Operation, 3.8 (includes 3. 8. 1, 3. 8. 1 . 1 , 3 . 8. 2, 3 . 5 . 2. 1 . 
3. 8.2 . 1 . 1, 3 . 8 . 2. 1 . 2. and 3 . 8 . 2 . 2 . 1) , delete the section in its 
entirety . 

Evaluation : This change removes electrical power system specifi­
cations applicable to Mode 1 (see Chapter 2 of the PDMS TER for a 
description of Hodes ) . Since the plant is no longer in Mode 1, 
the specifications are not applicable to the post-accident, 
inoperable and essentially defueled condition of the facility . 
The staff finds this change acceptable . 

80 . Change : License OPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Lim!tlng 
Conditions (or Operation, 3 . 9 , 3 . 9 . 1, 3 . 9 . 2, 3. 9 . 3 and 3 . 9 .4, delete 
these sections ln their entirety . 

Evaluation: These changes remove radioactive waste storage 
specifications (spent fuel storage pool and transfer canal) 
applicable to Hodes 1 and 2 (sea Chapter 2 oC the PDMS TER Cor a 
description oC Hodes} . Since the plant is no longer in Hodes 1 or 
2, the specifications are not applicable to TKI-2 nov or during 
POHS . All canisters containing Cuel and core debris and 
radioactive waste !rom major decontamination activities have been 
removed Crom the TKI-2 facility . The Cuel pool and transfer canal 
vill be drained and maintained dry after the Accident Cenerated 
Vater disposition is completed . Consequently, no requirements Cor 
!uel pool or transfer canal water levels are needed . The staff 
Cinds these changes acceptable . 

81 . Change: License OPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting 
Conditions !or Operation, 3.9 . 12 . 1 and 3. 9 . 12 . 2 , delete these sections 
in their entirety . 

Evaluation: This change removes specifications Cor operability of 
the ventilation systems Cor the Fuel Handling Building and the 
Auxiliary Building . The licensee's co~mitments Cor maintenance 
and testing oC these ventilation systems are provided ln the POMS 
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SAR (7 . 2 . 6 . 1 and 7.2 . 6. 2) . Tha licenae , a a .. ended (propoaed 
lice~e condition 2. 0 , aee item 25 above), will require that the 
licensee demonatrate that airborne concentratio~ within the AFHB 
during PDKS will not exceed a amall percentage of releeae limit• . 
The ataff find• thi• change acceptable . 

82 . Change: l.icense DPR-73 , Technical Specifications , Section 3, Llmltin& 
Conditions for Operation, 3. 10. 1, revise the section as follows : 
Renumber "3 . 10" with "3/4.3," renumber "3 . 10 . 1" with "3 , 3 . 1"; replace 
"2400" with "50 ,000"; replace "the following aree•• with •reactor 
vessel" ; delete •ub-items a through e ; replace "Hode 1" vith "PDMS" : 
replace "Specification 3. 10. 1" vith •specification 3. 3 . 1" ; and replace 
"Specification 6.9.2" with •specification 6 . 8.2" . 

Evaluation: Changes to thl• 1peciflcation revi1ed upward the load 
limit over the reactor vessel from 2400 lb1 to 50 ,000 lbs . The 
reque1ted chan&• al1o deletel load limitations over the incor• 
in•trument 1eal table and guide tube• , deep end of tran1fer canal 
canister• and areas not previou•ly analyzed. The•e chan&•• 
reflect the requirements establiahed to protect a&ain•t potential 
reconfiguratlon of the core debris out1ide the analyzed seometrles 
u1ed in the Defuelin& Completio~ Report . (See Section 5 . 1. 4 of the 
PDMS TER. ) These chanses alao reflect the revi•ed ltatus of the 
facility , the reduced risk of accldentl , and the estimated 
quantity of Special Nuclear Material (StiM) in the facUlty . The 
staff finds these changes acceptable . 

83 . Change : Licen•e DPR-73 , Technical Specifications, Section 3, Llmltins 
Conditions for Operation, 3 . 10. 2. delete thi• 1ectlon ln its entirety . 

[valuation: This change removes the •peclficatlons for load 
limit• in the Fuel Handlin& Building. Since all the fuel 
caniatars containin& fuel and core debria have been removed from 
the TMI-2 facility and no reactor fuel remain• in the Fuel 
Handling Buildin& , no •pecificationa are nece11ary. The staff 
finda thie change acceptable . 

84 . Change : Llcen•e DPR-73 , Technical Specification•, Section 3, Limiting 
Condition• for Operation , 3. 1. 1. 2, add the following : 

•) . 1. 1 . 2 The unfiltered leak rate from Containment with the R8 
Breather closed 1hall be le•• than 1/100 of the rate through the 
R8 Breather. 

APPLICA!ILIIX : PDMS 

~: If the unfiltered leak rate from Containment with the 
R8 Breather closed la greater than 1/100 of the rete 
through the R8 Breather or if the trend indicates tha t 
the l/100 value w111 be exceeded within 1 year, then : 

a . Identify the exce11ive leakage path ; 
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b . Make neeeaaary repair• and/or adjuataenta ; 

c . Perfor. an additional unfiltered leak rate test ; 
and 

d . Prepare and aubmit a apecial report to the 
Co.aiaaion pursuant to Specifieation 6 . 8. 2 vithin 
the next 30 daya . • 

Evaluation: Thi• ehange adda apeeifieationa for an unfiltered 
leak rate teat to ensure that the hi&h-ef!iciency particulate air 
(HEPA) filtered reactor building breather continues to be the most 
probable leak path from the containment building. The staff finds 
thi• additional requirement acceptable because it provides a 
quantitative estimate of leak rate during PDKS . 

BS . Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications , Section 3, Limiting 
Conditions for Operation, 3.2 .1 . 1, add the following : 

•3/4 2 B£ACIOB VESSEL fUEL 

3/4 I 2 1 B£ACIOR VESSEL fUEL RE.'10YAL/Bf.AJW.~CE.'1ENI 

LlHliiNG CONPlTlONS FOB PPHS 

3. 2 .1.1 No more than 42 kg of fuel (i .e . , U02) •ay be removed 
from the Reactor Vessel vithout prior ~~C approval . 

APPLlCMlLIIY: PDHS 

ACT.l2H: 

Vhen more than 42 kg of fuel haa been re•oved from the Reactor 
Vessel, auspend all further fuel removal activities and submit a 
aafety analyais to the NRC for approval of this ac tivity and any 
further fuel removal activities . • 

Evaluation: This change establishes limitation• for removal of 
fuel from the Reactor Vessel to ensure that accidental criticality 
is precluded . The staff haa determined (PDKS TER S. l) that the 
Safe Fuel Mass Limit (SFHL) for fuel (i . e . , U02) in the reactor 
vessel is 93 kilograms . To assure that criticality calculations 
reaain valid and that the geo•etry of the remaining fuel remains 
aa defined in the critieality calculations , the propoaed PDKS 
Technical Specifications prohibit taking any action which vould 
reault in the movement of 4S\ of the SFHL (93 x 0 . 4S -
42 ~ilograma) from the reactor vesael vithout specific prior 
approval of the NRC. The ataf! finds this ehange acceptable . 

86 . Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications , Section 3, Limi ting 
Condition• for Operation, 3 . 2. 1 . 2, add the follovlng : 
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"3.2.1 . 2 No •ore than 42 kg of fuel in the Reactor Vessel may be 
rearranged outside the geometries analyzed in the 
Defueling Complet ion Report without prior NRC approval . 

APPLlCAAILIIY: PDKS 

AWQ.t! : 

-~en more than 42 kg of fuel in the Reactor Vessel has been 
rearranged, suspend all further fuel rearrangement activities and 
submit a safety analysis to the NRC for approval of this activi ty 
and any further fuel rearrangement activities . If an external 
event were to occur that could potentially cause more than 42 k& 
of fuel in the Reactor Vessel to be rearranged, a report will be 
submitted to the ~~C detailing the findings of any investigation 
into that potential rearrangement . " 

Evaluation : This change establishes limitations for rearrange=ent 
of fuel in the Reactor Vessel to ensure that accidental critical­
ity is precluded (see PDKS T£R 5. 1). The staff finds this change 
acceptable. See explanation in item 85 above . 

87 . Change : License DPR- 73 , Recovery Operations Plan , Section 4, 
Surveillance Requirements, 4 . 0 . 1, delete the paragraph and replace it 
with : 

"Surveillance Requirements shall be met during PDMS or other 
conditions specified for individual Limiting Conditions for PDMS 
unless otherwise stated in an individual Surveillance 
Requirement." 

Evaluation : This change removes the reference to the Recovery 
Operations Plan and places the Surveillance Requirements for PDMS 
in the proposed POKS Technical Specifications which provides 
clarity and consistency in the Technical Specifications . The 
staff finds this change acceptable . Succeeding items 88 through 
111 si11ilarily involve proposed changes to the current Recovery 
Operations Plan that will be incorporated in the proposed PDHS 
Technical Specifications . 

88. Change : License DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4, 
Surveillance Requirements, 4 .0 . 2, in the first sentence delete "of the 
Recovery Operations Plan•. 

Evaluation: This change removes reference to the Reco~ery 
Operations Plan as related to Surveillance Requirements . Since 
the Recovery Operations Plan is not applicable to the post­
accident, inoperable and essentially defueled condition of the 
facility , the staff finds this change acceptable . 
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89. Chense : License DPR-73 , Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4, 
Surveillance Requirements , 4 . 0 . 3, delete the parasraph and replace it 
vith the follovin&: 

•Failure to perform a Surveillance Requirement vithin the 
specified time interval shell constitute a failure to mee t the 
OPERABILlTY requirement• for a Limitin& Condition for PDMS . 
Exceptions to these requirements ere stated in the individual 
Specifications . Surveillance Requirements do not have to be 
performed on inoperable equipment. • 

Evaluation: This chanse redefines the criteria for performance of 
a Surveillance Requirement to be more appropriate to the post­
accident , inoperable and essentially defueled condition of the 
facility . The staff finds this chense acceptable . 

90. Chense: License DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4, 
Surveillance Requirements , 4.1, 4.1 . 1, 4 . 1 . 1. 1, 4.1 . 1. 2, 4 . 1. 1. 3, and 
4 . 1. 1.4. Delete these parasrephs in their entirety . 

Evaluation: This chen&• removes the surveillance requirements for 
assurin& operability of systems for injection of borated cooling 
vater for criticality control. Injection systems for borated 
coolin& veter are no lonser needed for criticality control since 
the reactor has been defueled. The steff finds this change 
acceptable . 

91. Chense : License DPR-73 , Recovery Operations Plan , Section 4 , 
Surveillance Requirements, 4.3 , 4 . 3. 1, 4 . 3. 1. 1, and Table 4.3-1 . Delete 
these paresraphs and table. 

Evaluation: This change removes the surveillance requirements for 
neutron monitorin& instrumentation. Due to the post-accident, 
inoperable and essentially defueled condition of the facility, the 
staff finds this change acceptable . 

92 . Chanse : License DPR-73 , Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4, 
Surveillance Requirements, 4 . 3 . 3, 4.3.3.1, and Table 4 . 3-3 . Delete 
these parasraphs and table. 

Evaluation: This chense removes the surveillance requirements for 
radiation monitorin& instrumentation. Surveillance requirements 
for radiation measurement instrumentation testin& are provided in 
the Offaite Dose Calculation Manual consistent vith Ceneric Letter 
89-01 , dated January 31 , 1989, and required by proposed PDMS 
Technical Specification 6 . 7 .4 . a (see item 144 belov) and proposed 
license condition 2 . F (see item 27 above) . The eta££ finds this 
change acceptable . 

93 . Chanse: License DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan , Section 4, 
Surveillance Requirements, 4 . 3 . 3.4, 4 . 3. 3. 5 , and 4 . 3. 3. 7 . Delete these 
perasraphs and associated Tables 4 . 3-5 end 4 . 3-7 . 
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Evaluation: This change removes the surveillance requirements !or 
operating reactors for the meteorological instrumentation, the 
essential parameters monitoring instrumentation, and the chlorine 
detection system . The eaaential parameters monitoring instru­
•entation, and the chlorine detection systems vere only required 
during defueling (Mode 1) . The meteorological instrumentation vas 
only required during Modes 1 and 2 (see Chapter 2 of the PDMS TER 
!or an explanation of facility modes) . The facility is currently 
in Kode 3 and these requirements are not applicable . The 
licensee's requested change deletes sections that are no longer 
applicable to a post-accident, inoperable and essentially de!ueled 
facility . The staff finds these changes acceptable . 

94 . Change : License DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4, Surveil­
lance Requirements, 4 . 3.3 . 8 . 1, 4 . 3. 3. 8. 2, and 4 . 3. 3. 8 . 3 . Delete these 
paragraphs and aszociated Table 4 . 3-11. 

Evaluation: This change moves the surveillance requirements !or 
fire detection instrumentation and circui ts to the Fire Protection 
Program Evaluation document and Section 7 . 2.2 . of the PDMS SAR . 
Maintenance of the fire protection program procedures is required 
in the Administrative Controls section (Section 6 . 7 . 1) of the 
proposed PDMS Technical Specifications . An approved Fire Protec­
tion Program Evaluation Is required by proposed PDMS license 
condition 2 .F (see item 27 above) . This change is consistent vith 
NRC Generic Letter 88-12, dated August 2 , 1988, entitled "Removal 
of Fire Protection Requirement• from Technical Specifications . • 
The staff finds this change acceptable . 

95 . Change : License DPR- 73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4 , Surveil ­
lance Requirements, 4 .4, 4 .4 . 2, 4 .4 . 9, 4 , 4 . 9.1, 4 , 4 . 9 . 1. 1, and 
4 . 4 .9 . 1. 2 . Delete these paragraphs and associated Table 4 . 3-8 . 

Evaluation: This change removes Surveillance Requirements for 
reactor vessel vater level monitoring and reactor coolant system 
chemical parameters , Since the reactor has been de!ueled and the 
reactor vessel drained, these surveillance requirements are no 
longer needed . The staff finds this change acceptable . 

96 . Change : License DPR-73 , Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4, Surveil­
lance Requirements, 4 . 5 and 4 . 5. 1. Delete these paragraphs . 

Evaluation: This change removes the surveillance requirement !or 
verifying that comaunication channels are open betveen the Control 
Room or the Command Center and personnel "in the Reactor Building 
and fuel handling building. Since the control room and command 
center are not staffed during PDMS and considering the post­
accident, inoperable and essentially de!ueled condition of the 
facility , the steff finds this change acceptable . 
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97 . Chan&e : License DPR-73 , Recovery Operations Plan , Section 4 , Surveil­
lance Requirements , 4 . 6 , 4 . 6 . 1, 4 .6 . l . la, and 4 . 6. l . lb. Delete these 
paragraphs . 

~·aluatlon: This chan&• removes surveillance requtrecents for 
primary containment int•&rity , specifically for the dally 
verification that aodlfied containment penetrations are closed by 
a valve, blind flange, or deactivated automatic valve secured in 
its position. Containment Integrity vas applicable only to Mode 1 
(see Chapter 2 of the PDMS TER for an explanation of facility 
aodes) . The licensee is no longer in Kode 1 . This surveillance 
requirement is not applicable nov or during PDMS and can be 
deleted. Surveillance requirements of primary containment 
isolation are &iven in proposed PDKS Technical Specifications 
Section 4 . 1 . 1. 1 . The staff finds this change acceptable . 

98 . Change : License DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4, 
Surveillance Requirements, Section 4 . 6. 1 . 2 . Delete the section and 
replace it vith the following : 

"4 . 1 . 1. 1 Primary C0~7AI~~~'7 ISOLATIOS shall be verified quarterly 
vith the following exceptions : 

a . Isolation valves that are locked closed shall be verified 
annually on a quarterly STAGGERED TEST BASIS . If a valve is 
found to be out of position, a check of all locked closed 
isolation valves shall be perfor=ed . 

b . An independent verification of all isolation valve position 
chan&es shall be performed . 

c . Bolted or velded blind flanges vhieh fora a containment 
isolation boundary vill be visually inspected for signs of 
degradation and/or leakage every five years on an annual 
STAGGERED TEST BASIS . If a problem is di~eovered vlth a 
flange, a cheek of all bolted or velde~ blind flanges shal l 
be performed. • 

Evaluation: Verlfleatlon of containment lsola:ion is necessary t o 
ensut e the control of the radioactive material remaining in the 
reactor containment building . Considerin& the post-accident, 
inoperable and essentially defueled condition of the faetllty , the 
staff concludes that the revised Technical Speeifteatlons provide 
adequate assurance of containment isolation. Thus , the staff 
finds this change acceptable . 

99 . Change : License DPR-73 , Recovery Operations Plan , Section 4, 
Surveillance Requirements , 4 . 6 . 1 . 3 and 4 . 6. 1 . 3 . 1 . Delete these 
sections . 

Evaluation: Thls change removes the surveillance requirement for 
Containment Air Lock operability durlng Hade 1 (see PDMS TER 
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Chapter 2 for an explanation of facility •odes) . The reactor has 
been defueled and is no longer in Hode 1. This surveillance 
requireaent is not applicable nov or during POHS end can be 
deleted. Other require•ents for Contain-ant Air Lock aurveillance 
are contained in proposed PDHS Technical Specification 3 . 1. 1. 3 
<••• item 73 above) . The ateff finds thia change acceptable . 

100. Change : License DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4, 
Surveillance Require•ents , 4 , 6 . 1.4a, 4 . 6.1 . 4b, end 4 , 6. l .S. Delete the1e 
aections . 

Evaluation: Theae change• remove the surveillance requirements 
for primary containment pressure and air temperatura . Since the 
reactor has been defueled and most containment systems 
deactivated, there is no significant source of heat within the 
contein.ent. The containment vill be paaaively vented to the 
atmosphere vie the HEPA filtered breather line . Thus, there is no 
necessity to provide surveillance of the pressure end temperature 
instrumentation. The ateff finds this change acceptable . 

101 . Change : License DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4, 
Surveillance Requirements, 4 . 6 . 1. 6 end 4 . 6 . 1. 6 . 1. Delete these sect i ons 
and replace thea with the following : 

•4 . 1. 1. 3 Each Containment Air Loc~ shell be demonstrated OPERABLE 
at least once per three months by performing a •echanical 
operability check of each Air Lock Door , including a visual 
in1pection of the components end lubrication if necessary end by 
vi1ually in1pecting the door seals for significant degradation. 
Vhen both Containment Air Lock door• are opened eiaulteneously, 
verify the following conditions : 

e . The capability exists to expeditiously close at least one 
Air Lock door; 

b. The Air Lock doors and Containm~nt Purge are configured to 
restrict the outflow of air in accordance with site-approved 
procedure•: end 

c. The Air Lock doora are cycled to enaure mechanical 
operability vithin aeven days prior to opening both doora . • 

Evaluation: The licenaee propose• deleting the aeel leakage 
preasure test for the containment air lock doors . The containment 
vill not be preasurized, end aeel leakage vill be measured under 
propoaed PDKS Technical Specification 4 . 1 . 1. 2 (see item 110 
belov) . The remaining aurveillance requirements (mechanical 
operability check and the containment unfiltered leak rete test) 
are adequate and in keeping vith the post-accident, inoperable end 
essentially defueled condition of the facility . The ate!! finds 
these changes acceptable . 
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102 . Chan&• : License DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4 , 
Surveillance Requirements, 4 . 6.3 and 4 . 6 . 3-1 . Delete these sections in 
their entirety . 

Evaluation: This chan&• removes the requirements !or surveillance. 
of the Containment Pur&• Exhaust System . The Contain=ent Purge 
Exhaust system vill only be used vhen ventilation of primary 
containment is necessary. This is no longer a safety related 
ayatem necessary to aitigate the consequences of an accident and 
limit o{{site dose to vithin 10 CFR Part 100 limits considering 
the post-accident , inoperable and essentially de{ueled condition 
of the facility . Specifications !or operability o{ the systea and 
its components are provided in the PD~S SAR 7 . 2 . 1 . 3 . Thus , due to 
the limited applicability and delineation of requirements in othe r 
documentation , the staff finds this change acceptable . 

103 . Chan&e : License DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan , Section 4 , 
Surveillance Requirements, 4 . 7, 4 . 7 .6, 4 . 7. 6.1, 4.7 . 6. 2 and 4 . 7. 6 . 3 . 
Delete these sections . 

Evaluation : This change removes the requirements !or surveillance 
!or flood protection from the current TMI-2 Technical Specifica­
tions/Recovery Operations Plan . Since the site is shared vith 
TMI-1 (an operating reactor), surveillance activities are co=:on 
to both facilities and are contained in the Technical Specifica­
tions for TMI-1 (TMI-1 Technical Specification Section 3. 14 . 1) . 
Flood protection measures !or TMI-2 are described in the PD~S SAR 
(Section 7. 1.4) , In addition, proposed PD~S license condition 2 . F 
(see item 27 above) requires the licensee to have implemented a 
flood protection plant prior to entry into PD~S . The sta!f f inds 
this change acceptable . 

104 , Change : License DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4, 
Surveillance Requirements, 4 . 7 . 7 and 4 . 7 . 7. 1. Delete these sections . 

Evaluation: This change removes the requirements to survey the 
Control RooD Emergency Air Cleanup System . Amendment 30 , issued 
Hay 27, 1988, eliminated the requirement !or licensed operators 
at THl-2 once the licensee achieved Mode 2 (see Chapter 2 of the 
PD~S TER for an explanation of facility modes ). The surveillance 
requirement is not applicable nov or during PD~S and can be 
deleted. Considering the post-accident, inoperable and essenti­
ally de!ueled condition of the facility, there is no need to 
assure habitability o{ the control room for operator corrective 
and mitigative act ions to ensure reactor safe shutdown . Also , 
during POHS, the THI-2 Control Room need not be staffed. The 
staff finds this change acceptable . 

105 . Change : License DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4, 
Surveillance Requirements , Section 4 . 7. 9, revise the section as follo~s . 
delete the number "4 . 7. 9 , " chan&• the numbers !rom "4 . 7 . 9 . 1 , 4 . 7. 9 .2 , 
and 4 . 7 .9 . 3" to 4 . 5. 1 . 1, 4 . 5 . 1 . 2 and 4 .5. 1 . ) , respectively . The words 
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"Startup sources and" in (a) end (c) and •sealed startup source and" 
also in (c) shall be deleted. 

Evaluation: Thia change delete& reference to atartup sources, 
vhich are no longer present at the TKI- 2 facility . The ataff finds 
this change acceptable . 

106. Change : License DPR-73 , Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4, 
Surveillance Requirements, 4 . 7. 10. Delete sections 4 , 7 . 10, 4 . 7 . 10 . 1. 1, 
4 . 7. 10 . 1. 2, 4 . 7. 10 . 1. 3, 4 . 7. 10. 4 end corresponding Table 4 .7-1 . 

Evaluation: This change removes the Surveillance Requirements 
for fire suppression systems including fire hose stations from 
the current TKI-2 Technical Specifications . The site fire 
suppression re1ponsibilities have been delegated to TKI-1 (in the 
Fire Protection Program Evaluation) . Fire detection capabilities 
end Surveillance Requirements for TKI-2 are provided in the PDMS 
SAR 7.2.2 . Additionally, the licensee is required, under proposed 
PDKS license condition 2. F (see item 27 above) to have an NRC 
approved Fire Protection Program Evaluation prior to entry into 
PDKS . This change is consistent vith h~C Generic Letter 88-12 , 
dated August 2, 1988 entitled "Removal of Fire Protection Require­
ments from Technical Specifications . • The staff finds this change 
acceptable . 

107 . Change : License DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4, 
Surveillance Requirements , 4 . 8 . Delete sections 4 . 8, 4 . 8 . 1, 4 . 8. 1. 1, 
4 . 8 .2, 4 . 8. 2.1, 4.8 .2 . 1. 1, 4 . 8. 2, 1.2 , 4 . 8. 2 . 2 . 1, and 4.8 .2 . 2. 2, 

Evaluation: This change removes the Surveillance Requirements for 
both AC end DC power for the facility . Considering the post­
accident, inoperable end ea1entially defueled condition of the 
facility, and the feet that no active sy1tems are required to 
assure aefe lhutdovn of the facility or mitigate the consequences 
of en accident that might result in offsite dose exceeding 10 CFR 
Pert 100 limits, lo11 of electrical power vould have no effect on 
safety at the facility . The staff finds this change acceptable. 

108. Change: License DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4, 
Surveillance Requirements, 4 .9, 4 . 9 . 1, 4 . 9. 2, 4 , 9 . 3, and 4 . 9 .4. Delete 
these sections , 

Evaluation: This change remove• the Surveillance Requirements for 
vater level monitoring of the apent fuel pool and the fuel 
tren1fer canal . Since ell cani1ters containing fuel and core 
debri• have been removed from the TKI-2 aite and the spent fuel 
pool and fuel tran1fer canal vlll be drained and maintained dry 
for the majority of PDKS, Surveillance Requirement& for vater 
level are not needed . The staff finds thi1 change acceptable . 

. I 
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109 . Chanse : License DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4, 
Surveillance Requireaents, sections 4 . 9. 12 . 1 and 4 . 9 . 12 .. 2. delete these 
sections in their entirety. 

Evaluation: This chanse reaoves the Surveillance Requireaents for 
the Fuel Handlin& Buildin&fAuxiliary Buildin& Air Cleanup Systems . 
The licensee proposed deleting the requireaent for operability of 
both the Fuel Handlin& Building and Auxil iary Buildins air cleanup 
systems . The staff has found the licensee's proposal acceptable 
(See itea 81 above ) . The1e systeas will reaain operational with 
aurveillance requireaent1 for the1e •ystems siven in the PDMS SAR 
7 . 2. 6. 1 and 7. 2 .6 . 2 . Th••• systems are not safety related systems 
necessary to aitigate the consequences of an atcident and limit 
offsite dose to vithin 10 CFR Part 100 liaits . Considering the 
post-accident, inoperable and essentially defuel•d condition of 
the facility, the staff finds this change acceptable . 

110. Ch•nge : License DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan , Section 4, 
Surveillance Requirements , 4 . 1 . 1 . 2. 

Evaluation: The licensee is developin& the surveillance 
requirements for the unfiltered leak rate test of the reactor 
building. The surveillance requirements are expected t~ be 
submitted to the ~~C staff for reviev by early 1992 . The 
requirement for an ~~C approved surveillance program for this tes t 
is a PDMS license condition (See license condition 2E in item 26 
above) and vill require ~~C staff approval and incorporation in 
the PDMS Technical Specifications prior to the facility entering 
PDMS . The staff finds that this future requirement when imple­
mented vill ensure adequate 1urveillance of the Reactor Building . 

111 . Chanse : License DPR-73 , Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4 , 
Surveillance Requirements, 4 . 2 . 1 . 1 . and 4 . 2. 1. 2 , add the following : 

4 . 2 . 1.2 

None required a1 long a1 no fuel i• removed from the 
Reactor Veuel. 

None required as long as no fuel in the Reactor Vessel 
1s rearransed . • 

Evaluation: A Liaitin& Condition for PDMS establishes 
specifications for removal and rearrangement of fuel from and 
vithin the reactor ves1el . No Surveillance Requirements are 
needed unless fuel movement or rearrangement 1• performed. The 
ataff finda this change acceptable . 

112 . Chanse : License DPR-73 , Technical Specifications , Section 5 , Design 
Features . Delete the entire section and replace vith the following : 

•5 0 DESICN F£ATVRES 

5,1 CONIAit.11E!fi 

I 
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COSEicyBAIIQN 

5.1 . 1 The Containment Building is a steel lined, reinforced 
concrete building of cylindrical shape, vith a do•e roof and 
having the folloving design features : 

•• Nominal inside diameter - 130 feet . 

b . Nominal inside hei&ht - 157 feet . 

c . Kintmum thickness of concrete valls • 4 feet . 

d . Kinlmum thickness of concrete roof - 3. 5 feet . 

•• Kinlmum thickness of concrete floor pad- 13 . 5 feet . 

f . Nominal thickness of steel liner • 1/2 inch . 

g. Net free volume - 2 . 1 x 106 cubic feet . 

h . Design Pressure - 5 .0 psig. • 

Evaluation: This change re•oves design features such as exclusion 
area, site boundary, and design temperature and consolidates the 
design features of the containment building into one aection. The 
design features •ost important for ensuring containment and 
control of radioactive material at TKI-2 are those of the reactor 
containment building vhich are provided. The site exclusion area 
(current Technical Specification 5. 5. 1) and lov population zone 
(current Technical Specification 5. 1. 2) are more appropriate for 
an operating facility. TKI- 2 ia eaaentially defueled and 
inoperable . No fission product release fro• the remaining core 
debria ia expected, other then lODe potential, but insignificant 
airborne relea•e of material . There i1 no accident scenario that 
vould reault in an offsite dose to the maximally exposed member 
of the public in exceaa of 25 re• to the vhole body or a total 
r adiation dose in excesa of 300 re• to the thyroid fro• iodine 
axpo1ure (see PDKS TER Section 5 . 4 . 13) . Therefore , no exclusion 
zone or lov population zone needs to be defined (10 CFR 
Part 100. 11) . These areas are identified in the TKI- 1 Technical 
Specification&. The Site Boundary for gaseous effluent• (current 
Technical Specificetiona 5.1.3) and the Site Bound•ry for liquid 
effluents (current Technical Specification 5. 1.4) vill be 1denti• 
fled in the Offsite Dose Celcula t1on Manual (see proposed PDHS 
Technical Specification 6 . 7. 4 and ite• 144 belov) . Contain=ent 
deaign pressure and temperature (current Technical Specifica­
tion 5. 2. 2) are no longer applicable to TKI-2 . The total vater 
and steam volume of the reactor coolant system (current Technical 
Specification 5. 4 . 2) is no longer appropriate since the system 
vill be devatered . Since the licenaee proposed eliminating the 
requirement for •aintaining the oeteorological tower , the 
requtre•ent for identifying the location of the •eteorological 
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tower (current Technical Specification 5. 5 and 5 . 5 . 1) can be 
eliainated. Considering the post-accident, inoperable and 
essentially defueled condition of the facility, the staff finds 
these changes acceptable . 

113. Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6, 
Administrative Controls, Section 6. 1. 1, delete the entire section and 
replace with the following : 

•6 . 1. 1 The Manager , THI-2 Departaent is responsible for the 
aanageaent of overall unit operation• at Unit 2 and shall delegate 
in writing tl•e succession to thh re~ponslbUity during absence . • 

Evaluation: Thia change establishes tho responsibility !or the 
facility during PDHS and provides clarification. The ate!! finds 
this change acceptable . 

114 . Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications , Section 6 , 
Administrative Controls, Section 6. 2 .1, delete the entire section and 
replace with the following : 

•6 .2 . 1 The CPU Nuclear Corporation (CPUNC) organization for unit 
aanageaent and technical support shall be as in Section 10. 5 of 
the PDHS SAR.. • 

Evaluation: This change deletes the requireaent to maintain a 
separate organization plan that defines, in part , the Corporate 
Organization. The proposed change transfers the raquireaent to 
aaintain the current corporate organization to Section 10 . 5 of the 
PDHS SAR. . This is consistent with past ate!! guidance contained 
in Generic Letter !8-06 dated Harch 22, 1988, directing licensees 
to reaove orcanizational charts fro• Technical Specifications . 
The staff finds this change acceptable . 

115. Change : License DPR-73 , Technical Specifications, Section 6, 
Administrative Controls, Section 6 . 2.2 and Table 6 .2-1 , delete the 
entire section and Table and replace with the following: 

•6 .2.2 The unit organization shall be •• described in Section 10.5 
of the PDKS SAR. and an individual qualified in radiation 
protection procedures shall be on site whenever Radioactive Vaste 
Hanageaent activities are in progress . • 

Evaluation: Thia change reaovea the requireaent to aaintain a 
current diagram of unit organization in the Organizational Plan. 
The proposed change transfers the requireaent to aalntain current 
unit organization in Section 10 . 5 of the PDKS SAR. . This is 
consistent with peat staff guidance contained in Generic Letter 
88-06 , dated Harch 22, 1988, directing licensees to reaove 
organizational chatta from Technical Specification• . The steff 
flnda the proposed change acceptable . 
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The change also removes all requirements !rom the current 
Technical Specifications !or minimum shift crews and licensed 
operators at the facility . Licensed operators are no longer 
needed at THI-2 . Therefore, the sta!! finds the proposed change 
acceptable . 

The licensee also proposes maintaining the requirement !or an 
onsite individual qualified in radiation protection procedures 
whenever Radioactive Vaste Management activities are in progress . 
The requirements for the site !ire brigade are found in the fire 
Protection Program Evaluation . Considering the post-accident , 
inoperable and essentially de!ueled condition o! the facility, and 
that a reference is retained regarding organization requirements 
and administrative controls, the staff finds this change 
acceptable . 

116 . Change : License DPR-73 , Technical Specifications , Section 6, 
Administrative Controls , Section 6 . 3. 1, delete the second sentence and 
replace with "The requirements o! ANSI NlB . l-1971 that pertain to 
operator license qualifications !or unit staff shall not apply . • 

Evaluation: This change removes the reference to Modes 2 and 3 
and clarifies the wording (see Chapter 2 of the PDMS TER !or an 
explanation o! facility modes) . The staff finds this change 
acceptable because during PDMS the mode of the facility is not 
relevant and operator license qualifications are not needed !or a 
post-accident, inoperable and essentially de!ueled facility. 

117 . Change : License DPR-73 , Technical Specifications, Section 6 , 
Administrative Controls, Section 6. 3. 2, delete the paragraph and replace 
with the following : 

•6 . 3. 2 The management position responsible !or radiological 
control or his deputy shall meet or exceed the qualifications of 
Regulatory Cuide 1 . 8 of 1977 . Each Radiological Controls 
Technician in a responsible position shall aeet or exceed the 
qualifications or ~~SI NlB.l-1971, paragraphs 4. 5 .2 or 4 . 3 . 2, or 
be formally qualified through an NRC-approved THI Radiation 
Controls training progra2. All Radiological Controls Technicians 
will be qualified through training and examination in each area or 
specific task related to their radiological controls function 
prior to their performance or those tasks . • 

Evaluation: This change clarifies the qualification requirements 
!or personnel responsible !or radiological control during PDMS to 
ensure consistency . The sta!! finds this change acceptable. 

118 . Change : License DPR-73 , Technical Specifi cations , Section 6 , 
Adm i nistrative Controls, Section 6 .4 . 1 and 6. 4 . 2, delete these 
paragraphs and replace with the following : 
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"6.4 . 1 A retra ining and replacement training program for the unit 
s t a ff shall be maintained and sha ll meet or exceed the require­
Dents and recommendations of Regula tory Cuide 1. 8 of 1977 . " 

Evaluation: This change clarifies the training requirements which 
apply during POHS . The change eliminates the requirement for a 
training program for the Fire Brigade from the current Technical 
Specifications. The requirement for Fire Brigade training is 
found in Section II. B.l of the current Fire Protection Program 
Evaluation . The staff finds this change acceptable . 

119. Change : License OPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6, 
Administra tive Controls , Section 6. 5. 1, delete the paragraph and replac ~ 
with the following : 

"The Vice President of each division within CPU Nuclear 
Corporation shall be responsible for ensuring the preparation . 
review, and approval of documents required by the activities 
described in Sections 6. 5.1 . 1 through 6 . 5. 1. 7 within his 
functional area of responsibility as assigned in the CPUN Review 
and Approval Matrix . Implementing approvals shall be per£or=ed a t 
the cogni%ant manager level or above . • 

Evaluation : This change establishes and clarifies the 
responsibilities for technical review and control during POMS . 
The staff finds this change acceptable . 

120 . Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6. 
Administrative Controls. Section 6. 5. 1. 1 , replace "Technical 
Specification 6 . 8" with "Section 6. 7", and in both the first and second 
sentences replace "changes• with " SUBSTAh~IVE CHANCES" , and 
" individual(s)/group• with "ind1vidual(s) or group• . In the first 
sentence, replace "test• with "tests• . 

Evaluation: These changes improve the clarity and readability of 
the document . The staff finds these changes acceptable . 

121 . Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications . Section 6 , 
Administrative Controls. Section 6 . 5.1 . 2, add the following : 

"6 . 5. 1. 2 Proposed changes to the Technical Specifications shall be 
reviewed by a knowledgeable indivldual(s) or group other than the 
lndividual(s) or group who prepared the change . • 

Evaluation: This change establishes the requirement for 
independent review and evaluation of POMS Technical Specification 
changes . The staff finds this change acceptable . 

122 . Change : License OPR-73 , Technical Specifications , Section 6, 
Administrative Controls . Section 6 . 5. 1. 3, renumber the paragraph 
"6 . 5 . 1.4" and after components in the first sentence add "neceasary t o 
maintain the POMS condition as described in the POHS SAR" . 
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Evaluation : This chansa ensures that the control applies to POMS 
and provides clarity to the document . The staff finda this change 
acceptable. 

123. Chanse : License DPR-73 , Technical Specifications, Section 6, 
A~lnlstrative Controls, Section 6. 5.1 . 4, renu=ber the parasraph 6 . 5 . 1. 3 
and chanse "individual(s)/group• to "individual(s) or group• . 

Evaluation: This change is a foraat change and provides clarity 
to the document . Th~ staff finda this change acceptable . 

124 . Chanse : License DPR-73, Technical Speci!icatlona, Section 6, 
A~inistrative Controls, Section 6. 5. 1. 5, delete the paragraph and 
replace vith the following : 

"6 . 5. 1. 5 Investigation of all violations of the Technical 
Specifications includins the preparation and forvarding of reports 
coverlns evaluation and recommendations to prevent recurrence , 
shall be revieved by a knowledgeable lndividual(s)/group other 
than the individual(s)/group vhich performed the investigation. • 

Evaluation: This change removes the a~inistrative controls 
related to the security plan from the THl-2 license and 
establishes criteria for reviev or investlsatlons or violations 
of Technical Spectflcatlons . The licensee maintains a co=blned 
physical security plan vith THI-1 (see THI-2 license condition 
2 .C. (2)) . A~inistrative control of the site security plan is 
specified by THI-1 Technical Specification 6 . 5 . 1. 8. The criteria 
for reviev of investigations of violations of Technical Specifica­
tions is appropriate . The staff finds this chanse acceptable . 

125. Chanse : License DPR-7) , Technical Specifications, Section 6, 
A~inistrative Controls , Section 6 . 5 . 1.6, delete the paragraph and 
replace vith the follovins: 

"6 . 5.1 . 6 All REPORTARLE EVENTS shall be revieved by an 
individual/ sroup other than the individual/sroup vhich prepared 
the report.• 

Evaluation : This chanse removes the a~inistrative controls 
related to rtviev of the emergency plan and establishes criteria 
for independent reviev of REPORTARLE EVENTS . The emersency 
planning for THI-2 is incorporated in THI-1 plannins. Considering 
the post-accident, inoperable and essentially de!ueled ~ondition 
of the facility, there are no events vhich could result in a 
release approaching the levels established in the Protective 
Action Cuide . The criteria !or independent reviev of REPORTARLE 
EVEtlTS is appropriate . The staff finds this change acceptable . 

126 . Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications , Section 6, 
A~inistrative Controls, Section 6 . 5 . 1. 7, delete the paragraph in its 
entirety. 
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Evaluation: This change re•oves administrative controls related 
to review of the Recovery Operations Plan. Since the requirements 
of the Recovery Operations Plan no longer apply to the facility 
during PDKS , the staff finds this change acceptable . 

127. Change : License DPR-73 , Technical Specifications , Section 6 , 
Administrative Controls , Section 6 . 5 . 1. 8 , renumber the paragraph 
•6 . 5. 1 . 7• , delete •6.5 . 1. 1 through 6 . 5 . 1. 7• and replace with •sections 
6. 5. 1. 1 through 6. 5. 1. 6• ; and after the second sentence add •Individuals 
responsible for reviews considered under Sections 6. 5. 1 . 1 through 
6. 5. 1 . 5 shall render determinations in writing vlth regard to whether or 
not 6. 5 . 1. 1 through 6. 5. 1. 5 constitute an unrev iewed safety question . 

Evaluation: This change provides clarification and improves 
readability of the document . The staff finds this change 
acceptable . 

128 . Change : License DPR-73 , Technical Spec ifications , Section 6 , 
Administrative Controls , Section 6 . 5 .1 . 9 , delete the paragraph in its 
entirety. 

Evaluation : This change re•oves administrative controls related 
to reviews of support division procedures at TKI-2 . Since the 
support division will not exist during PDHS , elimination of this 
criteria is appropriate . The staff finds this change acceptable . 

129. Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications , Section 6 , 
Administrat ive Controls , Section 6 . 5 . 1. 10, renumber this section 
6 . 5 . 1. 8; delete the paragraph and replace with the fol lowing: 

•6 . 5 . 1 .8 Vritten records of activities performed in accordance 
with Sections 6. 5. 1. 1 through 6 . 5. 1. 7 shall be maintained in 
accordance with Section 6 . 9 . • 

Evaluation: This is a format and numbering change to iQprove the 
clarity and readability of the document . The staff finds this 
change acceptable . 

130. Change : License DPR-73 , Technical Specification• , Section 6, 
Administrative Controls , Section 6 .5 . 1. 11, renumber this section 
6 . 5 . 1. 9; delete the paragraph and replac~ with the following : 

•6 . 5 .1 .9 Responsible Technical Reviewera ahall •eet or exceed the 
qualifications of ANSI/ ANS 3 . 1 of 1978 Section 4 . 6 , or 4 .4 for 
applicable disciplines , or have 7 years of appropriate experi ence 
in the field of his or her specialty. Credit toward experience 
wi ll be given for advanced degrees on a one- to-one basis up t o a 
••xi mum of tvo years . Reaponsible Technical Reviewer• shall be 
designated in writ i ng . • 
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Evaluation: This change renumber• the paragraph• to provide 
conaiatency in the docuaent and clarifies the reaponsibilities for 
technical reviewers . The ataff finds thia change acceptable . 

131. Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specification•, Section 6, 
Adainiatrative Controls, Section 6. 5. 2. 1, delete the paragraph and 
replace with the following : 

•6 . 5. 2 .1 The Vice Preaident of each division within CPU Nuclear 
Corporation aha11 be reaponaible for enauring the independent 
safety review of the aubjects described in Section 6 . 5. 2 . 5 within 
his assigned area of review responsibility, as assigned in the 
CPUN Review and Approval Matrix. • 

Evaluation : Thia change reflects the revised organization which 
will be in place during POKS and easigna the responsibility for 
independent safety review. The steff finds this change 
acceptable . 

132. Change : License DPR-73 , Technical Specifications, Section 6 , 
Administrative Controls, Section 6 . 5 . 2 . 2, delete the second sentence of 
the paragraph, and aubstitute •individual or grcup• for 
Individual/group• twice in the first sentence . 

Evaluation : This change clarifies the responsibility for 
independent safety reviews during POKS . The current Technical 
Specification requires that an independent safety review be 
conducted on t hose TKl-2 docuaenta that are determined to be 
REVI~ SJCNlFlCANT. The term REVI~ SlCNlFICANT vas created for 
and is unique to TKI-2 end applicable during the TKI-2 cleanup . 
The requirement for independent review of docuaents is transferred 
to Section 6. 5. 2. 5 of the proposed POKS Technical Specifications 
(see item 135 below) . Instead of identifying a category of 
docuaenta that are REVI~ SJCNIFICANT, the actual document type i s 
identified in the propoaed POKS Technical Specifications . The 
staff finds this change acceptable . 

133 . Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications , Section 6, 
Administrative Controls , Section 6 .5 . 2 . 3 j, delete this item and 
renumber the following item . 

Evaluation: This change removes administrative controls related 
to emergency plans , organization, procedures, and equipment . Rev. 
3 to the Corporate Emergency Plan, dated April 10 , 1990 , combined 
the emergency action levela of both TKI-1 and TKl-2 once TKI-2 
entered Mode 2 (see Chapter 2 of the POKS TER for an explanation 
of facility modes) . Since emergency responae and actions for the 
site have been delegated to TKI-1 and consider i ng the post­
accident , inoperable and essentially defueled condition of the 
facility , the staff finds this change acceptable . 
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134. Change : License DPR-73. Technical Specifications, Section 6 , 
Adminiatrative Controls, Section 6 . 5 .2 .4 , insert after the word utilized 
•as dete~ined by the cognizant Vice President• . 

Evaluation: This change provides clarification as to what 
position ie authorized to dete~lne the need for consultants . The 
staff find this change acceptable. 

135. Change : License DPR-73 , Technical Speclflcatlona, Section 6 , 
Administrative Controls, Section 6 .5.2 . 5, delete this section in its 
entirety and replace with the following : 

"6 . 5. 2 . 5 The following subjects shell be independently reviewed by 
INDEPENDENT SAFETY REVIEYERS (ISRs) in the functionally assigned 
divisions : 

a . Vritten safety evaluations of changes in the facilities as 
deecribed in the Safety Analysis Report , of change• ln 
procedures as described in the Safety Analysis Report , and 
of tests or experiments not described in the Safety Analysts 
Report, which are completed without prior ~~C approval under 
the provisions of 10 CFR 50 . 59(a)(l) . This review is to 
verify that such changes, tests , or experiments did not 
involve a change in the Technical Specifications or an 
unreviewed safety question as defined in lD CFR 5D. 59(a)(2). 
Such reviews need not be perfo~ed prior to implementation. 

b . Proposed changes in procedures, proposed changes in the 
facility, or proposed tests or experiments, any of which 
involves a change in the Technical Specifications or an 
unrevieved safety queetion as defined in 10 CFR 50 . 59(c) . 
Matters of this kind shall be reviewed prior to submittal to 
the NRC. 

c . Proposed changes to Technical Specifications or license 
amendments shall be reviewed prior to submittal to the NRC 
for approval . 

d . Violations, deviations, and reportable events which require 
reporting to the NRC in writing. Such reviews are perfor=ed 
after the fact . Review of events covered under this 
subsection shall include results of any investigations made 
and the reco.aendetions resulting from such investigations 
to prevent or reduce the probability of recurrence of the 
event . 

e . Vritten summaries of audit reports in the areas specified in 
Section 6 . 5 . 3. 

f . Any other matters involving the plant which a reviewer deems 
appropriate for conelderation or which ie referred to the 
independent reviewcre . • 
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Evaluation: Thia change re•ovea reference to the Sefety Review 
Croup (SRC) vhich no longer exieta . The reaponsibilitiea of the 
Sefety Review Croup were aasumed by the Independent Onsite Safety 
Review Croup (IOSRC) on June 30, 1990. Thia change clarifies the 
independent reviewer require~enta to reflect the organl:ation and 
responsibilities established for PDKS . The Independent Onsite 
Safety Review Croup requires independent safety review by Indepen­
dent Safety Reviewers (ISRs) . The ataff finda thia change 
acceptable. 

136. Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6, 
A~inistrative Controls, Section 6. 5 . 2 . 6, delete the paragraph and 
replace vith the following: 

•QUALtftCAitONS 

6.5.2. 6 The ISRS sh.1ll either have a Sachelor's Degree in 
Engineering or the Physical Sciences and five years of 
professional level experience in the area being reviewed or have 
nine years of appropriate experience in the field of hia or her 
specialty. An individual performing reviewa ~ay possess 
co~petence in more than one specialty area . Credit towards 
experience will be given for advanced degrees on a one-for-one 
basia up to a maxi~ of two years . • 

Evaluation: This change deletes the term REVJEU SICNIFI~~ (see 
ite~ 40 above) and incorporates Section 6 . 5 . 2 .8 of the current 
Technical Specifications in this section. There are also format 
changes to improve clarity and readability . The staff finds this 
changes acceptable . 

137. Change: License DPR-73 , Technical Specifications, Section 6, Adminis­
trative Controls, Section 6 .5.2.7, delete •6 . 10• and replace with •6 . 9 . " 

lvaluation: This change is a format revision to improve the 
clarity and readability of the document . The ataff finds this 
change acceptable . 

138. Change: License DPR-73 , Technical Specifications, Section 6 , 
A~iniatrative Controla, Section 6 . 5. 2. 8, delete this section in its 
entirety . 

£valuation: Thi1 aectlon is incorporated in ita entirety in 
Section 6. 5. 2 . 6 . The ataff finds this a~lnistrative change 
acceptable . 

139. Change : License DPR-73 , Technical Specification• , Part 6, 
A~iniatrative Controla, Section 6. 5. 3 and 6 . 5 .3. 1. Delete Section 
6. 5 . 3 . 1 in its entirety and replece with the following : 
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•6 . 5. 3. 1 Audita of unit activities shell be performed in 
accordance vith the THI-2 PDHS QA Plan. These audita shell 
enco•pess : 

a . The conforaence of unit operations to provisions contained 
within the Technical Specifications and applicable license 
conditions. The audi t frequency shall be at least once per 
12 •onths . 

b . The perforaance of activities required by the PDHS QA Plan . 
The audit frequency shell be et leest once per 24 •onths . 

c . 1be Radiation Protection Plan end applicable iDplementing 
procedures . The audit frequency shall be at least once per 
12 •onths . 

d . The Fire Protection Program and implementing procedures at 
least once per 24 •onths . 

e . An independent fire protect~on and loss prevention program 
inspection end technical ~udit shall be performed annually 
utilizing either qualified licensee personnel or en outside 
fire protection fira . 

f . An inspection end audit of the fire protection end loss 
prevention program by an outside qualified fire consultant 
at intervals no greater than 3 years . 

g . The ODCH and iDpleDenting procedures at least once per 
24 •onths . 

h . Any other area of unit operation considered appropriate by 
the Hanager , THI-2 DepartDent or the Office of the President 
- CPUNC . • 

Evaluation: This change establishes the audit prograq for those 
prograas and activities that vlll be in effect during PDMS . The 
proposed change deletes the requirement to perform audits on 
training and qualification prograa, the nonconforaances end 
corrective actions program, and the e•ergency plan . The licensee 
has proposed adding audits on the Offsite Dose Calculation Kanual 
(ODCH) . The licensee also proposed so•e administrative changes to 
lwprove the clarity and readability of the specification. The 
deletion of the training and qualification program eud~t and the 
nonconforaences and corrective actions audit reflect the change in 
the facility fro• one that is actively being cleaned up to a 
stored facility . The eDergency plan audit is required by the Site 
eDergency plan administe red by THI-1 . The staff finds these 
changes acceptable . 

140. Change : License DPR-73 , Technical Specifications , Section 6, 
Administrative Controls , Section 6. S. 3. 2 , in the firs t sentence delete 
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"either the SRC (until iaple .. ntation o£ IOSRC) or the Independent 
Onalte Se!ety leviev Croup (upon ita i~le .. nta~lon)•, and replace vith 
"the tosac• , delete the lu~ aentance and add the follovina 18ntence: 

~r ~~ ~1 be~ 1.11 ~vida~ na-2 
PZIU QA Plan. • 

Evaluation: The Sa!ety leviev Croup (SRC) ia no lon&•r in 
exiatence . Ita function ia par!or.ed by tha Independen~ Onaite 
Safety leviev Croup (IOSRG). The require•ent for IOSRG reviev of 
audita ia reaoved fro• thia aection aince it ia redundant vith the 
raquire•ent of PDKS propoaed Technical Speclflcationa 6 .5 .4 . 3. a 
and 6. 5. 2. 5. e . Addin& the propoaed eentenca clarifiea vhen 
docu.enta are to be forwarded to .. na,eaent . The ataff finde 
theee chan&•• acceptable . 

141. Chen&e : Licenae DPR-73 ; Technical Specl!icationa, Section 6, 
Ad.ini•tratlve Controla, Section 6 .5 .4, and eucceedin& eubaectiona 
6. 5 . 4. 1, 6 . 5 .4 . 1. 1, 6. 5.4 . 2, 6 .5 .4. 2 . 1, 6 . 5.4 . 2 .2 ., 6 . 5. 4.3, 6 . 5.4 . 4, 
6.5 .4.5, 6 . 5 .4 . 6, 6. 5. 4. 7, and 6 .5 .4 .8 . Delete theae aection1 in their 
entirety . 

Evaluation: Thia change reaove• the ad.iniatrative control& 
related to the Safety Review Croup (SRC). Since the Safety 
Reviev Croup no longer exiete and he• been replaced by an 
Independent Onaite Safety Review Croup (lOSRC) vith ita attendant 
ad.iniltrative control• contained in POKS propo1ed Technical 
Specification 6, 5,4, the eta££ finda thi• change acceptable . 

142. Change : Licenaa DPR-73, Technical Speciflcationa, Section 6, Ad.lni•­
tratlve Control•, Section 6. 5. 5, renuaber thi• aection <•• 6.5.4) and 
1ub1ectiona and .. ke the following changea : delete 6 . 5. 5. 1.1 1n 1te 
entirety; in 6 .5 .5 . 2a delete •except for an addi tional po1ition to 
1upport to TKI-2 activitiea• ; in 6. 5. 5. 3a delete the vord •aafety•; 1n 
6. 5 . 5. 3c delete "Office of the Director, TKI-2" and replace vith 
"Henagar, TKI- 2 Departaent• ; and in 6.5.5.6 renuaber "6 . 5. 5. 3" vith 
"6 . 5.4 . 3 and replace "Office of the Director, TKI-2" vlth "Kanager , 
TKI-2 Oepartaent• . 

Evaluation : The1e changea provide clarification of reaponai­
bilitiea and poaitiona in place during POKS and i•provea 
readability and conaiatency of the docu.ent . The ate££ f l nda 
theae change• acceptable . 

143. Change : Licen•• DPR-73, Technical Specification•, Section 6, 
Adainiatrative Control•, Section 6. 6, delete 6 . 6 . la, 6 . 6.lb, and 6. 6. lc 
and replace vith the !ollowing: 

•a. The Nuclear ReJUlatory co .. taaion ahall be notified and/or a 
report aub•itted pur1uant to the require•entl of Section 
50 . 73 to 10 CFR 50, and 



- so -

b . Each REPORTABLE EVENT shall undergo an independent safety 
raviev pursuant to Specification 6. 5 . 2. 5 d . • 

E'ral~lce: tbU ~ n!lacu a- n-rtat.co l.D uf1citlcca &:1! 
crtt.ert. 4~tr1n& PII!'lS for ~U: O"D~ an4 Uw1r 
investigations . The change also reto"'es reference to the Safety 
Revtev Croup (SRC) vhlch has been superseded by the Independent 
Onsite Safety Reviev Croup (lOSRC) . The staff finds this chan&e 
acceptable . 

144 . Change: License DPR-73 , Technical Specifications , Section 6 , 
Administrative Controls, Section 6 .8, delete this section in its 
entire~y and replace vith the following : 

•6.7 PBOCEDVRES k~D PRQCBAMS 

6. 7 . 1 Vritten procedures shall be established, i~plemented, and 
aaintained for the activities necessary to aaintain the PO~ 
condition as described in the POHS SAR . Examples of these 
activities are : 

a . Technical Specification iaplementation. 

b . Radioactive waste aanageaent and shipment . 

c. Radiation Protection Plan iaple~entation . 

d . Fire Protection Program implementation. 

e . Flood Protection Program implementation. 

6 . 7.2 Each procedure required by Section 6.7 . 1, and SUBSTk\ilVE 
~~CES thereto, shall be revieved and approved as described in 
Section 6.5.1 prior to implementation and shall be reviewed 
periodically as required by ANSI Nl8 . 7-1976 . 

6 . 7 . 3 Temporary changes to procedures in Section 6 . 7.1 above ••r 
be aade provided: 

a . The intent of the original procedure is not altered. 

b . The change is approved by two aembers of the responsible 
organization qualified in accordance with Section 6 . 5. 1 . 9 
and knowledgeable in the area affected by the procedure . 
For changes vhich may affec t the operational status of unit 
systems or equipment , at laast one of these individuals 
shall be a aember of unit aanageaent or supervision: and 

c . The change is documented, reviewed and approved as described 
in Section 6 . 5 . 1 vlthin 14 days of implementation. 
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6 . 7 .4 The following prograas shall be established , implemented, 
and maintained: 

a . Radioactive Effluent Controls Prograg 

A prograa shall bt provided conforming with 10 CFR 50 . 36a 
for the control of radioactive effluents and for maintainin& 
the doses to MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC from radioactive 
effl~tntl as lov a1 reasonably achievable , The progr&D 
(1) shall be contained in the ODCM, (2) shell be implemented 
by operating procedures, and (3) shall include remedial 
actions to be taken whenever the prograa limits are· 
exceeded. The progr&D shall include the following elements : 

1. Limitations on the operability of radioactive liquid 
and gaseous monitoring instrumentation including 
surveillance tests and setpoint determination in 
accordance with the methodology in the ODCM, 

2. Limitations on the concentrations of radioactive 
materiel released in liquid effluents to ~~ESTRICTED 
AREAS conforming to 10 CFR Part 20, Appendix B, Table 
II , Column 2, 

3. Monitoring, s&Dpling, and analysis of radioactive 
~iquid and gaseous effluents in accordance with 10 CFR 
20. 106 and vith the methodology and parameters in the 
ODCM, 

4 . Limitations on the annual and quarterly doses or dose 
commitment to a KEMBER OF THE PUBLIC from radioactive 
materials in liquid effluents released from each unit 
to Uh~STRICTED AREAS conforming to Appendix I to 10 
CFR Part 50, 

5 . Determination of cumula:ive and projected dose 
contributions from radioactive effluents for the 
current calendar quarter and current calendar year in 
accordance vith the methodology and parameters in the 
ODCM at leut every 31 days, 

6 . Limitations on the operability and use of the liquid 
and gaseous effluent treatment systems to ensure that 
the appropriate portions of these systems are used to 
reduce releases of radioactivity vhen the projected 
doses in a 31 day period vould exceed 2 percent of the 
guidelines for the annual dose or dose commitment 
conforming to Appendix I to 10 CFR Part 50, 

7. Limitations on the dose rate resulting from 
radioactive material released in gaseous effluents to 
areas beyond the SITE BOUNDARY conforming to the doses 
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associated vith 10 CFR Pert 20, Appendix B, Table II, 
Coluan 1, 

8 . Liaitetions on the annual end quarterly air doses 
resulting from noble gases released in &•seous 
effluents fro• each unit to areas beyond the SITE 
BOUNDARY conforming to Appendix I to 10 CFR Part 50. 

9. Liaitations on the annual end quarterly doses to a 
KEMBER OF THE PUBLIC froa tritium and all radio­
nuclide• tn particulate fora vith half-lives greater 
than 8 daya in gaseous effluents released from each 
unit to areal beyond the SIT£ BOUNDARY conforming to 
Appendix I to 10 CFR Pert 50 . 

b . Bedlologlcel Envlropqcntel Konl torinc Procra~ 

A pro&r .. shell be provided to aonitor the radiation and 
redionuclldes in the environs of the plant . The program 
shall provide (1) representative meesure•ents of . 
radioactivity in the highest potential exposure pathways . 
and (2) verification of the accuracy of the effluent 
aonitoring progr .. and aodelln& of environmental exposure 
pathways . The progr .. shell (1) be contained in the ODCM. 
(2) conform to the guidance of Appendix I to 10 CFR Part 50 . 
end (3) include the following : 

1. Monitoring, s .. pllng, analysts, and reporting of 
radiation and redionuclldes ln the environment ln 
accordance vlth the •ethodology end per .. eters ln the 
ODCK, 

2 . A Land Use Census to ensure that changes in the use of 
areal at and beyond the SIT£ BOUNDARY are identified 
and that •odiflcations to the •onltoring program are 
aade if required by the results of the census, and 

3 . Participation in an Interlaboratory Comparison Program 
to ensure that independent check• on the precision and 
accuracy of the aee1ureaent1 of radloectlve aaterials 
ln environmental ... pte ••trice• are performed as par t 
of the quality assurance pro&r .. for environmental 
•onitoring.• 

Evaluation: This change reaove1 references and admlnlstretlve 
controls related to progr .. s (such as Recovery Operations Plan) no 
longer applicable to the post-accident , inoperable and essentially 
defueled condltlon of the facility . The proposed changes also 
establish adminis trative control• for radioactive effluent and 
radiological environmental aonltorlng programs during PDMS . The 
proposed changes to Section 6 . 7 . 3 are consiatent vith Standard 
Technical Specifications, Babcock and Wilcox Plant • (h.mEC-1430) . 
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Additional inforaation is provided in the PDMS SAR 7 . 2 .4 and the 
PDKS TER Section 6. 6. 3. The staff finds this change acceptable . 

145. Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6, 
Administrative Controls, Section 6. 9, renumber to 6 . 8 . and aake the 
following changea : 

In current section 6. 9. 1 delete •submitted" in the second line and 
add this sentence after the first sentence "Some of the reporting 
requirements of Title 10 , Code of Federal Regulations are repeated 
below• and renumber the section 6. 8 . 1. 

Add : "hh~VAL BADIOLQCICAL [NVIRONHENTAL OPEBAIINC REPORT 

6 . 8 . 1. 1 The Annual Radiological Environmental Operating 
Report covering the operation of the unit during the 
previous calendar year shall be submitted before Hay 1 of 
each year. The report shall include summaries , 
interpretations, and analysis of trends of the results of 
the Radiological Environmental Monitoring Program for the 
reporting period , Tha aatarial provided shall be consistent 
with the objectives outlined in (1) the ODCH and (2) 
Sections IV. B. 2, IV .B. l , and IV. C of Appendix I to 10 CFR 
Part SO . 

S[Mlk~VAL BADIOACIIVE EFfLUESJ RELEASE REPORT 

6 . 8. 1. 2 The Semiannual Radiological Effluent Release Report 
covering the operation of the unit during the previous 6 
aonths of operation shall be submitted vithin 60 days after 
January 1 and July 1 of each year . The report shall include 
a summary of the quantities of radioactive liquid and 
gaseous effluents and solid vaste released from the unit . 
The aaterial provided shall be (1) consistent vith the 
objectives outlined in the ODCH and (2) in conformance vlth 
10 CFR S0 . 36a and Section IV.B . l of Appendix I to 10 CFR 
Part SO . • 

Renumber 6 . 9 . 1.4 to 6. 8. 1. 3; delete the number 6 . 9. 1. 5 and ret ain 
the narrative ; in the renumbered 6 ,8 . l . la, replace •aan rem• 
vith •person-rea• ; after e . g. , delete •reactor operations and" , 
•tnservice inspection•, and "(describe aaintenanee), vaate pro­
cessing, and refueling. • Place next sentence in parentheses . 
Delete the existing 6. 9. 1. 5b and replace vith: 

"b . All changes made to the PDHS SAR during the previous 
calendar year . 

c . All changes, testa, or experiments meeting the requirements 
of 10 CFR SO . S9 . " 

Renumber 6 . 9 . 2 to 6 . 8. 2 . 
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Evaluation: Theae chan&•• provide clarification and consistency 
to the document and improve readability. They delete eactions and 
reports that are no lon&er required or have baan completed and 
aodify remainin& reportin& requirements consiatent vith current 
resulations . The staff finds these chanses acceptable . 

146. Chanse : License DRP-73, Technical Specifications , Section 6, 
Administrative Controla, add the follovin&: 

·~NONBOUIINE REPORTS 

A report shall be submitted in the event that an Exceptional 
Occurrence as specified in Section 6. 13 occurs . The report shall 
be submitted under one of the report schedules described belov. 

PROMpt REPORTS 

6 . 8. 3. 1 Those events specified as prompt report occurrences shall 
be reported vithin 24 hours by telephone, telegraph , or facsimile 
transmission to the NRC followed by a written report to the ~~C 
vith 30 days . 

IHIRIY PAX EYEh7 REPORTS 

6.8.3 . 2 Nonroutine events not requiring a prompt report aa 
described in Subsection 6 .8 . 3 . 1, shell be reported to the NBC 
either vithin 30 days of their occurrence or vithin the time limit 
specified by the reportin& requirement of the corresponding 
certification or permit issued purauant to Sections 401 or 402 of 
PL 92-500, the Federal ~ater Pollution Control Act (~PCA) 
Amendment of 1972, whichever tiae duration follovin& the 
nonroutine event shall result tn the earlier aubmittal . 

C0~7ENT OF NONBOUIINE REPQRTS 

6 .8 . 3.3 ~ritten 30-day reports and, to the extent possible, the 
preliminary telephone, tele&raph, or facsimile report• ahall 
(a) describe , analyze, and evaluate the occurrence , including 
extent and masnitude of the impact, (b) describe the cause of the 
occurrence, and (c) indicate the corrective action (includin& any 
ai&nificant chan&•• aade in procadurea) taken to preclude 
repetition of the occurrence and to prevent siailar occurrences 
involvin& aiailar component• or aystea. • 

Evaluation: These changes are administrative requirem~nts 
necessary to implement sections of the proposed PDHS Technical 
Specifications . The staff finds these chan&•• acceptable . 

147 . Change : Licenae DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6, 
Administrative Controls , Section 6 . 10 , renumber to 6 . 9 . and make the 
follovln& chanses : 
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In the current Technical Specificatt ons 6. 10 . 1 (PDHS proposed 
Technical Specifications 6 . 9. 1) delete 6. 10.1c . 

In 6. 10. 2 (nov 6 . 9 .2) part e . delete •specifications 6 . 8 . l .a , b . , 
c ., and f . • and replace vith •Recovery Techni~al Specification 
6.8 . 1 and PDHS Technical Specification 6, 7. 1•; part n . delete 
•performed pursuant to these• and replace vith •previously 
required by the• : part o . after Operating add • , Recovery , or 
PDHS• ; part q . delete •the SRC or by•; and add part •v. Records of 
revievs performed for changes .. de to the OFFSIT£ DOSE CALCULATION 
tw."UAL. • 

Evaluation: These changes delete redundant requirements , provide 
clarification to the document, and update the references to 
documents , programs and activities that vill be in place during 
PDHS . The staff finds these changes acceptable . 

148. Change : License DPR-73, Technical Specificat ions , Section 6, 
Administrative Controls, Section 6 . 11, renumber to 6 . 10 ; Section 6 .12 
renumber to 6. 11; and add the folloving Sections : 

•6.12 OFFSIIE DQS£ CALCVLAIIOS Hk~AL COPCHl 

SU8SI~1IVE CHANCES to the ODCH : 

a . Shall be documented and records of reviews performed shall 
be retained as required by Specification 6 . 9 .2 v . This 
documentation shall contain : 

1. Sufficient information to support the change together 
vith the appropriate analyses or evaluations 
justifying the change(s) and 

2 . A determination that the change vill maintain the 
level of radioactive effluent control required by 10 
CFR 20. 106 , 40 CFR Part 190 , 10 CFR 50 . 36a , and 
Appendix I to 10 CFR Part 50 and not adversely impact 
the accuracy or reliability of effluent , dose , or 
aetpoint calculations . 

b . Shall become effective after reviev and acceptance by CPU 
Nuclear management . 

c . Shall ba submitted to the Commission in the form of a 
complete , legible copy of the entire ODCH as a part of or 
concurrent vlth the Semiannual Radioactive Effluent Release 
Report for the period of the report in vhich any change to 
the ODCK vas made . Each change shall be identified by 
markings in the margin of the affected pages, clearly 
indicating the area of the page that vas changed , and shal l 
indicate the date (e . g . , month/ year} the change vas 
impler~ented . • 
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Evaluation: 
during POKS 
reviews and 
acceptable . 

This change establishes documents directly applicable 
and provides adlainlstratlve control.• !or changes , 
reports related to them . The staff finds this change 

149. Change : License DPR-73 , Technical Specifications , Section 6 , 
Administrative Controls , add the following : 

•6 13 [XCEPIIOSAL OCCURBENCES 

VNUSOAL OR JHPORW!I ENVIROI-'HEN'IAL tyE!-7S 

/ 

6 . 13 . 1 Any occurrence of an unusual or important event that 
causes or could potentially cause significant environmental impact 
causally related with station operation shal l be recorded and 
reported to the ~~C per Subsection 6 . 8. 3. 1. The following are 
examples of such events : excessive bird impaction events on 
cooling tower structures or meteorological towers (i . e ., more than 
100 in any one day); onsite plant or animal disease outbreaks; 
unusual mortality of any species protected by the Endangered 
Species Act o£ 1973 ; fish kills near or downstream of the site . 

[XCEEPINC LlHlTS OF REL£VAh7 PERHITS 

6 . 13 .2 Any occurrence o£ exceeding the limits specified in 
relevant permits and certificates issued by other Federal and 
State agencies which are reportable to the agency which issued the 
permit shall be reported to the NRC in accordance with the 
provisions o£ Subsection 6 . 8 . 3 .2 . This requirement shall apply 
only to topics of National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA) 
concern vithin the requirements of the permits and certificates 
noted in Section 6. 1S. 

6.14 STAtE AND FEDEBAL PERHIIS AND CERTIFICATES 

Section 401 of PL 92-SOO requires any applicant for a Federal 
license or permit to conduct any activity vhich may result in any 
diacharge into navigable vaters to provide the licensing agency a 
certification !rom the State having jurisdiction that the 
diacharge will comply wir.h applicable provisions of Section 301 , 
302, 306, and 307 of the FVPCA. Section 401 of PL 92-500 further 
requires that any certification provided under this section sh~ll 
set forth any effluent limitations and other limitations, and 
monitoring requirements necessary to assure that any applicant for 
a Federal license or permit will comply with the applicable 
limitation&. Certifications provided in accordance with Section 
401 aet forth conditions on the Federal license or permit for 
which the certification is provided. Accordingly, the licensee 
shall comply with the requirements set forth in the 401 
certification dated November 9, 1977 or its currently appl icable 
revi1ion, issued to the licensee by the Pennsylvania Department of 
Environmental Resources , which requires, among other things , tha t 
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the licensee comply vith effluent limitations stipulated in the 
NPDES PERMIT. 

Changes or additions to the required Federal and State permits and 
certificates for the protection of the environment noted in this 
subsection shall be reported to the NRC vithin 30 days . In the 
event that the licensee initiates or becomes avare of a request 
for changes to any of the vater quality requirements , limits or 
values stipulated in any certification or permit issued pursuant 
to Section 401 and 402 of PL 92-500, NRC ahal! be notified 
concurrently vith· the authorizing agency . The notification to the 
NRC shall include an evaluation of the environmental impact of the 
revised requirement, limit or value being sought . · 

If during NRC's review of the proposed change, it 1s determined 
that a potentially severe environmental impact could result from 
the change, the ~~C vill consult vith the authorizing agency to 
determine the appropriate action to be taken . • 

Evaluation: These sections, vith slight wording modifications, 
are transferred from Appendix a of the current Environmental 
Technical Specifications to the proposed PDHS Technical 
Specifications . These changes are administrative requirements 
necessary to implement sections of the proposed PD~S Technical 
Specifications . The staff finds these changes acceptable . 

150 . Change : License DPR-73, Environmental Technical Specifications , 
Appendix a, make the following changes : Sections 2. 0, 2 . 1, 2.1 . 1 , 
2 . 1 . 2, 2. 1 . 3 , 3 . 2. 3 . 2 . 1, 3 . 2 . 2, 3. 2. 3 are reformatted and transferred 
to the Offsite Dose Calculational Manual consistent vith the guidance 
of ~~C Ceneric Letter 89-01 . Sections 4 . 6, 4 . 6 . 1, 4 . 6 . 2, and 5 . 4 are 
renumbered 6 . 14, 6 . 14 . 1, 6. 14 . 2, and 6. 15 , respectively, and are 
transferred to the proposed PDHS Technical Specifications . Sections 
3.0, 3. 1 , 3 . 1 . 1, 3 . 1 . 2, 4.0, 4 . 1. 4 . 2. 4 .3, 4 ,4 , 4.5, 5 .0, 5. 1. 5. 2, 
5. 3, 5. 3 . 1 , and 5. 3. 2 are section headings that contained studies or 
requirements that have been completed or deleted by previous amendments . 
Removal of the section headings does not change the licensee's 
requir• 2ents . Sections 1. 0, 5.5, 5.5.1, 5 . 5.2, 5.5 . 3, 5.5 .4, 5 . 5.5, 
5.5 . 6 , 5 .6 , 5, 6. 1, 5. 7, 5.7.1, 5. 7 .2, and 5. 8 are administrative 
requirements necessary to .. intain tha Appendix a Technical 
Specifications as a separate docuaent . Sections 4 . 6 and 5 . 4 of the 
current technical specifications (6 . 14 and 6.15 of the proposed PD~S 
Technical Specifications), Section 5 .6 . 2 , 5. 6. 2a, 5. 6.2b and S. 6. 2c in 
the current technical specifications (6 . 8. 3, 6. 8 . 3.1 , 6 . 8 . 3 . 2, and 
6. 8 . 3 . 3 of the proposed PDHS Technical Specifications) are 
administrative requirements necessary to implement sections of the 
proposed PDHS Technical Specifications and are renumbered and included 
in the proposed PDHS Technical Specifications . 

Evaluation: Since both the radiological and non-radiological 
requirements are retained in either the O!fsite Dose Calculation Hanual 
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or the propoaed PDKS Technical Spec1f1cationa, the ataf£ finda theae 
changea acceptable . 

151. Change : L1cenae DPR-73 , Technical Spec1f1cat1ona, delete the follovlng 
liat of heading• and eapty tablea : 3. 3. 2, 3 . 4 . 1, 3 . 7. 4, 3 . 7 . 10 . 2 , 
3. 7. 10. 3, 3. 7. 11 , Table 3 .8-1 , Table 3. 8-2, 4.1 . 3 , 4 . 1. 3. 1 , 4 . 3. 2, 
Table 4 . 3-2 , 4 .3 . 3 .8 .4 , 4 .4 . 1, 4 . 7.4, 4 . 7. 4 .1, 4 . 7 . 10. 2, 4 . 7 . 10. 3. 1 , 
4 . 7. 10 . 3 . 2, 4 .7 . 11 , 4 . 8 . 1. 2 , 4 . 8. 1. 3, 5.4 . 1, 6 .5 . 1. 2 , 6. 7 , 6 . 8. 2. 2, 
6. 9. 1. 6, 6 . 9 . 1 .7 , 6 . 9 . 1. 8, 6 . 9. 1. 9, and 6. 9. 1 .10 . 

Evaluation: Theae aectlona and table• conalat of heading• vlth no 
aaaoclated text and eapty tablea . Since theae eectiona and tablee 
contain no epeciflcationa or requlreaente , they aay be deleted . The 
etaff finda theae chang•• acceptable . 

The ataff haa concluded that 1) the TKl-2 facility can aafely be placed in 
long-tera aonitored atorage and the facility configuration during atorage 
under both routine and accident condition. vill not reault in iapacta that 
exceed thoae Identified in the ata!f ' a PElS Suppleaent 3 , 2) no credible 
acciden~ for the TKI- 2 facility in the defueled condition could reault in t he 
releaae of radioactive aaterlala to the envlronaent in quantitiea that vould 
require protective actlona for the public, and 3) there 1• reaaonable 
aaaurance that the health and aafety of the public v i ll not be endangered by 
the propoeed defueled, non-operating aonltored atorage condition of the 
reactor . Therefore , the ataff !lode the proposed aaendaenta to the licenae 
acceptable . 

5. 0 STATE CONSULtAJ'ION 

In accordance vlth the co .. iaaion'a regulatlona, a repreaentatlve of the 
Coaaonvealth of Pennsylvania vas contacted on Deceaber 19, 1991 about the 
propoaed 1aauance of the aaendaent . The co .. onvealth of Pennaylvania had no 
co ... enta on the propoaed aaendaent at that tiae . 

6.0 ENYIRONH~:rAL CONSIDERATION 

Purauant to 10 CFR Parte 51 . 20 and 51 . 92, an env1ronaental iapact atateaent, 
Suppleaent 3 of the Prograpgetlc Enylronaental Igpact Statcaent Related to 
Decontaplpatlon and Dlapoaal of Radloactlye Yaate Reaultlns froa Karch 28 
1979 Accident. Tbree Hllt Ialand Nyclear Station. Volt 2 - Flnal Suppleaent 
Dealing ylth Poat-Dealln& Monitored Storace and Sybsegyent Cleanup (PElS Final 
Suppleaent 3), vaa prepared and laaued Au~t 1989. That docuaent concluded 
that the propoaed PDHS of TKI-2 vould not have a aignlficant iapact on the 
quality of the huaan environaent. 

The ataff baa prepared an Environaental Aaaeaaaent in aupport of PDKS that 
evaluatea the licenaee'e laat 11 aaendaenta to their PDKS SAR iaaued eince the 
Auguat 1989 PElS Suppleaent 3 vaa prepared. The purpoae of the evaluation vaa 
to deteralne if the PElS Suppleaent 3 ia atill valid. The eta!£ concluded ln 
the Envlronaental Aaeeesaent that the llcenaee'e propoeel ie atill within the 
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acop• o! the iapacta evaluated in PElS Supple•ent 3 and vill not have a 
aisni!icant i•pact. 

7.0 CONCbUSIOS 

The Co.aiaaion haa concluded, baaed on the conaiderationa diecueeed above , 
that because the aaendment doea not involve a ai&ni!icant increaae in the 
probability or conaequencea of accident& previoualy evaluated, or create the 
po11iblllty of a nev or different klnd of accident fro• any accident pre­
viously evaluated , and doe• not involve a al&nificant reduction in a aar&ln o! 
aafety, the aaendment does not involve a li&nlflcant hazardl conaideratlon . 
The Co.mlaaion !indl that (1) there la reaaonable aaaurance that the health 
and aa!ety o! the public vill not be endan&ered by the propo1ed act1v1tlea , 
and (2) auch activities vill be conducted in compliance vlth the CoDDlaaion'a 
re&ulations and (3) the issuance of this aaendment vlll not be lnlmlcal to th~ 
co.aon de!enae and aecurlty or the health and aafety of the public . 
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ABSTRACT 

Three Klle Island Unic 2 (TKI-2) ia a praaaurized-vacer reactor thee experi­
enced a loaa-o!-raaccor-coolanc accidenc in 1979, vhich reaulced in aerioua 
daaa&• to cha raaccor fuel and cha apraad of radioacciva cont .. ination 
throuJhout the facility. Follovin& •itisation of the accident and atabiliza­
tion of the facility , aajor afforta vera Dada to reaova the fuel and clean up 
the cont&Dlnation. In 1988 , cha licensee proposed to place the facility in 
post-defuelin& aonitored atora&e (PDKS) and to &Dend the facility license to 
a possession-only license (POL) . The basic criterion for transition to PDKS 
is assurance tbac the healch and safety of the public ia procactad by confora­
anca to all applicable Comaiasion ra&ulationa . The evaluation of the aafety 
aisnificance of PDMS ia dependent on the conditions of the facility at the 
tiae che plant be&ina lons- tera atora&• and on the proposed actiona of the 
licensee durin& che stora&e period. 

Seven prerequisites !or placin& the TKI-2 facility into PDKS have been 
identi !ied. Each o! these prerequisitas is de!ined and the actions taken to 
ensure ita coapletion described. The Nuclear Resulatory Co=miaaion (NRC) 
ataff baa also identified aix environmental protection ayateaa that are 
iaportant in providin& reasonable assurance that the facility can be safely 
D&intained durin& PDKS . The NRC ata!f concluded (based on their reviev o! 
D&terial received fro• the licensee and on independent evaluation and aeasure­
D&nts by the NRC staff) that the prerequi sites have been aet, end the environ­
••ntal protection aysteas are aat is!actory. The eta!! further concluded that 
the propoaal to place TKI- 2 into PDKS con!oras to all applicable Comaission 
regulations and can be iapleaented vithout ai&nificant risk to the environment 
or the public . 

u 
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EXEC\TTIVE StJMMABY 

The purpoae of thia technical evaluation ia to evaluate the aafety •iJnifi­
cance of the licenaee ' a propoaal to place the Three Mile Ialand Unit 2 
facility into poat-defueling aonltored atorage (PDKS) . Thia avaluat1on for=s 
the beaia for the requireaenta and control• to be aainta1ned during atorage 
to enaura public health and aafaty and protection of the environment. A brief 
hiatory of the facility and ita current atatua ara providad. The prerequi­
aitea for PDHS are given and the environmental protection iasuea that 
accoapany theae prerequisites duri ng PDHS are addressed in thia report . 

FACIUTY HISTORY A.~ CVBJlENT SIADlS 

Three Mile Island Unit 2 (THI- 2), a 890-aegevatt elec tric pressurized-water 
reactor , vas issued an operating license on February 8 , 1978. On Karch 28 , 
1979 , an accident at the IHI-2 facility involved a loaa of reactor coolant and 
reaulted in aerious daaege to the reactor fuel . When coolant vaa restored, 
radioactive contaainetion in the fora of core debris and fiasion products vas 
distributed by the coolin& water throughout the reactor coolant syatea. A 
portion of the veter, carrying core debria and fiaaion product• aa diaaol ved 
and particulate ••terial, escaped fro• the reactor coolant ayatea and flowed 
into the reactor building baseaent . Expoaed aurfacea in the reactor building 
and the auxiliary and fuel-handling building (AFH!) vera contaainated vith 
aateriel in the reactor coolant and froa radionuclidea that bacaae airborne as 
ate .. that had eacaped froa the reactor coolant ayataa and then had condensed 
durin& and ahortly after the accidant. 

On July 20, 1979 , the U. S. Nuclear R•&Ul•tory Coaaiaaion (NRC) iaaued an order' 
suaptndin& the authority of the licensee, Ceneral Public Utllitiea Nuclear 
Corporation (CPU or CPUNC), to operate the facility and requlrin& that the 
licensee •aintain the facility in a ahutdovn condition in accordance vith 
approved operatin& and contin&ency procadurea. Although ita authority to 
operata the facility vaa auspanded, the licenaee retained an oparatin& 
license, poaaeaaing a Clasa 103 (10 CFR Part 50. 22) licenae . The ataff 
initially aade the deciaion for the facility to retain the operating license 
because the exact axtent of the daae&• vaa unknown and aoae peopla atlll 
believed, in the abaence of a true underatanding of the extent of the da:age , 
that the facility could be refurbiahed and could operata •&•in. Later, when 
the true extent of the daaage vaa underatood, the NRC ataff concluded that 
peraitting the licenaee to ••intain an operating licenae during defuelin& 
and partial clean up allowed for the aoat affective retulatory overalght by 
the NRC. An order dated February 11, 1980, iasued new propoaed Technical 
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Specifications , which •odlfied or replaced a ll Technical Specifications in 
Appendix A and aectiona of Appendix I . Theae proposed Technical Specifica­
tions became final on January 27, 1917. Since that time, the Technical 
Speci!lca ~iona have been amended 15 tl•ea . 

The NRC la responsible for rerulatin& the THI-2 cleanup operations to ensure 
the protection of the health and aafety of the public and the THI- 2 occupa­
tional vork force and the protection of the environment. The cleanup activ­
ities at the THI-2 facility vera conducted in compliance vlth the appropriate 
Federal and State re&ulations . h~C responsibilities include revievin& and 
approvin& the licenaee "a proposals for cleanup actions , overaeein& the 
licensee ' s implementation of approved activities , coordina tin& vith other 
Federal and State &overnmental a&enciea re&ardin& their activitiea in the 
cleanup, and inforain& local officiale and the public about the atatus of the 
cleanup . The h~C has reviewed the licenaee ' a cleanup activities end has acted 
upon license amendment requeata vhen appropriate . 

Follovin& aiti&ation of the accident and stabilization of the facility , the 
licensee ' s major effort s have included partial decontaaination of contaminat ed 
areas, removal of the fuel , and removal and treatment of the accident­
&enerated vater . Current ly, the reactor vessel and the reactor coolant system 
have been defueled to the extent reasonably achievable (all fuel removed that 
ia reasonably accessible within technically practical methode) , and the possi­
bility of criticality in the reactor buildin& has been precluded . The facil­
ity has been extensively modifi ed to facilitate defuelin& and decontamination 
activities . The facility is not operable . All canistere conteinin& core 
materiel have been shipped to an offaite location. No canister• containin& 
core materi al remain in the reactor buildin&. Technical Specifications 
(includin& removin& the requirements for criticality aonitorin& and for the 
presence of operators in the control room) have also been reduced . 

The licensee has proposed placin& the facility in poat-defuelin& aonitored 
atora&e . In the Safety Analyaia Report (SAR) for Post- Defuelin& Monitored 
Store&• (PDKS ) , the licensee atatea that "TKI-2 haa been defueled and decon­
taainated to t he extent that the plant ia in a aefe , inherently atable 
condition suitable for lon&-tera .. n•&eaent end any threat to the public 
health end safety has been eliainated. Thie lon&-tera ••n•&ement condition is 
termed Poet- Defuelin& Monitored Stora&e . • PDHS vas proposed by the licensee 
in a letter dated December 2, 1986 . In a letter dated Au&uat 16 , 1988, the 
licensee requeated that the THI-2 licenae (No . DPR- 73) be aaended to authorize 
implementation of the pr oposed PDHS plant confl&uration. Transaitted vith the 
Au&uet 16 , 1988, letter vere the propoaed amended facility licanae , proposed 
PDHS Technical Specification•, end the PDHS SAR. The raqueated action vould 
allov the licenaee to place the THI-2 facility in •onitored atore&e . The 
licenaee haa indicated that the propoaed •onitored etore&e of TKI-2 vould not 
extend beyond the operation of Three Kile Ialand Unit 1 (TKI-1) . In response 
to the licensee ' • request , the NRC evaluated the environmental impacta 
aaaociated vlth the licensee ' • proposal to place the THI-2 facility into 
atora&• at the conclusion of defuelin&. Thi s analyaia vaa published in August 
1919 aa Supplement 3 to the "Pro&r&aaatic Environmental Impact Statement 
Related to Decontamination and Dlspoaal of Radioactive Vaate Reaultin& from 
Karch 28, 1979 Accident , Three Klle leland Nuclear Station, Unit 2 . • The 
Pac ific Northveat Labora tory under the direct ion of the NRC ataff haa prepared 

xli 



thi1 c.chnlcal avaluatlon to a11111 the llc•~••'• propo1al to place the TKI-2 
facility into PDKS an4 to e~ure that the propo1ed action i1 vithln the • cope 
of the Pro&r .... tic Environ.ental I.pact Stateaent (PElS) and it1 IUppleaents . 
the 1taff adopts this evaluation and vhere the tera ••taff• appear• in this 
docuaent it rafere to obeervatlo~, analy••• · or conclusio~ aad• by the 
Pacific Northve1t Laboratory and adopted by the NRC etaff. Thi1 report pro­
•idal the technlcel basis for requireaent• iapo11d upon the lie•~•• and docu­
.. nt• co .. itaents aade by the lie•~•• in support of their lice~• aaendaent 
for PDMS. The actual requireaent• vill be incorporated into the TKI-2 license 
with tbe i11uance of the PDKS aaendaent . 

DEREQillSII£$ fPR POSI-ptruEUNG MONIIOREP SIQBAGE 

The basic criterion for tra~ltlon to PDKS 11 coapliance vith all applicable 
Co.aission reaul•tiona and a11urance that the health and 1afety of the public 
il protected. The evaluation of the 1afety •i&nific•nca of PDKS i1 dependent 
on the conditions of the fecility at the tiDe the plant be&ine lon&-tera 
ltora&•· The NRC staff hes ev1luatad PDKS on the basis of the initial condi­
tions idantified by the licensea (in the PDKS SAR) and described balov. 

Prerequlsltll for PDKS are based on tha NRC 1taff evaluation of inforaation 
provided by the licensea in the PDKS SAR, 1. 1. 2. 1. The prerequisite• are as 
follows : 

1. Defuelin& of the fecility to the extent reasonably achievabla and to 
1uch a da&ree thet a nuclear criticality i1 precluded. 

2. Sblpaent off lite of all fual and core debri• that have been reaove4 
fro• the re1ctor an4 a11ociated 1y1te ... 

l. leaaval of Vlter, to the extent practiceble, froa the reactor coolant 
IJitea; drainln& of the fuel transfer canal ; and i•olation of the fuel 
transfer tube•. To the extent that the 1pent fuel pool• are needed to 
etore the accldent-&ener•ted vater , vater ••Y reaain in the•• pool• 
after the 1tart of PDKS. 

4. A reduction of potentlel for relea1e of radioactive aaterial fro• the 
• facility above the deal&n objective• 1pecifie6 in Title 10 of the k2dt 

of Federal Bcculatlona, Part 50 (10 CFR Part 50), Appendix I, for 
offaite doaa consequence• and a reduction of the potential for 
in~tantaneoua concentration& of raleaaad aaterial vithln the llaitl 
1pecifiad in 10 CFR Part 20 . 

5. Sbipaent off lite or p•cka&in& and lta&in& for •hipaent of reaalnin& 
radioactive va1te froa the aajor TKI-2 deeontaaination activitial . 

6. Determination and reduction of radiation level• vlthin the facility to 
allov plant aonitorin&, aaintenance, and l~pectiona . 

A4ditlonally , the NBC ataff h•• identified a 1eventh preraqui1ite for PDKS : 
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7. Definition and eatabliahaent of an adequate eurvelllence pro&rAD for 
PDKS environmental protection eyateDI to enaure public health and 
n!ety. 

Each of th••• preraqulaltea ia diacuaaad balov. 

lrductfqn qf Pqtrntfal !pr Accidental Criticality 

The licanaee'a •De!ualin& Co~lation Report• (OCR) daacribas the aethods and 
effort• uaad to raaova fuel !roD the facility; epaciflas, 11 far •• poaalbla, 
location• and quantities of fuel reaa1nln&: and provldta the technical baala 
!or anaurln& that an accident al criticality le precluded . For the purpoaaa of 
thla docuaant, fuel 1• da!inad· aa U02 (uranlua dioxide) . Core dabrle ie a 

.a ixtura of fuel, etructural and adaorbar Dltarlale rasultin& froa the accident 
at TKI-2 and the eubaaquant cleanup . The NRC baa conducted an independent 
evaluation of the DCR to verify that an accidental criticality ia precluded. 
Thia evaluation included raviavln& calculation&, conductin& onaite inapec­
tlona , and viavin& videotape& of defueled araea . The NRC ata!! aaraea vith 
the licensee that , conslderin& the location, fora, and quantity of fuel (i.a., 
uo2) and cora debris remeinin& ln the facility and the sa!eauarda enacted by 
the licenaea, an accidental criticality 1• precluded . 

Removal pf furl and Cpre prbrl• Frpg tbr tHI Site 

The ~~C ata!f baa verified that all fuel caniatara contalnin& cora dabria have 
bean removad froa _tbe reactor facility and abippad off alta . 

Rrmovel 0! Vater 

Before the bt&innin& of PDMS, the raector vaaael, the reactor coolant ayataa, 
the reactor bulldin& fuel canal, and the fuel trana!er tubaa vlll be drained 
of vetar. The reactor vaa,al vill be coverad to ainiai&e the potential for 
Vater entry. The eubmeraad deainarallzar eyataa and apant fuel pool I vlll be 
drained end ahielded, as required. The fire aalna vlthln the reactor bulldln& 
vill be cloaad vith valvaa end dra,ned, It ia estlaatad that tha reactor 
vessel vill contain approxiaately 10 &•llone (38 lltare) of raeidual vater. 
Hovevar, because of the diatrlbution, ADount , end physical etate of fuel 
located in the reector veatel, tbie quantity of Vater vlll not contribute to a · 
criticality. In addition, the quantity of vatar that vlll reaain in the 
reactor coolant aystea is not enouah to transport radioactive aatarlel within 
the facility. There aay be eoae Vater etored outelde containment avaltin& 
proceaaln& in the Accident Canerated Vater evaporator after PDMS be&lna. Thla 
vater ia considered to ba in teaporary atora&e prior to dlspoaal and aay 
reaain ln tbeaa locatlona until completion of the evaporation oparationa 
durin& the bealnnin& of PDMS. 

leductlpn 0! the Pptcntlal !pr Relrate of Rtdloactlye Hetcrial 

Tba potantial for releaae of any aianificant quantity of radioactive aatarlal 
!roa TKI-2 durin& PDMS baa been ainlalzed by the removal of aa auch of the 
fuel and core debrie aa ia reasonably achievable and the decont&alnetion of 
lara• aactlona of the reactor bulldln& and the aur!acea, aqulpaant , and pipin& 
ln the auxiliary and !uel -handlin& bulldln& (AFHI) . The aejor aource of 
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radioactive .. tariel ra .. inln& in the facility ie inside the reactor bulldln& . 
Thia buildin& conatitutaa a eaelad and leakti&ht ancloaura, except durin& 
entry for inapectlon end aeeauraaanta, and except far the uaa of a breather 
ayatea that 11 equipped vlth a hl&h-efficlency particulate alr (HEPA) filter . 
Rel••••• of radloactlva aatarial durin& PDKS are sovarnad by the Coda of 
Federal Rasuletiana (CFR) 10 CFR Part 20, Appendix I, Tabla II, and 10 CFR 
Part SO, Appendix I, a• referenced in the THI-2 propoa1d Technical Spaclfi­
cationa for POKS (Chapter 9 of the POKS SAR) . The radioactivity concentration 
in saeeaue and liquid effluent• froa THI-2 to the environment durin& PDKS 
ehall not exceed the valuee epecifiad in 10 CFR Pert 20, Appendix I , Tabla II . 
In addition, the dell&" objective annual expa1ura value• apecified in 10 CFR 
Part SO, Appendix I, apply durin& PDKS . Relaa1e1 of radioactive aaterial to 
the atDolphera au1t alaa aeat the Environmental Protection Asency ' a (EPA'e) 
environmental atandarda far the uranium fuel cycle apecifiad in 40 CFR 
Part 190. Releasee for radlaactlve ••terial to vater au1t aeet EPA' e National 
Intarla Prlaary Drlnkln& Vater Standard& epeclfiad in 40 CFR Part 141. 

Appendix I to 10 CFR Part SO atatee •• a deal&n objective , thet the calculated 
annual total quentity of all r adioactive ladlne end radlaectlva aaterlal in 
particulate form above back&round to be released ln effluent to the atmosphere 
cannot result in an estimated annual daae or daae commitment to any individual 
in an unrestricted area in exceae of 15 millirem to any arsan. The deaisn 
objective also atatea that the calculated annual total quantity of all radio­
active aaterial above backsround to be releaaed to the atmosphere cannot 
result in an estimated annual air do11 from saaeoua e·ffluent to an individual 
in an unraatrlcted area in axceaa of 10 aillirad for ~~a radiation and 
20 aillirad for beta radiation, except if reasonable assurance ie provided 
that the proposed hisher quantity vill not result in an estimated annual 
external dose from the effluent ln exceaa of S ailliraa to the total body or 
15 alll1rea to the akin. The doaa permitted by these deaisn objactivee 
compares to en eatlmated 50-year doae commitaent fro• a 1-year release of 
0 .22 aillirea to the total body and 2 .8 aillirea to the bone of the aaxiaelly 
exposed offaite individual at THI-2 durin& POKS. 

For routine (normal) activltlea , the desisn objective froa 10 CFR Pert SO, 
Appendix I, atatea that the annual total quantity of ell radioactive aaterlal 
above backsround that 11 ralea1ed in liquid affluent •hould be liaited auch 
that it vould not result in an ••tiaetad annual do1e or do1a commitment for 
any individual in an unre•tricted area (con•iderin& all pathways of exposure) 
in excess of 3 aillirea to the total body or 10 ailllrea to any orsan. Thi• • 
dose ie comparable to the eatiaated SO-year dole commitment of le11 than 
0. 0009 a illlraa to the tot1l body and 0 . 0009 alllirem to the bone of the 
aaxiaally axpo1ed offaita individual at TKI-2 durin& PDKS . 

10 CFl Part 100 applies to any accident at TKI-2 durin& PDKS. Thta resulation 
liaite the doae to an individual located at any point on tha aite boundary for 
2 houre immediately follovin& onset of the poatulated fia•ion product release 
to a vhole-body doae of 25 rea or a total radiation doie of 300 rea to the 
thyroid from iodine expoaure . The licensee evaluated eeven potential accident 
acenarlo• in the PDKS SAR . Four of these accidents vere baled on the 
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poee1b1lity that ainor or llaited decontaainatlon activity* aay be conducted 
to aa1nte1n the facility in reasonable condition. The seven accidents include 
(1) a vacuum canister {allure durin& decontaaination act1v1tiaa , (2) acci­
dental aprayin& o£ concentrated contaa1nat1on vith hl&h-preaaure spray durin& 
dacontaa1nat1on activities, (3) accidental cuttins o£ contaainated pipe durin& 
decontaaination activities, (4) accidental break of a contaainated pipe durin& 
decontaaination activitlee, (S) a fire in the containment buildln&. (6) an 
open penetration durin& surveillance or aaintenance activities , and (7) rup­
ture and releaae o{ contaainated resina o{ a einsle aakaup and purification 
daaineralizer . The eta!£ reviewed and per{oraed independent evaluations of 
the seven potent ial accidents identified by the licensee in the PDHS SAR. The 
eta££ also evaluated an ei&hth potential accident , a fire in the D-rin&• 
inalde containment . In all cases, the reeultin& doses vould be aisniflcantly 
lover then tho•• peraitted by 10 CT.l Part 100 {or deteraination of axclusion 
areas. Tha accident that vould result in the aaximua offaite dose ia the {ire 
in the containment buildlns. The estimated SO-year dose commltaent froa a 
!ira in the reactor bulldin& without operation of the ventilation system is a 
49-aillirea dose to the total body and a Sl-aillirea dose to the bone of the 
aaxiaally exposed offalte individual . 

Removal of Redloaetlve ~11te Rrsultlnc from Ke,or Decontamination Activities 

All of the radioactive vaate raaultin& !roa aajor decontaalnation activities 
h•• bean ahlppad off site or pecka&ed and atasad for ahipaent off site , except 
the vaate !roa the accidant-&anerated vater disposal activities . (The removal 
of vaate resultin& fro; accident-sanerated vater diapoaal activitiea ia 
discussed in the NRC staff ' • Safety Evaluation for the Accidant- Cenerated 
~ater , dated September 11 , 1989 . ) Some of these vestee aay remain on site 
avaitln& shipment after the comaenceaent of PDHS . Some radioactive components 
and equipment vill remain in the reactor buildin&. includin& the reactor head 
assembly , the upper plenum assembly , the upper end fittin&• • sections of the 
!lov distributor that contain incore instrument suide tubes , end fuel-removal 
toolins. These r eaaini n& components and aquipaent are not fl~able and do 
not add sisni ficant quant i ties of radioactive aateriel to the inventory in the 
reactor buildins . Consequently, they do not repreaent an increased riak to 
the health and safety o£ the public . 

Reduction of Radiation Level• To Allov Plant Halntenence and Surycillence 
Purine Post-Defuellnc Honltored Storece 

Durin& PDHS , entry into the reactor buildlns and into the AFHa vlll be aade 
periodically to conduct inspection• , eurvelllence , radiolosical eurveye , 
rad1olos1cal vaate proceaain&, remedial decontaainatlon, and aoae aaintenance 
to aupport these act ivi t ies , as vell as preventive maintenance on a limited 
number of operational eyet eaa . Durin& the initial period of PDHS , aonthly 
entriea vlll be aade . After facility stability has been verified end a 
database has been es t abliahed, the frequency of entry aay be reduced. 

• Althou&h fev activi t ies are exp•cted to be conducted durin& PDHS , routine 
surveillance , prevent ive maint enance , and stabilization activities vill 
be conducted 1£ aisratlon of radioact ive aaterlal ie detected. 



Decon~aaination and 1tieldin& have b1en perfor.ed to reduce radiation doae 
r•~•• in areal requirin& acce11 by per1onnel . RAdiation expo1ure1 ~o 
per1onnel will be aaintained within the lialta ••~abliahed by 10 CFR Part 20 . 

Ptfini~ion and E•tlbli•ba•n~ of a Suryeillaner Pro1raa 

Durin& PDKS, th• lic•na•• will b1 requlr1d to or baa coaaitt•d ~o conduct 
•urveillanc• prosr ... ~o •naure ~h• aalnt1nance of environa•n~al pro~•c~ion 
ayat1... Th••• prosr ... includ• aurv•lllance of r1actor containment bulldin& 
i1olatlon, •urveillance of the reac~or containment buildin& and the AFK! 
v1ntilation and filtration •Y•t•••· •urveillance of th1 fire prot1ction ay1tea 
and the aupport air •on1tor1n& ayataaa (1nclud1n& electrical, affluent aon­
ltorln&, and •nvironaental aonitorin& ayat•••>. and overai&ht of adainia­
trativ• ay•~•aa . Adainia~ra~ive ayateaa includ• orsanizational atructure , 
ataff qualifications , recorda, ind1p1ndent aafety ravieva, procedurea ; 
occupational radiation prot1ction, a quality a11urance plan, an •••rcrncy 
plan , and oth•r adaini1trativ1 control activitill . Op•rability and •urv•il­
lanc• r•quir1aent1 for the1e •Y•tea• are contained or referenced in thi• 
document, which for.~ the licensing basis for PDKS . Refer•nced document• 
include, but ar1 not llait1d to , the PDKS SAR , the Fire Prot•ction Prosraa 
Evaluation, the Offsite Dose Calculation Kanual , th• Radioloclcal Environ­
••ntal Monitoring Plan , the PDHS Quality A11urance Plan, and the TKI- 2 • 
Technical Specifications . Operability, 1urveillance, and aonitorin& require• 
••nts are described in this document and the referenced document• to ensure 
that th• facility is maintained in the configuration analyzed by thia 
evaluation. 

[NVIRONHENIAL PROIECIION ISSUES DUBING POSI-DEfUELING HOSIIQREP SIOBAGE 

Considerin& the post-accident, i noperable and essentially defuel•d condition 
of the r•ac tor , TKI-2 has no aafety-related atructure•, aysteas , or coapon­
enta . Saf•ty-related structure•, ay•t••• · and component• ar• thoa• n•c•••ary 
to •n•ur• the capability of shuttin& dovn the reactor and maintaining it in a 
1hutdovn condition. Althoush there are no safety-related structure• , ayateas , 
or components at TKI-2, the lic1na1 for TKI-2 ensure• that the facility is 
.. intained in an acceptable condition and that the environment is protected 
durin& PDHS . In contrast to the concern of ensurin& •afe shutdown of an 
operatin& plant or aaintainin& aaf• ahu~dovn in the pre-PDHS TKI-2 facili~y . 
the principel 1afety concern durin& PDHS ia the inadverten~ relea1e of 
radioac~ive materials into th• environment . For thia reason, the ataff has 
identified atructures , systea1 , and components that provide reasonable 
a1auranc1 that the facility can be •aintained in a defueled condition without 
undue risk to the health and safety of the public . The11 1yatea1, called PDHS 
anvironaental protection ayate••· are (1) the reactor containment •tructur• ; 
(2) the reactor containment and AFH! purse , breather, ventilation, and 
filtration syateas ; (3) the fire protection aystea; (4) the reactor vessel ; 
(5) th1 flood prot1ction 1ystea; and (6 ) the 1upport and aonitorin& •yateas . 
A review of the11 •y•tea• by the NRC 1taff hal indica~•d ~hat ~he1e •yateal 
can provid• a reasonable as1urance tha~ the facility can be aain~ained in a 
defueled condition vi~hout undue riak to the health and 1afety of the public 
or the environment . 
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CQNCLQSIONS 

On the be1l1 of the aaterlal racelved fro• the llcen1ee and independent 
evaluation and aea1ureaent1 , the ataff conclude• that the propo1al to place 
TKI-2 lnto PDKS 1• v1thln applicable reJUlatory lla1t• and can be t.pleaented 
vlthout alsnlflcant rl•k to the envlronaent or the public . 

xv1ll 



1 INTRODUCTION 

Polt-defue1in& aonitored l tor•&• (PDKS) va1 initially propo1ed in a letter 
fro• the licenaee (Cenerel Public Utilitiea (CPU) Nuclear Corporeti~n (CPUNC)) 
to the U. S. Nuclear Resulatory Co .. i11ion (NRC) dated Deceaber 2 , 1986 (CPU 
1986) . However, the concept of PDKS va1 firat introduced by the Three Mile 
I1land Unit 2 (TKI-2) Adviaory Panel on April 12, 1984 (NRC 1984b) . The 
approach to PDKS va1 expended vhen the licenaee aub•itted ita environmental 
evaluation of PDKS on Karch 11, 1987 (CPU 1987a) . · 

In reaponae to the licenaee'a propo1al to place the TKI-2 facility into PDKS 
at the end of dafuelin&, the NRC ataff evaluated the environmental t.pacta 
a1aociated vith the licenaee'a propo1al . A draft 1upple•ent to the ori&inal 
pro&r ... a tic environmental iapect atate .. nt (PElS) related to the decontami­
nation end diapo1al of radioactive va1te1 relultin& fro• the accident vee 
publi1hed a1 NUREC 0683, Suppleaent 3 , in April 1988 (NRC 1988b) . Thia draft 
1upple•ent vaa circulated to Federal , State , and local &overn.ent •&•nciea 
and to intereated •eabera of the public for co111ent. The final 1uppleaent, 
publi1hed in Au&ult 1989 (NRC 1989a), containa the NRC ataff ' a evaluation of 
the anvironaentel iapecta or the licenaee'a propo1al for PDKS , a1 ve11 a1 a 
nuaber of alternative1, and eatebliahed ran&•• for the expected plant condi­
tione and the expected radiation expo1ure . 

By letter dated Ausuet 16, 1988 (CPU 1988b) , the licenaee requeated that TKI-2 
l.icenae No . DPR-73 be amended to a po11e1aion-only licenae end that the 
licen•• authorize iapleaentation of the propoaed PDHS plant confisuretion. 
The requeated action would allov the licen1ee to place the TKI-2 facility in 
aonitored atora&• · In a letter dated June 23, 1989 (CPU 19B9d) , the licen1ee 
indicated that the propoaed aonitored atora&e of TKI-2 would not extend beyond 
the operation of Three Mile I1land Unit 1 (TKI-1) . 

The licenaee trenaaitted the propoaed aaended facility licenae, the propoaed 
PDKS Technical Specification& , end the PDKS Safety Anely1i1 Report (SAR) vith 
ita letter of Ausuet 16 , 1988. The licenaee aupplied additional aupportin& 
inforaetion (CPU 1989a , 1989b, 1989c, 1989e , 19B9f, 1989&, 1990a , 1990b, 
1990c , 1991a, 199lb , 199lc , 199ld, 199le , end 1992) pertly •• a reaponae to 
NRC ataff reque1t1 (NRC 1989b, 19B9c, 1989d, 1989e, 1990a, and 1990b) 
reaultin& fro• NRC ' a detailed reviev of the licenaee'a propoaal foi PDHS of 
the TKl-2 facility . 

Pacific Northveat Laboratory under the direction of the NRC ataff haa 
evaluated the PDKS SAR throu&h Aaendaent 15 and prepared thia technical 
evaluation report . For the purpoaea of thi1 docuaent , the teraa •NRc ataff• 
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or •staffs• refer to evaluation& perforaed for this document by the Pacific 
Northvest Laboratory under the direction of the NRC staff and the results of 
Vhich are adopted by the NRC staff. Additionally, the staff has evaluated the 
PDKS proposal a&ainat the applicable raquireaents of 10 CFR Part 20 ; 10 CFR 
Part SO; 10 CFR Part SO, Appendix A (&eneral desi&n criteria); 10 CFR 
Part 100; and 40 CFR Part 190. 

lecau.e the TKI-2 reactor has been dafueled, there are no safety-related 
systeaa that pertain to safe shutdovn that are required to aaintain the unit 
durin& PDHS . Thu. , the purpose of this technical evaluation report is to 
evaluate the licensee ' s proposal to place the TKI-2 facility into PDHS and to 
ensure that the proposed action is vithin the scope of the PElS and its 
supple•ents . This document provides the basis for requireaents necessary to 
ensure public health and safety and protection of the environaent . 

Section 2 of this technical evaluation provides a brief re&ulatory history of 
the TKI-2 facility . Section 3 provides a description of PDHS . Section 4 
di1cusse1 the status of the facility before entry into PDHS , and Section 5 
liJtJ and describes the major prerequisites for facility confi&uration at the 
Jtart of PDHS . Section 6 provide• a detailed discussion of the structure• , 
syJteas, and coaponents that are u.ed to ensure that the environaental 
protection syJteas are satisfactory and that the facility can be safely 
aaintained durin& PDHS . The conclusion is provided in Section 7, and 
reference aatarial is listed in Section 8 . 
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2 REGULATORY HISTORY 

Three Mile leland Unit 2 vaa iasued an operating license on February 8, 1978. 
The accident on Karch 28, 1979, involved a losa of reactor coolant and 
resulted in serious damage to the reactor fuel . On July 20 , 1979, the ~~C 
iasued an order (NRC 1979a) suspending the licensee'a authority to operate the 
TKI-2 facility and requiring that the licensee maintain the facility in a 
shutdown condition in accordance vith approved operating and contingency 
procedurea. Initially, because the exact extent of the damage vas unkno~~. it 
appeared (in the absence of a true understanding of the extent of the damage ) 
that the facility could be refurbished and vould operate again. A subsequen~ 
order, dated February 11 , 1980 (NRC 1980), provided nev proposed Technical 
Specifications , which modified or replaced all Technical Specifications in 
Appendix A. These Technical Specifications vere contested by a member of the 
public and vere not issued in final form until January 27 , 1987 . The licensee 
retains a 10 CFR Part SO license aince the Atomic Energy Act of 19S4 , as 
amended, requires a license for po1session of a defueled reactor. 

On July 20, 1981 , the ~~C iJsued an exemption to the requirements of 10 CFR 
Part S0. 71 (e) for License No . DPR-73 . The exemption deleted the requirement 
to periodically update the TKI-2 FSAR to reflect true plant conditions. The 
exemption required the licensee to use instead Syatem .Deacriptions (SDs) and 
Technical Evaluation Reports (TERs) for documenting changes made to the 
facility during the cleanup. These doeuments are required to be updated 
annually. The licensee has proposed using the August 16, 1988, PDKS SAR as 
the licensing basis document for PDKS and vill periodically update the PD~S 
SAR to reflect current plant conditions . (See proposed Technical Specifica­
tion 6.8 . 1 . 3b and CPU 199le , SAR 3 . 1. 1. 56 . ) 

Following mitigation of the accident and atabllization of th~ facility, the 
licensee's efforts have been focused largely on the removal and treatment of 
the accident-generated water, decontamination, and removal of the reactor 
fuel .* 

In 1988, Amendment 30 to the TKI-2 license (NRC 1988a) defined the plant 
conditions corresponding to three facility •odes. Kode 1 vaa defined as the 
condition wherein the reactor vaa subcritical vith an average reacrur coolant 
temperature of less than 200•F. The facility vas in Mode 1 shortly after the 

* A more detailed description of the facility's history and the cleanup 
efforts can be found in the Programmatic Environmental I~pact Statement, 
NUREC 0683 dated Karch , 1981 (NRC 1981) as supplemented . 
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accident and continued so to the end of active defuelins. Mode 2 vas defined 
as the facili~ condition in vhich (1) the reactor vessel and the reactor 
coolant systea vera defueled to the extent reasonably achievable , (2) the 
possibility of a criticality in the reactor buildin& vas precluded, and 
(3) all canisters containin& core aatarial vere reaoved from the reactor 
building. Mode 3 vas defined as aeeting the conditione of Mode 2 plus the 
reaoval of any canisters containing core aaterial from the THI-2 aite . The 
THI-2 facility is currently in Mode 3. The nuaber of Technical Specifica­
tiona, including the need for criticality aonitorin& and for the presence of 
operator• in the control room, vas also reduced vhen the facility progressed 
into Mode 3 . 

All postaccident operations at THI-2 vera conducted under the folloving 
re~Ulatory objectives: (1) to aaintain reactor safety and control of 
radio£ctiva releases; (2) to ensure that environmental impacts of cleanup are 
ainiaized and that radiation exposures to vorkers, to the public, and to the 
environment are vithin resulatory liaits and as lov as is reasonably achiev­
able ; and (3) to ensure interla safe storage and/or disposal of radioactive 
vastes fro• cleanup operations (NRC 1984a) . During cleanup activities, the 
~~C staff has , vhere appropriate, issued license amendments to the THI-2 
Technical Specifications requested by the licensee that reflected changin& 
plant conditions. 

Durin& the extended period of PDHS, the ~~C staff vlll conduct periodic 
inspections of the licensee's coapliance vith the licensing basis documents 
(including but not llaited to the licensee ' s Safety Analysis Report , the Fire 
Protection Program Evaluation (FPPE), the Offslte Dose Calculation Manual 
(ODCH), the Radiological Environmental Monitoring Prograa (R~~P) , the PDHS 
Quality ~surance Plan , and PDHS Technical Specifications) and the 
requireaents of the Code of fedrral Rr&ulotfons (CFR) . 
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3 DESCRIPTION OF POST~DEFUELINC MONITORING STORACE 

The lie•~•• propoaea to place the TMI~2 facility in lon&~tera aonitored 
etor•&• until TMI- 1 1a deco.aiaaioned. The lica~ee atated that TMI-2 vill 
reaain in aonitored atorege no later than the end of TMI-1 operation (CPU, 
1990a), at vhich ti .. both unlta vould be 4aco .. iaaioned . The preaent TMI-1 
lice~• axpirea on April 19, 2014. The lice~••• in a recent aaendment, 
requested a licenae extenaion for TKI-2 to April 19, 2014 (thla aaendment 
requeat ia bein& proceaaed ••R•rataly). Therefore , if PDKS be&ina in 1991 , 
and the licenaea ia alloved to de!er deco .. issioning until the expiration 
4ate of the TKI-1 licenae (2014), then the duration of PDKS vould be 23 years 
(the length of tiae between 1991 and 2014) . Thus , for the purpoees of~is 
technical evaluation, the etaff used a atorage period of 23 years . If the 
licenae extenaion requeat ia not granted, then the duration o! PDKS vould be 
1••• than 23 yeara . A atorege period of less then 23 yeara vould be encoa­
pasaed by thia evaluation. A atorage period o! aore than 23 years would not 
neceaaarily invalidate thia technical evaluation , although additional analyse• 
(such as analyaes of surveillance prograaa ) aay be required for s i gnificantly 
longer storage periods . At the end of the storage period, the facility vould 
be daco .. iaaioned. Deco .. iaaioning ia not evaluated in thia technical 
evaluation. 

The licenaee haa atated (CPU 1987b) that a aonitorad atorage period vould be 
beneficial for aevaral reaeona : (1) occupational doae in the plant vould be 
reduced during aonitored atorage because of natural decay of radioactive 
contaaination; (2) a aonitored atorage period vould allow tiae for continued 
developaent of decontaaination technology eo that the aoat effective and 
efficient techniquea aay be applied; and (3) further reduction in occupational 
expoaure could be achieved through the use of advanced robotic technology, 
autoaatic cleaning and cheaical cleaning technique&, and advanced vaste 
traataent aethoda developed during PDKS . 

The licenaee baa further indicated (CPU 1988a) that durin& the PDKS period , 
both the developing technology for radioactive vaate peckagin& end voluae 
reduction could reault in a reduction in the total volUNe of radioactive ves t a 
generated following PDKS . ln addition, the licanaee haa atated that plecin& 
the TKI-2 facility in atorege until the deco .. iaaionin& of TKI-1 vould allow 
a aore efficient uae of the aite deco .. iaaionlng vork force and ellainate any 
poasible lapact of TKI-2 decontaaination and deco .. iaaionin& efforta on the 
operatin& TKI-1 facility . 
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Durin& PDKS, the TKl-2 facility would be in lon&- term aonitored stora&e , 
siailar to the decomaissionin& aode SAFSTOR , in which the facility is secured , 
aonitored, and aa i ntained in a aanner that ensures the protection of the 
public health and safety for an extended period. 
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4 STATUS OF FACILITY BEFORE POST- DEFUELlNC MONITORED STORACE 

The March 28, 1979 , accident at the TMI-2 facility involved a loss of reactor 
syste• coolant and reeulted in serious d&.a&• to the reactor fuel . Vhen 
coolant vas restored, radioactive contamination in the for. of core debris and 
fisr ' on products vas distributed by the coolin& vater throu&hout the reactor 
cool~nt systeD. A portion of the vater, carryin& core debris and fission pro­
ducts as dissolved and particulate Daterial , escaped from the reactor coolant 
system and !loved into the reactor buil~in& basement . Exposed surfaces in the 
reactor buildin& and the auxiliary and fuel-handlin& buildin& (AFHB) vere 
contaminated vith .. terial in the reactor coolant and from radionuclides that 
became airborne as steam that had escaped from the reactor coolant system and 
then had condensed durin& and shortly after the accident. 

THI-2 cannot operate end has not operated since the accident . Follovin& 
aiti&etion of the accident a1.J stabilization of the facility , the licensee ' s 
efforts have focused lar&ely on the removal and treatment of the accident­
&enereted vater, decontamination of the facility, end removal of the fuel . 

4 . 1 Disposal of Accident-Generated Yater 

Approxi .. tely 2 . 3 aillion &allons (8 . 7 aillion liters ) of the accident­
&enerated vater (as defined in the February 27, 1980 , aareeaent between the 
City of Lancaster , Pennsylvania ; Metropolitan Edison Coapany ; and the ~~C) 
have been processed throu&h decontamination systems and placed in storage 
vhile avaitin& final di sposition , The NRC staff evaluated the environmental 
iapact of the disposition of the accident- generated vater in Final Supple­
aent 2 to the PElS (NRC 1987) . A continuous effluent aonitorin& aystem vith 
an operatin& ventilation systea is bein& used to monitor releases durin& 
diaposition of the accident-aenerated vater . Diaposal of the accident­
&enerated vater aay not be coapleted before the facility is ready to enter 
PDKS . AI of Deceaber 21, 1991 , over a aillion &allons (aore than 3. 79 aillion 
liters) have been evaporated. However, the disposition of the accident­
aenerated water vill not have a significant effect on the PDHS configuration 
of the facility . The NRC staff evaluated the effect of disposin& of the 
accident-&enerated Vater in the safety evaluation for the accident-&enerated 
water evaporator (NRC l989f) and in PElS Supplement 2 (NRC 1987) . 

4 . 2 Decontaalnatlon of facilitiel 

The licensee has con~~cted an extensive decontamination pro&ram since the 
accident . The recr ~ery activities were pr imaril y focused on reaoval of the 
reactor fuel. L.tensive decontaminat ion vas undertaken to expand acce11 to 
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the f acility and to ensure that occupational exposures vare aa lov • • is 
reasonably achievable (ALARA). The decontamination activities to date are 
discussed for the AFHB, the reactor building, and other contaminated 
facilities. 

4 . 2 . 1 Auxiliary and Fuel-Handling auilding 

The interior of the AFHA and 26 piping ayate•• in the AFHB vere contaminated 
as a result of the accident, although l ess severely than the reactor building . 
Cleanup of the AFKa began shortly afte r the accident . Considerable amounts of 
debris and contaminated equip•ent have been re•oved, contaminated ayste• s have 
been flushed, and the building and equip•ent have been decontaminated . 
Decontamination of the .AFHB, vhich consists of 137 a reas (cubicles), has 
resul t ed in the radiation and contamination levels shown in Table 4 . 1 ._ 
Several of the cubicles contain air-handling units, in vhich the r adiological 
condition changes vith each regularly scheduled filter change . Likewise, the 
status of the truck bay cubicle varies because of the ongoing vork activities . 

As part of the decontamination program, the licensee has established 
contamination-level goals for entrance into PDKS for each area of the AFHB . 
The contamination-level goals to be reached for most areas before place•ent 
into PDKS have been established and are also given in Table 4 . 1. If the 
decontamination goals cannot be met because of the unique situation at TKI-2 
or ALARA considerations, the licensee vill provide an evaluation of the 
specific situation to the NRC . 

The radiological assessment of the facility vill be completed by the licensee 
and verified by the ~~C staff before entry into PDMS (CPU 199la, SAR 5.3 . 2). 
Radiological surveys vill serve as a baseline for PDMS . Vhen PDKS begins , 
moa t of the cubicles and the corridors vill have been decontaminated to levels 
similar to those in an undamaged reactor facility nearing the end of its 
operating life ; thus, these cubicles could be accessible . The licensee has 
indicated (CPU 199la, SAR 7. 1. 2 . 2) that the auxiliary building vill be locked 
but vill be accessible for periodic surveillance entries and other limited 
activities . 

The fuel-handling portion of the AFHB vas decontaminated and used during 
cleanup for handling of the defueling canisters. Defueling operations re­
contaminated the facility . Now that fuel removal has been completed, the fuel 
pools vill be drained and the facility d· ntaminated. ine fuel-handling 
portion of the AFHa that is above elevatl· 347 feet 6 inches is in direct 
contact vith the fuel-handling building in the TKl-1 facility and vill r emain 
ventilated and filtered through the TKl-1 operations . 

Levels of residual removable contamination for the AFHB are given in 
Table 4 . 2 . The licensee has estimated (CPU 199ld , SAR Tables 5. 3- 5 and 5. 3-6} 
that less then 0.5 curie of removable contamination is present in the AFHB and 
in other contaminated buildings at TKI-2. No data is available for 17 of the 
areas for various reasons, including changing radiological conditions aa 
preparations are made for PDKS . However, the licensee has committed 

4-2 



~JL § § § § § § § ~ § § § I ! - 21..-
-l. .; !! i ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; 

-1-· ~ ::. ::. ::. ::. § ::. i § § ::. ::. i ---·s jH::: ~ 1. ~ I § § § § 
... ::J .. v .. ! s =· : i. ! §: i 'i " .J; ... _ 

tr ! 

.. ~ 
~ . § 1. ,. ~ . . . :! § l --- ~ ~ ~ 

l 
c • • " " . 
- · ~ . . . . § 

l 
.. , . ~ ~ . ! . ! § : - .. i.i- 0 0 0 0 

! .1 

! 
] IL § ~2!...- § § § § § § § § § § § § . ·- t. j ~ 1-: • .; 0 i ; i. ;, ;, t ;, i ;, 0 - .• ·a 

i ~ i . !H.::: ~ i i i § !- ::. § .. I"::J ~ § § ~ ! ¥,- • • i i ,. i § i -::• . . 
I ~· 

v . 
! ~ ! o .. . .. v 0 

~ • 
': S: ! ... 
i 

:c ~ .. .. 
11 ! • . . 1 . J J 1 J 1 1 ~ ~ 1 . . y . . . y 

! y 

'i 
~ j j j . 

! .. ! j j 1 ·-. A ~ = :! I 1! 1 1 
:. il 

;~ 1 = :! 
. 1 1 ! ! j 1 :. 

:.• 
a; . ! ! l ! ~ ! ! !~ 

!: . .. -1: . . . . . . . . . - . . 
.i . . -- : i . 

::1 : ~ 
. . 

~ 
. . ! u . oc 

! i i • . il i .! . •• ! i l i ;: =• l I • J :c H . .! j l 
J. '; 

5 . - 1 1 1 ~1 1 .. :c . .... 
= 1 

-- :? . 
~i "l . . 

.& • .. 
! t t i• . . . . i 

:1 :1 
11 il .si 

: 
:J i i . -: l .: .: .. .. ca . 

i 

H i i i I i I ~ ii § 0 1 
5 ;; ;; ;; . 

:1 :1 :1 :1 :1 :1 :1 :1 :1 . 

4-3 



-I! § § § § § § § § § § § I § 6o •• 

- l ~-ain ;. ;. ;. ;. ;. ;. ;. ;. ;. ! ~ ~ ! ;. 
~ ~ 

~ i i 
:::. :::. § ~ ~ ~ 

y ~ 
::A a .... 

~ § ~ § ~ § § 
~:=l ! ~ ! ! i t v y i i 
=i-;- ft 

... 
~ ... 

! :: : ..::!- 2 :: ~ ~ ... : :: ~ r:;c•• -·E. 0 - ' 1::1 - ~ ' ~ ! :: u-
-l 

J! 
-~1...- § § § § I § § I I I § § § 
.iH ~ ;. ;. i ;. .; ;. ;. ;. ;. ~ c ;. ! ;. e··s i 

.... 

~!!' § i § ~ i i § i ~ 
~ :::. :::. i z·-1 § § § ~ _; __ 

;. ;. ;. ;. ;. ;. ;. i i ;. ;. ~ ji" " ' y . " . . y 
. 

y " 
. 

=· "J! tc ( ;; 

li ! l l ~ l l ! l ~ ! y ~ ~ ! ! . . y . . 
:! 1 

! i ! ! 
! .. 

! ! . 
~ 

! ! ! t t ~ : ! ! .. ; :! :: r .. i i t f . . . • ~ ~ ~ 
. . ! . . . j i . : . 

.i ! .. "t .. . . . ;; ! .. ! . 5 . .. i i !I . . . 
! . 

i 
. ! a l 

•; 
• ~ 

. .. i ! ·- .. .. c .i A !~ "' il i ! ;; ;;: . l; ! . I f I f ~1 . . . . i 1! ~ . :! : . i . ; . . ;:; ;:; " :~ ;; . . " • C& . . 
i 

H .. . ~ .. ~ - . 2 .. ,. . ! 
;;: 5 5 ;;: 5 

;;: ;;: 
5 0 i ;: c; 0 0 . 

~ 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 . .. 

4-4 



~J! § § § § § § § § § § § § § § .. ~-
- t!: i 0 ~ i 0 0 0 i i ~ i i .;. i t'iH 

==u~ ~ 
~ i ~ ~ ' y 

~ 
~ 

~ ~ ~ 
~ ... ... ... 

~. §. ~ ~ ~ §. §. ~ ~-~ l y .. 5 y y y y y y y y y ~ 
~ .... ~ 

:: • !: . # ::i •• - :; :: r·· 0 .. .. .. .. .. .. 
-·~ ~ ? ~ i 0 <i t t' ~ fj . .. , 
i.i- ~ -

. ~ ~ ~ 

JL 
-:~- § § § § § § § § § ~ § § § § 
srH .; 0 ~· ,; i ! 0 i 0 .; .; .;. .;. . iB ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ § ·' - i ::: \1 ...... §. §. §. §. § 
!=:! t-: ... '; '; ~ '; ' . . . y . '; y ~ ~ r: .. 
& 

~: .,. .,. .,. .,. .,. .,. .,. z:· ( 
.,. 

i! 
.. .. 

§. 
.. .. .. 

y -; .. t .. ~ § . ~ ! . . . . . . . . 
' ' . . . ! :c . 

I I ! . ! ! I l . . . 
! 

~ 

i 
. ~ ~ ~ 1 . . j . 

! .. . .. 
! 

.. .. .. .. 
i 

. l ! . ! . . l j . i . - . c 

.i - . .. .. 
~ 

.. . i ~ i 
: . ~ f .: .: ~ .: ... . 
i ! 

. . ! ! . ! t :c 0 l ! ; c 

! ! ! ! ! ! : l . 
i i 

. . ! . . . .. 
z j - - . . 
! l! . . i i 

. . 
l~ . : j j i ! . ,. 

" 

j .. ;; .. - 3 
.,. 

! 0 - t ~ .. 
0 D 0 0 s s s s s s s s s s s s s s 

4-5 



-I! § § § § § § § § § § § § . -. - 2~-

~~n i <j. ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ;. ;. ~ ;. 
~ ~ ~ " ~ 

~ ~ ! 
~ ~ ~ i ~ .... .... 

~H~ § § ~ § 1. ~ ~ 1. 
j:=l = 

§ . i v v ; ; ; . '-
~-= "' . -· .:--
~ 
3• ~ .. .. § ~ --- 1. ~ .. 0 r:··- .. 
- · ~ ~ 

0 e e . e e . I: a 
.. .. 

;: ~ u- 0 0 0 -e 
.) 

JL .... - § § ~ § § § § § § § § § -·-:il ~ 
~!:g . ;. ~ 

.; ~ .; .; ~ ;. ;. ;. ;. - - i ! i ~ i 
~ 

~ " " 
.., 
i -;:!~j i 

... i 
~ - " §_ § 

~ ==-
:c 1 

: -: y 
;. 

" 
; " " v <j. ~ t ;. 

~· " i " . 
r .. . .., 
:2. . ~! - . .. ~ t• ~ 

11 ~ ~ J § .. 
" 

.. .. '; .. J J l J ! " " 
. " 

" " " " " 
" 

! . J . . ~ ! . 
! l l ! ! .. : . . I 

!! 
! 1 

. ! ~ 
. :! :! 

!l 
: ! . . . . . ! . 1 1 

i 
. i i :.:! ! . . .. .. . i .. . :l I 

. .. . z: Z: z & .. 1 i ! ~ " a . 1 .. 
1~ t: ! 1 :! :! ! . . . . . .. ~ 

; . .l .l 
:i :! 

. - . u I I I ~ 'i i . f . l . i . ~. ~. 

~ ! ! : . . I :& H .. & 
;; & ~ : ,. : 

j ~ ~ . . . ~ .. . . . 
= .. I .. 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 5 ~ 'S 'S 'S s ~ s ~ 

4-6 



I -J! § § § § § § § § § § § § § .. -. - z-:...-:-1 ~ i i i 0 0 i ~· i i i i .; .; _, _ 
~ ~ ~ ! I ~ v 

~ 
:::. 

~ ~ i i ~ :; - "l! i '!!~' ~ ~ 
~·-!. .. -; . . . § . -; -; -; v . .J; .... ! 
::o: " -;: . 
~ -;:. ; 1: ,--- ~ ~ h h h h h ... 
--~ . 0 'i . ,: ~ . ~ ~ 'i t' e :: .. , 

~ 

i i- ~ ~ 
.! 

IL 
§ § § § § § § § § § § § •z ~- § life i i i i ~ i i .; e 0 .; .; i 

2- ~! i § i :::. 
~ i 

~ 
~ i ~ ~ ~ c .. ! ... 

~ ~ ~ 1. ~ 

!=:! i 0 i . v t . . . v v . 
=~ v ~ v 
~· :" 
" 
~! 

~ ~ ~ ~ ::• { ; ~ 

i! J J ~ ~ ~ 
h h h h - ~ ! • . . . . ' . . . . . 

! h J . . 
I I 

.. . ... ;: . .. . 1 i j I ! 
! ~ 

.. 
l ":' 

! ! t ! ! ;t . . 1 . c .. . . i - ! . .:~ . 
* .. .. = i! :. 

l 
t . . i i : -- z 
! i i 

. 
f ~ . . - !~ .. ! . 'i 'i 

,. 
~ 

. . . 
l ! ! 

w .. :. ~ . t. t. i i . =f c !. .. .. i ;; .. i = :i .. 
! ! .. 

!i 1 !. !. 
! 

. . . 1 .. . .. . . . . i; j j . .. j : i § 
_,. ; . . 

j 
. . 

ll . .! 
. . 

t. t. ;; ;; : ; • :! . .. . . 
i 

H .. . ~ h ! ~ ; 0 ~ ~ 3 1 
~ 2 5 5 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ s ~ ~ 

. 
~ ~ ~ . .. 

4-7 



! 
~ . . 
l . 
.c 

. 
; . .. 
l 

.. . .. .. .... . . 

:: .. 
. i 

! l . : i .. 
i i , ; 1.,· c ~ :: ! ; 

1 J -.. t-! .. '1. 
- ~ ~ 1. J' :i 

~ ! ! _E t i .. 1 f ~ .c 
t ~ ~ 1 i ~ -·' !. 1 • !~ll:.:c• e.-l ! ! > .¥ i i ! ! . i ! i : ~ 

-
; -~ 1,. •• t,.•c l ,.1 i 1 -= •. ! ! 

:.; .. i : i ~ 
:! i.i !i !i i~ i 1! j i! ! 

. ,. .. . ~ 
s s s s s s s 

4-8 

. 
1 .. . 
l .. . . . 
i 
1 . . .. 



-J! § § § § § § § § § § § § § .. ~. 
- ~1..:"' 0 0 ~ i i ~ ~ ~ i. ~ ~ i i i -.. I .. • 

i ~ i i ~ 

~ ~ ~ i : ... :g i 
... ... i § jH' § ~ ~ 

~-.: t v v v v v -; v v ; # ; ~ !i : ... ~ 
.;;" .. w 
~ 
1!: • 

~ :3 •• - .. .. .. .. .. = ~ 
!::~ -e I! ~ ~ <i -e <i j:a - -tz- ~ e .. 

,3 

IL • z~-l•.i ... ~ § § § § § § § § § § § § § 
i!!:g 0 0 0 .,· 0 ~ ~ .. t i .i i i 'i. -;:!~:-. ~ i i i ~ 

... 
~ l:". 

~ 
. 

i i ~ .B:! ~ ~ i ... 
~ ~ § 

1 I :; " v v i v ; v i i i i :::w . . v v v 

• i t . ~~!-i 
"' .. J:C • • ... "': .. "': r;* J ! .; ~ v .. ': ': J ~ 

... # # .. 
v . v 

.. .. 
u- • v v v v 

.l 

! ' ! J ! ! ::0 
~ 

. : . . ! :: !! 1 1 : . c 

~ 
. ! ! ! . . i . : : . .. 

i ! 
. .. .. 

~ 
: h .. 5 5 ~ ;; 

~ 
. . . " .. .. 

i i i . 1 ~ -- . • .. j ~ . .. . i : ~ ~ j .. 
! ! : i i .. a 1 

. .. 
~ I i i .. 

:::; :::; . 
1 .. .. ; 

~~ 
. 

1 v v - ; 
¥ 

.. . .. !.I "' .. 
~ 

! l ! ! ; 
i ! .. ~J l ! 

.. 
: c : .. l~ .!!! . ... ... .. . 

i 

H ~ .. .. .. ~ c 0 
.. 

~ ~ ; § ! .. 2 " " ~ 5 s ~ ~ s s . 
:! :! :! :! :! :! :! . -

4-9 



-I! § § § § § § § § § § § § § § .. ~. -··- i ! r- <j. i <j. <j. .; .; <j. <j. <j. <j. <j. i H~ 
~ 

~ f ~ 
., 

~ i ~ i ! ! 
~ " ~ .. !H § § ~ ! § ~ ~:=t : y ! .; i ! y ·-- .. " rr 

i ,. .. : ! ~ ~ ! 
~ ~- - ! ! ::E. .,. .. .,. - .. . . . . . .. . e ~ . . , .,. .. 0 .. - ~ ii- ~ 

.. II .; 
~ 

IL -l·- § g ~if~ § 
~ 

§ § § § § § § § § § ,_ . g 
<j. i ! <j. i .; i <j. <j. i ~ <j. .; 

;!~~ " ~ ~ 
., 

i t .0::. .0::. i i .0::. ~ ...... .t ' ~ § i !h- - I § ~ § § ~ 
l': " <j. <j. i i .. v i <j. .; <j. i 

L ~ 
" " " • . v . 'C " " " 

.,. 
:: - -~ 

~ 
.. 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ! J ! ~ ! I=:, " u- " • " " " " " " . " 
" 

. v 

:! 
~ . ~ . ! ! ! ! ! 

c .i ! ! . 
! ! 1 ! . .. : ~ ! i l ! .. . . ~ : 'i " • • : 

.i .. ! . . ~ ~ 
.. c . .. " . i i 
. .. . . 'E ! ~ i . ! ! 

.. .. : 1 ~ " . ! ~ . i : .. .. .i .i : ~ .. i l ~ " . - - - . 
.; . . . 

;; . i . . . .. 1 .. .. a ! ~ ! 
! 

. ! ! : . : . . . ~ 0 " . ~ i i i l j i 
. 

~ i ~ .l j i .: 0 : . 
i 

H i ~ 
.. 

I I i 
0 ! 

i i I ~ I ! ! ! ! . . .. 

4-10 



~! I I I I ~ ~ I I I I I I .. -. - 1:....- i. i. ~ i. 0 0 0 i i. 0 i u= 
i i ! ~ ~ ! i i 

f . . ~ ! ~ --!{! ~ ~ 
. I ! . . !·=l ~ ~ y .,· 

~--
. . . 

•w v 

~l 

~ 
~ ,. .. i .. 

= 
.. 

= 
~ ·--c •• ., - ~ .. f .. 

--~ . . • . t . . ,; t . . . . 0 . . , : : c - .. • ! - ., 
i.i- ,; ,; ,; ,; ,; 
~ 

JL • 11...-
§ ~H= I § I § ! § I I I § § I I § 

- ·s i i. ~ i. 0 0 :€ 0 0 0 .; ;, 0 i 
~!~j ~ ~ i ~ ~ i ~ i i ~ ~ i i ~ z·- § ~ ~ ~ -~-- § I': " i. y .;. y y y v v v v .i, y y 
i-' v 

~ 
v v v 

t 
':! 

~ ... ,. ~ ~ ... ~ ... ... z:c ~ 
... 

lj l l .. lt t .. t .. .; -: t ~ ~ 
.. ~ ! .. 

v 
v v .. . 

v v y 

I . ! . . : 

l r ~ ! : . i 1 . . . . . -; 
.i c • . . 1 . 

1 
i t ! . i. ! ! i l l ! ! : 

1 ! 
'; . I .. .. 1 ·- .. l 5 5 . . :.& 5 5 5 i ! . . 

! 
. 

jj 
1 

3 ! . i l 1 i i ! l . ; 
~ ~ ;:: ;:: 3 i . .. . 

i 

H ., c; 0 - 3 ; ! 0 :: : ~ .. i :: ! 
i 

0 

f f f f f f f f f f f f i . 
I! : 

4- 11 



eJji..-
§ § § § § § 
.; 

~ ~ ~ i .; o• i .; . ':. 
~ ~ ~ 7 w 

H~ ~ 1!. 2 1!. 

~ -~ 
... ! : - -·s ~ § 

1 
§ ~ ~ 1. i 1 j H.- ~ .,; i ¥ w ~ ¥ : ! ~ ~·=l 

..Jl-- i • ~ ~ 
i:r : - . ~ . . 
01 ... ! ... .i ,. .. - • f . . ! 
~H " :: ..; :: .. 

J i . . .. 
.: " .. .. u-

~ ~ 0 0 0 ~ 0 0 ! .s i~t 

~ ... 
~i! 

IL :!i - e-
.: 21..-

§ § 
:: .d i ~p: § § § § I :. ! i ·t8 ~ i .t c .; i ::.a: ~ 

.:J ' ... J ~ 
o· ;, i .; .! • • . • 

l:. i ,!. ~ i ~ a·=t i ~ w 

I i ~ :-'~Hi:< 

l 
-~ .... - 1 g !;;:l !i" ;. ~ ;. v v ~ 

. 
" . 

~ i v ~ 

___ ..,_ 

~ !!~:a;::! • y 
... .... :1 • • . =!·1::: • t 

~ ~~!- ; -I . ·- t ! .. ...... -: ~ ~ i i~ :!!! i=;i § § 8 ~ 
.. .. ~ I; ~ . .. y 

. .,. ____ 
u- " • ¥ ~.;1·::~! -. .s 

.... .,. ... ., __ 
! i!!t!!i: 

~· -··- ·-· .. -.. .. . .. . . Z.!J =~I iJ -£' ! ! . ..... -~ •• t c -;!!!: ..• ,.: .. . - ! . ... 1. ··- .. . .. . . :::~ !]i~~ = i ! c =~ - ! . 
:! ! c .... .! :-;.:•: • 

! . - . . . .: .. ·-=1.:! ! z-:._-:. __ s . .. c .. • ... -. . i •••; -2 I" 
.i ·uu- .. _ - , . . -::::1 i. -·-. -· · . : 

~ l:::: - .:: 
1 ! j 1 =i=.:iJ~ . c .. 

f -_,!!j:: i:: c - ':.! • .: J .!4 

! ....... .. i 1-· .. ....... ,.. 
!t:::::: :..! ~ 

-:•2 .:: IJ:-
f . - ·-. .. . . 1 • 'O.OJ.OJ p j 

. i.f!!i::;-:i .. :.==~~!. 1 ! l ~ ~.t · --1 ··- - · ~ . . .. " .. -... . . . . .. , -. -- .. . ..... • :. .. • . I• 

~i & ~ 

i i i ! ... U.:lH2L~ 
0 0 9. . 

a~ i f i f f f f f ::~ . ~.::: : 

4-12 



Cubicle 
Nu.ber 

AXOOl 

AX002 

AX002a 

AX003 

AX004 

AX005 

AX006 

AX007 

AX008 

AX009 

AXOlO 

AXOU 

AX012 

AXOlJ 

AX014 

AX015a 

AX015b 

AX016 

AX017 

Table 4 . 2 Surface Contaaination in the A xillary and 
Fuel-Handlin& Buildln&(a) 

Area Description 

Reactor Bulldln& Eaeraency Coolin& 
Booster Pu.ps Area 

Acceas Corridor 

Nltroaen Pipln& Syste• 

Access Area 

Seal Injection Valve Roo• 

Makeup and Purification Pump lC Roo• 

Makeup and Purification Pump 16 Room 

Makeup and Purification Pump lA Room 

Spent Resin Storaae Tank 16 Room 

Spent Resin Storaae Tank lA Room 

Spent Resin Transfer Pump Room 

Auxiliary Bulldln& Sump Tank Pumps 
and Valve Room 

Auxiliary 6ulldln& Sump and Tank Room 

Evaporator Condensate Tanks , Pumps, 
and Demlnerali~er Room 

Reactor Coolant Evaporator Room 

Cleanup Filtera Room 

Cleanup After Filters Roo• 

Cleanup Deminerall~er 2A Room 

Cleanup Demlnerall~er 26 Room 

Principal 
hotopea(b) 

A 

A 

A 

A 

c 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

See footnotes a t end of table . 
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Curlea(c) 

2. 61£-4 

2. 90£-4 

(d) 

1.35£-4 

9 .41£-4 

7. 54£-4 

7 . 54£-4 

7 . 54£-4 

6. 82£-3 

3. 92£-3 

7. 33£-2 

8. 39£-5 

3 . 33£-4 

1.08£-4 

3 . 73£-4 

2 . 48£-4 

2 .48£-4 

4 . 23£-4 

4 . 23£-4 



CUbicle 
Nu.bar 

AX018 

AX019 

AX020 

AX021 

AX022 

AX02J 

AX024 

AX02S 

AX026 

AX027 

AXlOl 

AX102 

AXlOJ 

AX104 

AX lOS 

AX106 

AX107 

AX l OS 

Tabla 4 . 2 (cont'd) 

Area Deacription 

Waste Transfer Pumpa Room 

Vaate Disposal Liquid Valve Room 

Reactor Coolant Bleed Holdup 
Tanks lB and lC Room 

Reactor Coolant Bleed Holdup Tank lA 
Room 

North Stahvell 

Elevator Shaft (inside cab) 

Auxiliary Building Sump Filters Room 

Area Betveen Service , Control , and 
Reactor Building 

Seal Injection Filter• Room 

South Stairvell 

Radvaste Disposal Control Panel Area 

Reactor Building Sump Pump• Filter• Room 

Motor Control Center 2-llEB Room 

Motor Control Center 2-21E8 Room 

Substation 2- llE Room 

Substation 2-21E Room 

Motor Control Center 2-llEA Room 

Motor Control Center 2- 21EA Room 

See footnot e• at end of table . 
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Principal 
hotopu(b) 

A 

A 

II 

A 

A 

A 

a 

c 

A 

A 

Curiu(c) 

2. 99E-4 

6 . 94E-4 

7. 28E-J 

r . 20E-J 

J . BSE-6 

l.OBE-4 

2 . 27E-4 

9 . 36E- 5 

4 .85E- 5 

J . 89E-6 

B.JSE-5 

1.82E-4 

4 . 16E-5 

4 . 16E-5 

9. 58E-5 

l.OBE-4 

1. 16E-4 

8 . 86E-S 



Cubicle 
Nuaber 

AX109 

AXUO 

AXlll 

AX112 

AX113 

AX114 

AX115 

AX116 

AX117 

AX118 

AX119 

AX120 

AX121 

AX122 

AX123 

AX124 

AX125 

AX126 

AX127 

Table 4 . 2 (cont'd) 

Principal 
Area Description IsotopesCb) 

Nuclear Services Coolers and Pumps Area A 

Intermediate Coolers Area A 

Intermediate Cooling Pumps and A 
Filters Room 

Seal Return Coolers and Filter Roo• B 

Vaste Cas Analyzer Room A 

Kakeup and Purification Demineralize r A 
lA Room 

Makeup and Purification Dem1neralizer A 
lB Room 

Kakeup Tank Room B 

Kakeup and Purification Filters Room B 

Spent Fuel Coolers and Pumps Area A 

Spent Fuel Demineralizer Room A 

Spent Fuel Filters Room A 

Elevator Shaft (inside cab) A 

North Stairwell A 

Access Area A 

Concentrated Liquid Vaste Pump Room A 

Vasta Cas Decay Tank lB Room A 

Vaste Cas Filter Room A 

Vaste Cas Deeay Tank lA Room A 

See footnotes at end of table . 

4-1:'1 

Curiu(c) 

2 . 36£-4 

1. 32£-4 

1. 11£-4 

3. 60£-4 

7. 20£-4 

4 . 23£-5 

5. 23£-5 

3. 80£-4 

2. 75£-1 

1.29£-4 

1.20£-5 

4 . 51£-6 

6 . 61£-6 

1.77£-6 

3 . 33£-4 

1. 96£-4 

5. 79£-4 

1.50£-4 

5. 79£-4 



-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Cubicle 
Nllllber 

AX128 

AX129 

AX130 

AX131 

AX132 

AX133 

AX134 

AX135 

AX20l 

AX202 

AX203 

AX204 

AX205 

AX206 

AX207 

AX208 

AX209 

AX210 

AX211 

Table 4.2 (cont'd) 

Area Description 

Valve and Instruaent Roo• 

Deborating De•ineral1zer 18 Roo• 

Deboratins De•ineralizer 1A Roo• 

Miscellaneous Veste Holdup Tank Room 

Corridor Between Unit 1 and Unit 2 

South StaiNell 

Miscellaneous Vasta Tank ~ps Roo• 

Radwaste Disposal Control Panels 

North Stall'\lell 

Elevator Shaft 

4160V Switchgear 2-lE Roo• 

4160V Switchgear 2-2E Roo• 

Reactor Building Purge Air Supply and 
Hydrogen Control Exchange Area 

Reactor Building Purge Air Exhsust 
Unit 8 

Reactor Building Purge Air Exhaust 
Unit A 

Auxiliary Building Exhaust Unit B 

Auxiliary Building Exhaust Unit A 

Fuel Handling Building Exhaust Unit 8 

Fuel Handling Building Exhaust Unit A 

See footnotes at end of table . 
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Principal 
lsotopu(b) 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

" 
A 

A 

A 

A 

" 
A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

Curlea(c) 

1.60E-4 

l.BlE-4 

1. 88E-4 

4. 62E-4 

(d) 

6 .05E-5 

3 .56E-4 

(d) 

3. 59E-5 

5.85E-6 

1.47E-4 

1.53E-4 

2. 69E-4 

(d) 

(d) 

(d) 

(d) 

(d) 

(d) 



Cubicle 
Nwabar 

AX212 

AX213 

AX214 

AX215 

AX216 

AX217 

AX218 

AX219 

AX220 

AX221 

AX222 

AX223 

AX301 

AX302 

AX303 

AX401 

AX402 

AX403 

AX501 

AX502 

Tabla 4. 2 (cont'd) 

Principal 
Area Deacription IaotopesCb) 

Decay Heat Sur&• Tank and Substation A 
Area 

Unit Subatations and Acceas Area A 

Decontamination Facility A 

Fuel Handlin& Buildin& Supply Unit A 

Auxiliary Buildin& Supply Unit A 

Access Area A 

Concentrated Yaste Star•&• Tank Room A 

Instrument Racks and Atmospheric A 
Monitor Area 

Caustic Liquids Kixin& Area A 

Caustic Liquids Kixin& Area Corridor A 

South Stairwell A 

Air Handlin& Units Ceneral Area A 

Elevator Shaft and Elevator Machine Room A 

North Stairwell A 

Elevator and Stairwell Access A 

Roo! A 

Coolin& Yater Surse Tanka Room A 

Damper Room A 

Reactor Buildin& Spray Pump 1A Room B 

~eactor Buildin& Spray Pump 18 Room A 

See footnotes at end o! table . 
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CuriesCc) 

4 . 22E-4 

3. 33E-4 

( d) 

(d) 

(d) 

3. 69£-4 

1.87£-4 

1. 11E-4 

6 . 29£-5 

1.68£-4 

3. 14E-5 

5 .28£-4 

(d) 

( d ) 

( d ) 

( d ) 

(d) 

( d) 

3. 93£-5 

6. 25£-3 



Cubicle 
N\lllber 

AXSOJ 

AX504 

moot 

moo2 

m003a 

moo3b 

moo4 

moos 

moo6 

moo7 

moos 

mo09 

moto 

mou 

mo12 

rnon 

f1(014 

m101 

ntl02 

m1o3 

Table 4 . 2 (cont'd) 

Area Description 

Decay Heat Removal Cooler and Pump lA 
RooD 

Decay Heat Reaoval Cooler and PuDp 1& 
Roo• 

Makeup Suction Valve Room 

Access Corridor 

Makeup Discharge Valve RooD 

Makeup Discharge Valve RooD 

Vestinghouse Valve Room 

Mint Decay Heat Vault 

Decay Heat Service Coolers Area 

Neutralizer and Reclaimed Boric Acid 
Access Area 

Neutralizer Tanks Pumps RooD 

l!eutralizer Tanks Room 

Reclaimed &oric Acid Tank RooD 

Reclaimed Boric Acid Pump Room 

Neutralizer Tanks Filters RooD 

Oil Drum Storage Area 

Annulus 

Makeup and Purification Valve Room 

East Corridor 

Sample Room 

See footnotes at end of table . 
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Principal 
botopu(b) 

A 

A 

8 

B 

8 

a 

A 

A 

A 

A 

a 

a 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

Curiu(c) 

1.45£-3 

6 . 73£-4 

3.11£-3 

1 . 10£-4 

3. 84£-4 

6. 27£-4 

1.22£-3 

9 . 13£-5 

2 . 73£-4 

3 .03£-4 

6 . 03£-4 

4, 96£-4 

1.69£-S 

6 . 45£-5 

9. 20£-5 

2. 73£-5 

2. 90£-3 

5.09£-4 

1. 90£-4 

1. 85£-4 



Cubicle 
Huaber 

nt104 

nt105 

nt106 

nt107 

nt108 

ntl09 

ntllO 

ntlll 

nt112 

nt201 

nt202 

nt203 

nt204 

nt20S 

nt301 

nt302 

nt303 

Table 4 . 2 (conc'd) 

Area Descripcion 

IIese Corridor 

Kodel Roo11 

Monitor Tenks and Sample Sink Area 

Trash Coapaccor Area 

Truek Bay 

Spenc Fuel Pool A 

Subaer&ed Deaineralizer System Spenc 
Fuel Pool 

Fuel Cask Scora&e 

Annulus 

Ease Corridor 

llest Corridor 

Sur&• Tank Area 

Standby Pressure Control Area 

Annulus 

Upper Spent Fuel Pool A Area 

Subaer&ed Deaineraltzer System 
Operacin& Area 

Upper Standby Pressure Control Area 

See footnotes ac end of cable . 
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Principal 
botopu(b) 

B 

B 

Curies(c) 

1.72[-4 

3 .06[-4 

l.OOE-4 

8 . 62E-S 

(d) 

1.20E-l 

4 .49[-S 

8 . 36E-7 

1 . 72E-S 

1.88[- 4 

1.36E-4 

1.08E-4 

1. 63[-4 

1.43[-4 

1. 76E-4 

2 .01[-4 

4 .08[- 4 



Cubicle 
Nuaber 

FHJ05 

Table 4 . 2 {cont'd) 

Area Description 

Annulus 

Spent Fuel Pool ~ccess Area 

Principal 
lsotopeeCb) 

a 

A 

{a) Data were obtained from Table 5 .3-5 of CPU 199ld . 

CurieaCc) 

1.03E-4 

4 . 99E-4 

(b) The principal isotopes and their relative distribution are defined below : 
A a c 

Isotope Percent Isotope Percrnt Isotope Percent 
Sr-90 7 .44 Sr-90 39.4 Sr-90 82.5 
Cs-137 92 . 6 Cs-137 60 . 9 Cs-137 17 . 5 

Pu-238 0.0002 Pu-238 0.00006 
Pu-239 0 . 0023 Pu-239 0 .0007 
Pu-240 0 . 0006 Pu-240 0 .0002 
Pu-241 0 . 0288 Pu-241 0,0084 
Am-141 0 . 0004 Aa-141 0.0001 

{c) These are calculated values based on the specific decontamination goals 
given in Tables 5 .2-2 and 5.2-3 of CPU 199la . 

{d) No estimate available . 

(CPU 1990c, SAR 7. 2 .4 . 2) to performing a final radiological assessment before 
entry into PDHS . The ~~C staff will perform confirmatory measurements. 

4.2.2 Reactor auilding 

The primary decontamination effort has been focused on the reactor building 
and the reactor vessel itself. Extensive decontamination activities vere 
undertaken in the containment building to reduce dose rates to facilitate fuel 
removal . The accident-generated veter that had collected in the ba•ement has 
been removed to the extent practicable and processed to remove most of the 
radioactivity, and is awaiting final disposition (see Section 4.1) . Regions 
of the reactor building were decontaminated by high- and low-pressure flush­
ing, hydroblasting, scabblin& of concrete, and removal of material and equip­
.. nt . In addition , highly contaminated areas vere shielded to reduce dose 
rates in areas necessary for personnel access and work . The major sources 
of contamination remaining in the reactor building include core debris in 
crevices end plated on surfaces in the reactor vessel and reactor coolant 
system (discussed in Section 4 . 3) and sludge, core debris , and fission product 
material absorbed and plated onto surfaces in the containment building 
basement. 

Estimates of the amount of radioactive material inside the reactor building 
are given in Section 2 . 2 of PElS Supplement l (NRC 1989a) . Large·amounts of 
cobalt-60 may be present within the metal of the reac tor vessel and not easily 
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available for disposal . Strontlum-90/yttrium-90 and cesium-137 are the major 
radlonuclldes that could potentially be released from the reactor buildin& 
(see CPU 1990c, SAR 8 . 1.2). Table 4.3 provides the estimated quantities of 
these tvo Isotopes in the various locations in the reactor buildin&. 

Table 4 . 3 Estimated Quantity of Ceslum-137 and Strontium-9o(a) 

Cesium-137 Strontil.llll-90 
Location (curiea) (curies) 

Conerete block wall 19 , ooo(b) 9lo<c> 

Sludge on basement floor 35oCd) 4oo<d> 

D-rlngs 17,ooo<d> s3o<d> 

Floors, walls , overhead 
structures -2...22Q(d) ~(d) 

Total 43 , 350 2,440 

(a) Data were obtained from Table 4 . 3 of PElS Supplement 3 
(t."RC 1989a) . 

(b) An estimated 20,000 curies of cesium-137 ls present 
in the concrete block wall (CPU 1988b). However, 
since this estimate vas made , approximately 7 
percent of the activity in the concrete block vall 
has been leached from the structure , leaving an 
estimated 19,000 curies. 

(c) A ratio of 21:1 (based on leach rate tests [ANS 
1988)) vas applied to the ceslum-137 curie estimate 
before leaching (20,000 curies), and a conservative 
43 curies of strontil.llll-90 (CPU 1988d) vas assumed 
to have been removed during leaching of the concrete 
block vall . 

(d) CPU 1988b. 

4 .2 .3 Other Contaminated Facilities 

Ten areas (facilities) outside the AFHB and the reactor building were also 
contaminated during the accident : 

diesel generator •A• , elevation 281 feet 
service building , elevation 281 feet 
tendon access gallery 
service building, elevation 305 feet 
turbine building H-20 area 
turbine building H-20 area sump 
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turbine building, ~lavation 281 feet 
containment air control envelope building 
processed water storage tank sump 
borated water storage tank area . 

The licensee considers four of these areas to be decontaminated to their 
decontamination endpoint goals : diesel generator "A" , elevation 281 feet ; the 
tendon access gallery; the turbine building K-20 area ; and the borated water 
storage tank area. On the basis of measurements, the licensee has estimated 
that there is less than 0 .00038 curie of loose radioactive material available 
for release from 7 of the 10 contaminated areas (Table 4 ,4) . The licensee 
does not have final data for the aervice building, elevation 305 feet ; the 
turbine building, elevation 281 feet ; or the containment air control enve l ope 
building. However, the licensee has committed (CPU 199la, SAR Section 5 . 3. 2) 
to survey those facilities and provide the information in the PDKS SAR before 
entry into PDMS. The purpose of this survey is to establish a radiological 
baseline for the facility prior to entry into PDMS . Additional radioactive 
material is present i n closed systems within the listed areas that is 
considered to be conta i ned and not available for release . This material is 
not indicated in Tables 4 . 2 , 4 . 3, or 4 ,4 . 

The licensee has co==itted (CPU 199la , SAR 5. 3. 2) to complete the plant 
radiation and contamination surveys before entry into PDMS . Proposed PDMS 
license condition 2. F requires the licensee to submit the results of the 
cocpleted radiological survey to the ~~C pri or to entry into PDMS . The NRC 
staff will perform confirmatory measurements . 

4 . 3 Recoval o( thr fuel 

After extensive evaluation and study , the reactor head and upper plenum 
assembly were removed to permit access to the fuel in the reactor core . The 
internals indexing fixture vas placed on top o[ the reactor vessel , and a 
rotating , shielded work plat form vas placed on top ~r it . ~orking !rom this 
pl atform and using vacuum systems and long-handled tools, workers removed fro~ 
the reactor cost of the fuel (estimated by the licensee to be more than 
99 percent [CPU 1990c, SAR 4 . 3. 1}) . For the purposes of this document , fuel 
is defined as U02 (uranium dioxide) . Core debris is de(~ned as a mixture of 
fuel, structural material , and absorber material that resulted !rom the 
accident at TKI-2 and the subsequent c leanup . This material vas placed i n 
canisters and shipped off site . The quantity of fuel remaining in the TMI-2' 
facility vas measured using a variety of radiation measurement techniques , 
such as gamma dose rate and spectroscopy, neutron detection and activation/ 
interrogation, alpha particle detection, direct aampling and analysis , and 
visual inspection to determine the amount and location of remaining core 
debris . These techniques are described in detail in the •oefueling Cocpletion 
Report• (CPU 1989h, 1989i, 1989j , 1990d , 1990e, and 1990f) . Estimates based 
on measurements , sample analyses, and visual observations indicate that no 
more than 159 pounds {72 .4 kilograms) of residual fuel {i . e . , uo2) remains i n 
the reactor building, excluding the reactor vessel and reactor coolant system; 
less than 199 pounds {90 . 2 kilograms ) in the reactor coolant system; and l ess 
than 1339 pounds {609 kilograms) in the reactor vessel . Detailed estimates 
of t he quant i ty and l oca t ion of residual fuel (i .e ., uo2) in the teactor ' 
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buildin& end reactor coolant eyete• (includin& the reactor veeeel) ere &iven 
in Table• 4 . 5 end 4 . 6, reepectively . 

Table 4 .4 Surface Contamination - Other Buildinse<•> 

Cubicle 
Number Aree Description 

DCOOO Diesel Ceneretor "A" , Elevation 281 feet 

SBOOO Service Buildin&. Elevation 281 feet 

SB500 Tendon Ace••• Callery 

Service Buildin& , Elevation 305 feet 

SB002 K-20 Area 

SB002 K-20 Aree Sump 

RA101 

RA104 

Turbine Buildin&, Elevation 281 feet 

Containment Air Control Buildin& 

Processed ~eter Storese Tank Sump 

Borated ~eter Stores• Tank Area 

Curiu(b) 

3. 12E-4 

7 . 36E- 7 

6 . 39£-5 
Nl)(C) 

3 . 34£-6 

7 . 36E-7 

ND 

h'l) 

3.01E-7 

5. 52E-7 

(a) Data were obtained fro~ Table 5 . 3-6 of CPU 1990c . 
(b) The principal isotopes and their relative distribution ere 

defined below : 

Isotope 
sr-90 
Cs-137 

A 
Percent 

7 .4 
92 . 6 

(c) ND- no date . 
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Table 4.5 Final Raaidual Fuel Inventory Eatlaatea by Location 
ln the Reactor Buildin&(a) 

Location 

Reactor Veaael Head Asaembly 

Reactor Head Plen~• Asaeably 

Fuel Transfer Canal 

Core Flood Syatea 

Incore Instrument Cuide Tubes ln 
A D-Rln& 

Upper Endfittin& Storage Area 

Reactor Coolant Drain Tank 

Letdown Coolera 

Reactor Building Basement and Sump 

Tool Decontamination Facility 

Defuelin& Vater Cleanup Syatea 

Defuelln£ Tool Reck 

Teaporery Reactor Vesael Filtration 
System 

Reactor Building Draine 

Total 

2. 9 

4 . 6 

41.6 

9.7 

46 .2 

13 .0 

0 . 2 

8. 1 

2. 9 

0 . 2 

8. 1 

1.3 

9. 7 

<159.3 

Fuel Quantity 
(I.e . , uo2 ) 
(kllo&r&~~a) 

1.3 

2. 1 

18 . 9 

4 .9(b) 

21.0 

0 . 1 

3. 7(c) 

1.) 

0 . 1 

3 . 7 

0 . 6(d) 

4 .4 

<72 .4 

(e) Date vere obtained froa Table 4 . 3-1 of CPU 199le . 
(b) One fuel container containing three upper endfittinga v111 

remain atored in the deep end of the fuel tranafer canal and 
rather then in the endfltting atora&• container area •• atated 
in CPU 1990e . There are 1. 4 kllo&ram. of reaidual fuel in 
thi• container . The fuel value• in thi• teble have been 
chan&ed accordingly (CPU 199la) . 

(c) Miniaua detectable limit (KDL) 
(d) This value vaa changed from that given in CPU 1990e by CPUNC 

Calculation 4240- 3232- 90-066 , •Reactor Fuel Quantity on 
Defuelin& Toola,• Reviaion 0 , dated October 1990. 
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Table 4 . 6 . Final Residual Fuel Inventory Estimates by Location 
in the Reactor Coolant System and the Reactor Vessel<•> 

Location 

Reactor Veuel 

Ex-vessel Reactor Coolant System 

Pressurizer (including surge line) 

Once-Through Steam Cenerator A Side 
Upper Tube Sheet 
Tube Bundle 
Lover Head and J-Legs 
Hot Leg 
Cold Legs 
Core Flood Ltne 

Once-Through Steam Cenerator B Side 
Upper Tube Sheet 
Tube Bundle 
Lover Head and J-Legs 
Hot Leg 
Cold Legs 
Core Flood Line 

Reactor Coolant Pumps 

RCS Surface Films 

Decay Heat Drop Line 

Subtotal 

Total 

Fuel Quantity 

Pounds 
(i.e . , U02) 
(kilograms) 

1339 608 . 8 

1.1 0 . 5 

3 . 1 1.4 
3 .7 1.7 
9 . 7 4 . 0 
2 .0 0 . 9 

15 . 8 7 . 2 
1.3 0 .6 

79 . 2 36 .0 
20 .0 9 . 1 
22 . 2 10 . 1 
4 .0 1.8 
9 . 2 4 . 2 
0 . 9 0 .4 

13 . 6 6 .2 

10 . 1 4 . 6 

_u ---l...l 

199. 2 90 . 2 

1538 699 

(a ) Data were obtained from Table 4 . 3-1 or CPU 199le . 
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Table 4 . 7 Final Residual Fuel Inventory 'Estimates by Location 
in the Auxiliary (S~~) and Fuel-Handling Building<•> 

Cubicle 
Number<b) Area Description 

AX004 Seal Injection Valve Room 

AX006 Makeup and Purification PuDp lB Room 

AX007 Makeup and Pur1!1cat1on PuDp lA Room 

AX012 Auxiliary Building Sump Tank Room 

AXOlSafb Cleanup Filters Room 

AX019 

AX020 

AX021 

AX024 

AX102 
AX131 
AX134 

AX112 

AX114 

AXUS 

AX116 

AX117 

Vasta Disposal Liquid Valvo Room 

Reactor Coolant Bleed Holdup Tanks 
18 and lC Room 

Reactor Coolant Bleed Holdup Tank lA Room 

Auxiliary Building Sump Filters Room 

Reactor Building Sump Pump Filters Room 
Miscellaneous Vaete Holdup Tank Room 
Miscellaneous Vaste Tank Pumps Room 

Seal Return Coolers and Filter Room 

Makeup and Purification Demineralizer 
lA Room 

Makeup and Purification Demineralizer 
lB Room 

Makeup Tank Room 

Makeup and Purification Filters Room 

See footnotes at end o! table . 
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Fuel Quantity 
(l. a ., U02) 

Pounds (kilogrADs) 

0 . 07 0. 03 

0 . 2 0 07(c) 

o.s o.~J(c) 

0 . 2 0 . 10 

0 . 2 

0 .02 

7 . 7 

0 . 7 

0 .04 

0 . 22 

0 . 66 

2 . 3 

0. 3 

0 . 7 

0 . 13 

0 . 1o<c> 

0 .01 

3. 5 

0 . 31 

0 . 02 

0 . 10 

o . 3o<c> 

1.06 

0 . 13 

0 . 31 

0 . 06 



Cubicle 
Nwaber<b) 

AX128 

AX218 

AX501 

AX502 

AX503 

AXS04 

Fli001 

Fli002 
Fli004 
Fli014 

Fli003a 

Fli003b 

Fli101 

Fli109 

F1ill2 

Table 4 . 7 (cont ' d) 

Area Description 

Instrument and Valve Room 

Concentrated Vaste Storage Tank Rooa 

Reactor Building Spray Pump lA Room 

Reactor Building Spray Pump lB Room 

Decay Heat Removal Cooler and Pump lA Room 

Decay Heat Removal Cooler and Pump lB Room 

Makeup Suction Valve Room 

Access Corridor 
Vestinghouse Value Room 
Annulus 

Makeup Discharge Valve Room 

Makeup Discharge Valve Room 

Makeup and Purification Valve Room 

Spent Fuel Pool A 

Annulus 

Embedded Valves and Piping (Makeup System) 

Embedded Valves and Piping (Vaste Disposal 
Liquid Syste11) 

Total SNM Inventory 

Pounds 

0 . 02 

0 , 02 

0 . 02 

0 . 02 

0 . 02 

0 . 02 

1. 0 

0 . 35 

0 . 02 

0 . 2 

0 . 7 

8. 3 

0 . 02 

0 . 4 

0 . 9 

25 . 3 

(a) Data vere obtained from Table 4 . 3-2 of CPU 1991e. 
(b) All locations not listed contain less than 0 . 011 pounds 

(0 .005 kilograms) U02 per area . 
(c) Minimua detectable 11111t (MDL) . 
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Fuel Quantity 
(1. e . , uo2) 
(kilograms) 

0 . 01 

0 . 01 

0 . 01 

0 . 01 

0 . 01 

0 . 01 

0 .46 

0 . 16 

0. 01 

0 . 10 

0 . 32 

3 . 8 

0 . 01 

0 . 17 

0 . 04 

11 . 46 



During the accident , core debris vas transported by the cooling vater through 
the reactor coolant systea and into the AFH&, primarily through the make-up 
and purification system and the seal injection sylte=. Some of thi1 core 
debrl1 aay have further relocated Into other system• as part of the post­
accident Vater proce11lng and cleanup activities . Core debris ha• been 
removed fro• tha1e system• . The licen•ee estiaates (CPU 199le, PDHS SAR 
Table 4 . 3-2) that less than 96 pounds (12 kilograa1) of fuel (i . e . , U02) in 
the form of plated aaterial on the Interior aurfaces of piping and aa particu­
late aaterial in dead lege, tanks, and so forth, re .. tn in the AFH&. Of the 
137 cubicles in the AFH& , lOS have been determined to contain less than 
0. 005 kilograms per area of residual fuel (i.e . , U02) (PDKS SAR Table 4.3-2) . 
The altlaated quantity of residual fuel (i.e . , U02) ln the cubicles ranges 
fro• the ainiaum detectable limit to almost 9 pounds (3 . 8 kilograa1), vith 
less than 26 pound• (12 kilograa1) total . The esti .. ted quantity and location 
of residual fuel (i . e . , U02) in the AFH& are given in Table 4.7. 

The safe fuel mass limit (SFML) and the corre1pondlng criticality analysis for 
the TKI-2 facility are discussed ln Section 5. 1 of this report . 
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S PREREQUISITES FOR POST-DEFUELING MONITORED STORAGE 

The basic criterion for reviewing the proposed PDKS is complience vith 
co .. ission reJUlations regardin& radioactive releases and aaintenance ·of PDKS 
environmental protection 1y1tems, coaponents, and ltructurea. The first six 
prerequi1itea for placin& the THI-2 facility into PDKS listed belov are b1sed 
on NRC staff evaluation of information provided by the licen1ee in the PDKS 
SAR 1. 1. 2 . 1 (CPU 1989e) . The seventh prerequisite belov vas identified by the 
NRC staff. 

1. Defueling of the facility to the extent reasonably achievable and ~o 
1uch a desree that a nuclear criticality ia precluded . 

2 . Shipment off site of all fuel and core debris that have been reaoved 
froa the reactor and associated systems . 

3. Removal of vater , to the extent practicable , fro• the reactor coolant 
system ; draining of the fuel transfer canal ; and isolation of the fuel 
transfer tubes . To the extent that the spent fuel pools are needed to 
store the accident-senerated vater before di1posal, water may reaain in 
these pools after the start of PDHS . 

4 . A reduction of the potential for release of radioactive material from 
the facility vithin the desisn objectives specified in 10 CFR Part SO, 
Appendix I, for offaite dose consequences ; and a reduction of the 
potential for instantaneous concentrations of released material vithin 
the li~its specified ln 10 CFR Part 20. 

S. Shipaent of£ site or packagin& and ata&ing for shipment of remaining 
radioactive vaate !roa the aajor THI- 2 decontamination activltiel . 

6. Determination and reduction of radiation levels within the facility ao 
that neces•ary and required plant aonitoring, aaintenance , and 
inspection• can be performed. 

7. Definition and establishment of a surveillance program for PDKS 
environmental protection systems to ensure public health and aafety. 

Each of these prerequisites is discussed belov. 
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S. l Reduction of Potential (or Accidental Crltlcollty 

Defueling of tha THI-2 reactor and re•oval of fuel fro• tho reactor coolant 
syato• and aoaociatad co.ponenta hava been co•pleted to tha axtent raaoonably 
achiavable . The licenaee dafined dafueling to the extent reasonably 
achievable (CPU 1990d) aa iaple•entation of the following objactivea : 

1. All fuel vill be removed that ia reaoonably a cceasible within 
technicelly practical methode; 

2 . Sufflclent fuel vlll be removed to ensure the absence of a potential 
criticality regardlesa of degree of acceasibility and level of 
difficulty; and 

3. Raaidual !uel that is not reasonably accessible by practical meana and 
ha1 been dotermined to hove no aignificant impact on public health and 
aafety DIY remain. 

The NRC staff concurred vith the licensee ' s definition of "defueled to the 
-xtent reasonably achievable . • In asaessing technical acceasibility and 
practicality , the NRC staff evaluated vhether nev technology vould have to be 
developed to remove additional core debris . The NRC staff also evaluated the 
additional costs both in dollars and in person-rem of radiation exposure to 
remove i ncremental quantities of core debris . The average unlt colt per 
kilogr .. of core debri• ramoved during defueling, ba1ed on information given 
in the licensee's DCB (CPU 1990e) , vas $1900 and 0 . 02 person-rem . The staff 
determined, based on information given in the licensee ' s DCR (CPU 1990e), that 
to remove signifi cant quantities of additional core debris , it vould be an 
order of magnitude more expensive monetarily and tvo orders of magnitude 
higher in personnel exposure . 

Residual fuel is primarily distributed as plated material on the internal 
surf~cas of the reactor vessel and components, reactor coolant pipes , 
pressurizer, ate&D generators , and reactor coolant pumps ; as aolid and 
particulate Dlterial in the lovor portions of the reactor vessel ; as 
particulate material in tanks, demineralizers , and dead lege in the piping 
systems ; and as sludge i n the reactor building basement and the auxiliary and 
fuel-handling building (AFH8) floor drains . 

The licensee has provided the result• of its analysis of thl fuel quantitiea 
remaining in the THI- 2 facility . It aubmitted its initial report , •oefueling 
Completion Report• (CPU 1989h) , to the NRC by letter dated JulyS , 1989. It 
submitted three &Dend=ents and a final report (CPU 1989i, 1989j , 1990d, and 
1990e) by February 22, 1990. The report vaa supplemented by a letter dated 
April 12 , 1990 (CPU 1990f), documenting the results of tho final cleenup 
following the lover head S&Dpling program, and containing a revised critical ­
ity anal ysia that Dido use of the January 1990 vi deo inspection results . The 
report a• supplemented provides the licensee ' s estimate of the quantity of 
fuel reDiining and itl location , form , potential for mobility , and potential 
for criticality. The ! acility i• divided into four major areas : ( 1) the 
AFH8 , (2) the reactor building (out1ide the react or coolant •ystem and the 
reactor vea1el), (3 ) the reac t or coolant 1ystem, and (4) the r eactor vessel . 
Indiv i dua l locations v i th ln t hese larger areas ver e eva l uat ed i n detail . The 
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fuel estimates (as shown in Tables 4 . S and 4 . 6) are based on accident flov 
•odels, radiation measurements, and visual observations . 

The NRC staff reviewed the licensee's "Defueling Completion Report,• including 
the quantification of the fuel and the analysts of the potential for a 
criticality . In addition to the independent analysts of the criticality 
potential at the THI-2 facility , the NRC staff independently verified, on an 
audit basis , the licensee's estimates of fuel remaining at THI-2 following the 
defueling effort . The staff examined the potential for the licensee to have 
overlooked significant quantities of fuel and concluded that the licensee had 
identified all locations containing significant amounts (more than 9 pounds 
(4 kilograms)) of Tesidual fuel, i . e ., uo2 (NRC 1990c). The NRC staff 
conservatively chose 4 kilograms of fuel as significant because lesser 
quantities vould not change the conclusions of the staff ' s and the licensee's 
criticality analyses . The licensee's measurement results and the h~C staff 
reviev were used (1) to provide information regarding the quantity of fuel 
remaining in the THI-2 facility during the PDMS period proposed by the 
licensee and (2) to ensure that the possibility o! •~ inadvertent criticality 
was precluded for both routine conditions and conditlons involving the 
accidental shifting or movement of fuel. 

The sta!f has also performed verification measurements of the fuel quantities 
remaining in selected areas of the THI-2 facility (~~C 199la) . 'These measure­
ments were performed in five cubicles of the AFHB and on four incore instz·u­
ment guide tube bundles in the reactor building . The goal of the measurements 
vas to provide an Independent verification of the licensee's measurement of 
residual fuel . 

On the basis of the results of the measurements , the staff concluded that 
the licensee's analysis methodology generally ensured a conservative fuel 
estimate . In all but one location , the licensee's estimates of the fuel 
quantities were higher than the NRC staff's central estimates . The single 
exception was incore instrument guide tube bundle 7; however, the licensee's 
estimate of fuel remaining in the guide tube bundle was vithin the range 
estimated by the h~C staff . 

To evaluate the potential for a criticality in the remaining fuel, the h~C 
staff reviewed the licensee's calculation of the safe fuel mass limit (SFML) 
for the THI-2 fuel , that is, the quantity of fuel below which there vould be 
no possibility of an accidental criticality . 

The licensee calculated the SFKL by assuming an optimum fuel geocetry (size 
and shape of the fuel), optimum moderation, and an infinite water ref~ector . 
These assumptions provide the optimum conditions for a criticality. The 
licensee assumed that the fuel vas uniformly mixed. The licensee calculated 
the average enrichment of the three regions of the core after burnup to be 
2 . 24 percent . Using these assumptions , the licensee calculated the SFKL to 
be 309 pounds (140 kilograms) . The staff has found the licensee's SFKL of 
309 pounds (140 kilograms) acceptable only for the fuel that was transported 
out of the reactor vessel during the Harch 28, 1979. accident and subsequent 
de(ueling activities . Fuel samples taken by the licensee in the reactor 
vessel during the defuellng process have shown localized areas vhere the 
fuel enrichment exceeded 2 . 24 percent. On the basis of an enrichment of 
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2.67 weight percent (wt\) uranlum-235 corresponding to the burnup of the more 
highly enriched fuel, the NRC staff determined the appropriate SFML to be 
205 pounds (93 kilograas) of fuel (i . e . , U02) in the reactor vessel (NRC 
1990c) and 309 pounds (140 kilograms) outside the reactor vessel. The 
assumption is that fuel outside the reactor vessel is well m1xed and the 
average enrichment value (2 . 24 percent) applies . Thus, two SFMLs apply : 
205 pounda (93 kilograms) Cor fuel (i . e . , U02) located in the reactor vessel 
and 309 pounds (140 kilograms) Cor fuel (i.e., U02) located outside the 
reactor vessel . 

The staff compared the appropriate SFHL vith the quantity of fuel remaining ln 
four areas in the TKI-2 facility (1) the AFHB, (2) the reactor building, 
(3) the reactor coolant system, and (4) the reactor vessel . It evaluated each 
area separately because each area is physically isolated from the others and 
there is no transport mechanism available to cause inadvertent transport of 
fuel and core debris from one area to the other. Each of the arees is 
discussed below . 

5. 1. 1 Auxiliary and Fuel-H~ndling Building 

The estimated quantity of fuel (i . e ., V02) in the AFHB as given in the PDMS 
SAR (CPU 199le) is less than 26 pounds (12 kilograms) (Teble 4 . 7) . The 
largest quantity of fuel in a single cubicle vithin the AFHB is 8 . 3 pounds 
(3 . 8 kilograms) in FH109 , spent fuel pool •A• . The total quantity (26 pounds 
(12 kilograms)) is 8 . 6 percent of the SFHL for areas outside the reactor 
vessel . Verification measurements performed by the h~C staff indicate that 
the licensee's estimate of fuel quantities in the AFHB is conservetively high 
and the ectual quantities of fuel (i . e ., U02) remaining in the areas measured 
by the NRC staff were lower or within the range of the quantities reported by 
the licensee , 

5 . 1 . 2 Reactor Building 

The estlaated quantity of fuel (i . e ., U02) in the reactor building (not 
including the reactor coolant system or the reactor vessel) as given in the 
PDMS SAR (CPU 199le) is less than 160 pounds (72 .4 kilograms) (Table 4 , 5) , 
The largest quantity of fuel in a single location is in the sections of the 
flow distributor removed from the reactor vessel that contained incore 
instrument guide tubes that were bagged and suspended in the •A• D- ring. The 
licensee's measurements and estimates indicate that there are 46 pounds 
(21 kilograms) of fuel (i . e ., U02) in this location. Verificat~on measure­
menta performed by the h~C staff indicate that this is a conservatively h igh 
estimate of the remaining quantity of fuel and that the actual quantity of 
fuel remaining in this location is the same as, or less than, that reported 
by the licensee (h~C 199la) . This is 15 percent of the ex-vessel SFML of 
309 pounds (140 kilograms) , using 2 .24 wt\ uranium- 235 enrichment , for areas 
outaide the reactor vessel . If the fuel (i . e . , U02) from all locations vithin 
the reector building (less then 160 pounds (72.4 kilograms) not including the 
reactor coolant syatem or reactor vessel) were to be combined , the total would 
be only alightly over 50 percent of the ex-vessel SFML. 
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5. 1. 3 Reactor Coolant System 

The estimated quantity of fuel (i .e . , U02) in the reactor coolant system 
outside the reactor vessel (see Table 4 . 6) as given in the POMS SAR (CPU 
199le) is 199 pounds (90. 2 kilograms) . This estimated is below the SFHL of 
309 pounds (140 kilograms) for areas outside the reactor vessel using an 
enrichment of 2. 24 vt' uranium-235 . The largest quantity of fuel (i . e . , U02) 
in a single location is in the •s• once-through steam generator upper tube 
sheet, where an estimated maximum of approximately 80 pounds (36 kilograms) is 
located , This amount of residual fuel exists primarily as tightly adherent 
material and vas not readily removable using available dynamic defueling 
techniques and is not readily transportable to other locations for accumula­
tion . The remaining residual fuel is dispersed throughout the reactor coolant 
system in the form of finely divided , small-particle-si:e material and adher­
ent film on surfaces . It should be noted that even if the remaining fuel 
became mobile and non:echanist i cally accumulated in the lowest point of each 
half of the reactor coolant system , the greatest possible quantity that coul d 
accumulate would be less than the 309-pound ( 140-kilogram) SFML (for areas 
outside the reactor vessel) . The separation of the two sides (A and B sides) 
of the reactor coolant system provides an additional margin of safety in 
isolating the remaining quantities of fuel . 

The ~~C staff reviewed the l i censee ' s estimates, including videotapes of 
inspections of the inside of the reactor coolant system, and concluded that 
the licensee's estimates were reasonable and conservative (h~C 1990c) . 

5. 1.4 Reactor Vessel 

On the basis of the results of the licensee ' s post-lover head sampling program 
cleanup (CPU 199le), the estimated quant i ty of fuel (i . e ., U02) in the reactor 
vessel is 1339 pounds (608 . 8 kilograms) (see Table 4 . 6) . This amount vas 
sisnificantly greater than the SFML for the reactor vessel of 205 pounds 
(93 kilograms) . For this reason, the licensee performed a separate criti­
cality safety analysis . For the analysis , the licensee used in-vessel 
inspections of core debris locations and quantities to develop a specific 
three-dimensional analytical model of the fuel in the reactor vessel rather 
than making worst-case assumptions regarding the geometry and reflectivity . 
For the purposes of the criticality analysis , fuel vas specifically modeled in 
the reactor vessel bottom head , the lover core support assembly, and the core 
former area (i . e ., the area between the core former baffle plates and the core 
barrel) in the uppe r core support assembly. Figure 5. 1 shows the location of 
the reactor components . In other areas of the reactor vessel , the fuel 
accumulations within the vessel were considered to be too small or were 
separated from those areas where fuel vas located by enough distance (the 
equivalent of approximately 12 inches (30 centimeters ) of water) so as not to 
cause a reactivity increase as a result of neutronic interaction be~ween the 
areas . 

Fuel vas modeled as if it extended radially in from the core barrel to the 
maximum distance where fuel vas observed on each lover core support assembly 
plate . Also , the full periphery of each pl a t e vas assumed i n the model to be 
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loaded vith fuel even though aome areas did not contain fuel (this latter 
assumption probably had only a marginal effect on the reactivity of the 
system) . The amount of fuel (i .e . , U02) that vas assumed in this model , 
6400 pounds (2910 kilograms) , vas conservative vhen compared to that vhich is 
estimated to remain in the vessel (1339 pounds (608 . 8 kilograms)) . Additional 
asauaptions included a fuel enrichment of 2.96 vt' uraniua-235 before burnup, 
vith no credit allowed !or the presence of structural and solid poison 
materials in the fuel or for moderation vith unborated vater . A kerr* of 
0. 95 vas used as the NRC ' s acceptance criterion, based on the limit allowed 
in Standard Technical Specifications (~~C 199lb) !or spent fuel atorage . The 
results of the licensee's analysis gave a ke[[ of 0 . 945, indicating subcriti­
cality . The ~~C staff raviewed the licensee ' s calculations and verified that 
the assumpt ions used vere highly conservative and that the model used and the 
calculations made were correct, thus verifying that subcriticality is .ensured. 

The staff reviewed the licensee ' s reactor vessel measurements . It selected 
several areas within the reactor vessel with the potential !or uninventoried 
fuel and examined videotapes of the locations in detail . It determined that 
there vas some additional fuel that the licensee had failed to include in the 
estimates ; however, the amounts vere insignificant (probably less than 
2 .2 pounds (1 kilogram )) relative to ;he reported quantity of fuel (i . e_, U02) 
in the reactor vessel (1339 powads (608 . 8 kilograms)) . The staff decided to 
enlarge the audit sample size and examine additional areas . After additional 
evaluation and reviev , the staff concluded that the licensee had looked at and 
characterized the remaining fuel in all locations vithin the reactor vessel . 
The staff determined after revieving the videotapes of the selected locations 
vithin the reactor vessel and the calculation of residual fuel based on the 
video inspections that the licensee ' s estimates of residual fuel (CPU 1990!) 
are reasonable and conservative . 

Given the type and physical condition of the fissile material present , 
criticality vould be possible only if this material vere to accumulate in 
greater quantities at some location. In all areas outside the reactor vessel 
the SFML of 140 kilograms has not been reached , and intermixin& of the fuel 
vithin these areas could only be accomplished by deliberute action . The only 
area where fuel might be able to accumulate is in the lover head of the 
reactor vessel. In its analysis of the result of a redistribution of the 
available material into the lover head, the licensee assumed that 772 pounds 
(350 kilograms) is available for redistribution (this is all loose , fine 
granular debris and surface films but not material that is fused to the 
reactor internals) . The licensee 's model calculations indicate that , using 
the aos t conservative assumptions, this redistribution vould result ln a 
aaxiaum kef! of 0 . 913 . The ~~C staff concluded that this ls a conservative 
analysis , since auth of this core debris is in the annular gap and thus vould 

* The kerf can be defined as the effective multiplication factor. For a kef! 
of 1, the reactor is just critical ; neutrons are produced at the saae rate 
as they are lost , and the system is balanced. If kerf is less than 1 , the 
fuel is subcritical, and more neutrons are consumed than are produced . In 
this case, the chain reaction is not self-sustaining. For a ke[f greater 
than l, the system is said to be supercritical , and the number of neutrons 
and the power level increase with each generation . 
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not be available to be redlatrlbuted into the lover head. In addition, a 
erltleallty la precluded evan under accident conditione by the abaenca of 
aufflclent vater and the praaence of neutron poleona , lncludln& (1) 1•pur1tiee 
in the realdual fuel, (2) boron in any re .. tnin& vater, (3) atructural 
.. tarial, and (4) a atable and lnaoluble-neutron poiaon, vhlch baa been added 
by the licenaee to the botto• head of the reactor veaael follovin& dralnin& of 
the reactor coolant ayata• (CPU 199le, SAR 4 . 3. 5) . 

In the criticality analysis, the llceneee also considered the possibility of 
neutronlc couplln& of the core debrie vithln the veaael and the core debrla 
located in other areas of the facility . However, thla poaaibility vaa 
discounted as the core debris in theae areaa is vall separated from the core 
debris in other locatlona and no identifiable •ethoda exist for transportln& 
the fuel into or out of the vessel . 

The reaulta of the analyses indicate that there ia no potential for a 
criticality in the fuel =emeinin& in the TKI-2 facility durin& either noraal 
or accident conditions . The conservatism built into the model and the aafe­
&uarde contained in the licensee'• co .. ltment •• a prerequisite to POMS to 
remove vater from the reactor veseel, the licensee'• coaaitment (CPU 199le, 
SAR 4 . 3. 5) to add a neutron poiaon into the reactor vessel, aa vall ae licen•• 
reetrictions on deliberate fuel movement (proposed PDMS Technical Specifica­
tion 3. 2. 1. 1 and 3 .2 . 1. 2), vould further preclude the possibility of a 
criticality. 

If any fuel la re•oved fro• the reactor vessel in the future, the 205-pound 
(93-kilo&ram) SFKL vill apply to that fuel . This 205-pound (93-kilo&ram) SFKL 
vould be applied based on the potential for an enrichment of 2 . 67 vt' uraniua-
235 of the residual fuel to exi1t aa a result of little or no mlxln& of fuel 
havin& occurred. Also, if the fuel in the reactor ve1sel la rearran&ed 
outside the analyzed &eometrles uead in the reactor vessel criticality 
analyst~. the 205-pound (93-kllo&ram) SFKL vlll apply to the rearran&ed fuel . 
To enaure that the criticality calculations remain valid and that the &eometry 
of the remalnln& fuel remains aa defined in the criticality calculation•, the 
license conditicns prohibit takln& any action that vould result in the move­
Dent of more than 45 percent of the SFKL (93 pounds (42 kllo&rams)) from or 
vlthin the reactor ve1sel without 1pecific prior approval of the NRC (propo1ed 
POMS Technical Specification• 3 .2.1 . 1 and 3.2.1.2). 

Ba1ed on reviev of the licensee ' s e1timate1 of .reJidual fuel and calculation• 
of SFHL and independent evaluation, calculation• and verification, the staff 
concludes that the prerequisite that the facility baa been defueled to the 
extent reasonably achievable an~ to 1uch a de&ree that a nuclear criticality 
ia precluded has been •et . 

5. 2 Remoyel of fuel end Core Oebrl1 From the Ibrcr Hlle Island Site 

All defuelin& cani1tera containin& core debris from the reactor and ae1ociated 
•yatem• have been removed fro• the reactor buildin& and shipped off aite . 
Re1idual fuel (i .e . , U02) re•eln• in the facility in the form of core debrl• 
lod&ed in structural &•P• and crevices, or as pleteout in the pipe• and on 
1urfece1 in the reactor coolant system end associated structures.• The 
licensee e1tlmatea that the total quantity of fuel remaining in the THI-2 
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facility is less than 1723 pounds (783 kilograms) (CPU 1991e) . This is 
estimated by the licensee to be less than 1 percent of the original inventory 
of fuel . The NRC staff bas verified that all remaining defueling canisters 
containing core debris have been removed from the reactor facility (NRC 
1990d). 

lased on review of the licansee'a records and observation of activities , the 
staff concludes that the prerequisite that all fuel and core debris that have 
been removed from the reactor and associated systems bas been shipped off site 
bas been mat . 

5 . 3 Bcmoyal of Votrr 

Evaporation of the accident-generated vater vas begun in January 1991 , and 
removal and processing of the wa ter will be completed either before or near 
the start of PDHS . The NRC staff evaluated the processing and disposal of the 
accident-generated water in a safety evaluation (~~C 1989f). In addition to 
romoval of the accident-generated water, the fire mains within the .reactor 
building will be closed with valves and drained before PDMS to minimi:e the 
pctential for introduction of water into the reactor vessel . 

As far as possible, water in the reactor vessel , the reactor coolant system, 
the reactor building fuel canal, and the fuel transfer tubes will be removed . 
The reactor vessel will then be covered to minimi:e the potential for water 
entry . The licensee bas drilled holes in the canal seal plate to prevent the 
refueling canal from filling . The submerged deminerali:er system and •a• 
spent fuel pool will be drained and shielded to permit personnel to enter to 
conduct aurveill6uce artivities . Ho~ever , some residual water will reaain in 
the facility; it is estimated (CPU 199la, Section 6 . 2. 27 . 2) that the reactor 
vessel will contain less than 10 gallons (38 liters) of Vater. The quantity 
of vater that will remain throughout the reactor coolant system is not enough 
to transport radioactive material within the facility . 

lased on observation of the facility , and review of the licensee ' s actions and 
commitments specified in the PDMS SAR . the staff concludes that the prerequi­
site to remove, to the extent practicable. water from the reactor coolant 
system ; drain the fuel transfer canal ; and isolate the fuel transfer tubes 
vill be met . 

5 .4 Beducrion of the Potential for thr Relrosr of Radioocrivr Horcriol 

The potential for release of any significant quantity of radioactive material 
from THI-2 during PDMS has been minimi:ed by the removal of as much of the 
fuel and core debris as reasonably achievable and the decontamination of large 
aections of the reactor building and AFH8 surfaces, equipment , and piping. 
The major source of radioactive material remaining in the facility is inside 
the reactor building (see Section 4 .2) . 8oth routine and accidental releases 
of the• remaining radioactive contamination by atmospheric and liquid pathways 
ore considered in this section . Transfer of contamina~lon by pests is also 
considered, although not quantified . 
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.--------------------------------------- --------------

S. 4 .1 Routine Atmospheric Releases 

Caseous effluent released from TKI-2 is limited by 10 CFR Part 20 (Appendix B, 
Table II , Column I) and the design objectives of Appendix I of 10 CFR Part 50 , 
For gaseous effluent from TKI-2 , the dose from radionuclides (other than noble 
gaseous effluent) must not exceed lS . O millirem to any organ for the calendar 
year. The concentration of radioactive material in air released to the 
atmosphere must not exceed the values specified in 10 CFR Part 20, Appendix B, 
Table II, Column I . The U.S . Environmental Protection Agency's envi ronmental 
standards for the uranium fuel cycle given in 40 CFR Part 190 require that 
"the annual dose equivalent does not exceed 25 millirem to the whole body , 
75 millirem to the thyroid , and 25 millirem to any other organ of any member 
of the public as the result of exposures to planned discharges of radioactive 
materials , radon and its daughters excepted, to the general environment from 
uranium fuel cycle operations and to radiation from these operations . • The 
proposed PDHS Technical Specification limits are based on the design objective 
annual exposure values specified in 10 CFR Part 50 , Appendix I . Appendix I 
states that the total quantity of all radioactive iodine and radioactive 
material in particulate form above background to be released in effluent to 
the atmosphere will not result in an estimated annual dose or dose commitment 
to any individual in an unrestricted area from all pathways of exposure in 
excess of 15 millirem to any organ. The calculated annual total quantity of 
all radioactive material above background to be released to the atmosphere 
also will not result in an estimated annual air dose from gaseous effluent at 
any location near ground level that could be occupied by individuals in 
unrestricted areas in excess of 10 millirad for gamma radiation and 
20 millirad for beta radiation. 

As indicated in Section 4 . 2, the major portion (approximately 46 ,000 curies) 
of the remaining residual contamination is in the reactor building. Thus , the 
calculated annual dose from routine releases from the TKI-2 ~acility is based 
on activity released from the reactor building. The licensee has stated in 
the PDMS SAR (CPU 199la, SAR 7. 2.4 . 3) that during PDHS , the reactor contain­
ment will not be actively ventilated except before a~d during entries . 
Periodic entries will be made during PDHS into the reactor containment and the 
AFHB for measurement and surveillance activities . Before entry into the 
containment, the containment will be ventilated (CPU 199la, SAR 7 . 2.4 . 3) using 
the reactor building purge system. Effluent from the reactor building will be 
routed through the reactor building purge system to the station vent and will 
pass through two high-efficiency particulate air (IlEPA) filter banks ln 
series , Maintenance of the operability of the HEPA filters is contained >n 
the PDHS SAR (CPU 199ld , SAR 7. 2, 1 . 3. 2) . The station vent will be 
continuously monitored during reactor containment ventilation by an effluent 
monitor in the vent ; HP-R-219 or HP-R-219A (CPU 199ld , SAR 7. 2 . 4 . 3) , Vhen the 
reactor containment is not actively ventilated , a containment atmospheric 
breather will be used to maintain pressure equilibrium between the atmosphere 
and the reactor building . The containment atnospheric breather is a 6- inch 
(15 . 2-centlmeter) former hydrogen control system line in which a HEPA f ilter, 
24 inches by 24 inches (61 centimeters by 61 centimeters), has been installed 
between the reactor building and the Ants exhaust fan . The breather thus 
provides a HEPA-filtered pathway for effluent from the containment . Because 
the breather terminates inside the Ants , rather than emptying directly to the 
atnosphere , some ma terial carried by the air will be deposited by impaction 
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and plateout as the air pasJes through the Ants . The breather is the most 
probable pathway for passive ventilation from the containment building because 
the line i• very large compared to other potential leak paths . There is an 
isolation valve between containment and the HEPA filter that vill automatic­
ally close upon receipt of a containment pressure increase of 0 .2S psi. The 
purpose of this isolation iJ to protect the breather HEPA filter in the event 
of e significant fire in the reactor building (CPU 199lb). 

A total of SO discharges of reactor building atmosphere particulate content 
per year wa• conservatively estimated by the licensee (CPU 1991 , SAR 8.1.2 . 1) 
for routine release calculations. This included both active ventilation of 
the containment using the reactor building purge syseem before entry for 
aeeJureaent and Jurveillance activities, and passive air changes through the 
atmospheric breather as a result of atmospheric pressure changes (conser-
vatively e•timated by the licensee to be 10 per year), -

Although the amount of radioactive material in the AFHS that is available for 
release is auch smaller than the amount in the reactor building , there is 
soae potential for a small offsite release . Unlike the reactor building, the 
AFHS is not designed to be leak-tight . Early in the PDMS period, the AFHS 
ventilation system will be continuously operated and the release monitored 
(License Condition 20 of License OPR-73). This circu=stance will provide for 
real-time monitoring of the airflow from the reactor building and the Ants to 
the environment by way of the effluent monitors in the station vent (HP-R-219 
or HP-R-219A) . The staff has determined that the normal ventilation system 
should be operated and continuous effluent monitoring conducted until an 
appropriate database has been established . The licensee has committrd 
(CPU 199le , SAR 7.2.4 . 3) to conduct a special aonitoring program of AFHS 
airborne levels of radioactive material for at least a 1-year period before 
PDMS , and for at least l year after entry into PDMS ( see Proposed PDMS License 
Condition 2.0). This special monitoring program will be temporarily suspended 
when activities in the AFHS are expected to generate significant airborne 
levels of radioactive materiel . The assumption is made (with the exception of 
activities generating significant airborne levels of radioactive material ) 
that the operation of the ventilation systea will result in greater resus­
pension of radioactive material as a result of the air aovement than If the 
ventilation system vera shut down. Thus , aeesurement of radioactive mater ial 
being resuspended and removed !roa the building by the ventilation system 
during nor.el P&HS operations vill provide a conservative indication of 
potential releases from the AFHS in the absence of ventilation. 

The licensee has estimated the offsite dose from a 1-year routine atmospher ic 
release from the TMl-2 fac ility (CPU 1990e , SAR Table 8 . 1-S)) assuming no 
operation of the AFHS ventilation aystem except before entry of personnel. 
The licenaee'a estimate vas baJed on measurements of air ... ples aade during 
the period of time prior to routine reactor building entries . A first order 
rate equation vas used to determine the souree and depletion paraae~ers which 
approximate the observed behavior of the alr concentrations follovln& the 
initial krypton purge . The sink and source estl~ates vere used to predict 
equilibr of 1. 0 x 10-8 ~Ci/cm2 of cesiua-137 and 3.0 x lo-9 ~Ci/cm2 for 
stront l~ ~0/yttriua-90. The licensee conservatively assumed a total of 50 
dlschar~ s of the reactor building atmosphere perttc•:late content.per year (as 
indlcated previously) . This resulted in 2. 8 x 10-4 Ci/year of ceslua-137, 

S-11 



8.5 x to-5 Ci/year of strontium-90/yttrium-90 and 3.7 x 10-8 Cl/year of 
transuranics . The licensee estimated a dose commitment of 0 .01 millirem/year 
to the total body of the maximally exposed o!!site individual and 0 .02 
ailliremfyear to the bone of the maxi .. lly exposed o!!site indlvidual . The 
licensee ' s estlDAtes are also considerably s .. ller than the desi&n objectives 
apeci!ied in 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix I ; the limite &iven in 40 CFR Part 190; 
and in the licensee's proposed PDHS Technical Specifications . 

The NRC ataff has also independently esti .. ted the of!site dose !rom a 1-year 
routine release from the TMI-2 facility . The staff identified four major 
sources of potentially sus?endible contamination in P£IS Supplement 3 
(~~C 1989a): (1) the enclosed stairwell/elevator structure ; (2) the sludge 
residue on the reactor buildin& basement floor ; (3) the re .. ining surface 
contamination on the concrete valls , equipment, overhead structures , and so 
forth ; and (4 ) the surface contamination on the valls and equipment located 
in the D-rings . A resuspension factor* of 0 , 000002/ meter (Clayton 1970; 
Dunster 1962) vas applied to the fraction of contamination deemed to be 
potentially suspendible. Credit vas taken for the presence of double-stage 
HEPA filters in the reactor building purge system and of double-stage HEPA 
filters in the station vent !or air that left the reactor building by vay of 
the at mospheric breather system. 

The ~~C staff has estimated the amount of r adioactive material to be released 
annually during the PDMS period as 0 .0012 curie of strontium-90/yttrium-90 and 
0 . 013 curie of cesium-137 . ** This estimate is based on the assumption that 
a fraction of the contamination present in the reactor building becomes resus­
pended and is either released to the atmosphere dur ing active ventilation of 
the containment or by vay of the breather pathway during ventilation of the 
IJ1t! . 

The s:aff ' s estimated release !rom the reactor building during a 1-year 
period (assuming operation of the AFH! ventilation and filtration syst~m) 
vould result in a 50-year dose co=mitment*** of approximately 1. 6 millirem 
to the bone of the maximally exposed o!!site individual and approximately 
0. 16 millirem to the total body of the maxiDAlly exposed o!!aite individual . 
The estimated dose !rom a 1-year routine release from the THI-2 facility ia 
considerably amaller than the design objective specified in 10 CFR 
Part 50, Appendix 1; the limits given in 40 CFR Part 190; and in the 
licensee's proposed PDHS Technical Specifications. 

Although the licensee has commi t ted to initially operate the AFH! ventilation 
system, the ~~C staff has also evaluated the release of contamination for 
the situation in vhich the ventil ation system is not operating . In this 
case, credit vas taken for the HEPA filter in the a t mospheric breather, but 

* The resuspension !actor is the ratio of a ir contamination (~Ci/m3) to the 
surface contamination (~Ci/m2) . · 

** Additional isotopes may be released as given in PElS Supplement 3 (NRC 
1989a) . However , strontlum-90/yttriuc-90 and cesium-137 account for more 
than 95 percent of the dose . 

*** 50-year dose commitment, as calculated by the ~~c. cannot be airectly 
compared to an annual dose as calculated by the licensee . 
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no credit vas taken for the additional deposition of material in the AFH8 from 
i~~pactlon and plateout or for the HEPA filten in the atation vent ." Inatead, 
the breather vas modeled •• if it emptied direc~ly to the atmosphere to ensure 
a conservative evaluation. The ataff calculated a poaaible releaae of 
0. 0021 curie of strontiu.-90/yttriu.-90 end 0.023 curie of cesium-137 . Thia 
gives a SO-year do1e co ... ie.&nt* of epproxiaately 0.28 millirem to the total 
body of the aaxiaally exposed off1ite individual end approxiaately 2 .8 a illi­
r .. to the bone of the aaxiaally exposed offaite individual . Again , the 
e1tiaated doae from a 1-year routine release from the TKI-2 facility i• con­
aiderably a .. ller than the design objective• specified in 10 CFR Part 50, 
Appendix I; the limits given in 40 CFR Part 190; and in the licensee's 
proposed PDKS Technical Specifications . 

5.4 . 2 Routine Liquid Relea1es 

The Haiti for radioactivity in Hquid effluent released from TKI-2 are 
specified in 10 CFR Part 20 (Appendix 8, Table II , Column 2) and in the design 
objectives of 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix 1. These regulations limit the 
eati .. ted annual dose or dose commitment from the liquid effluent released 
from TKI-2 to the site boundary to a dose leas than or equal to 3 aillirem to 
the total body and leas than or equal to 10 .0 millirem to any organ for t~e 
calendar year . Alao , the concentration of radioactive material released at 
any time from TKI-2 to unre1tricted areas is limited to the concentrations 
specified in 10 CFR Part 20, Appendix 8 , T1ble II , Column 2 . Releases of 
radioactivity to any body of vater must also meet EPA ' s environmental stan­
dards for the uranium fuel cycle specified in 40 CFR Part 190. These 
standards require that the annual dose equivalent not exceed 25 aillirea to 
the vhole body, 75 aillirem to the thyroid, and 25 aillirem to any other organ 
of the body. In addition, the release of radioactivity to vater must meet 
EPA'• National Interim Pri .. ry Drinking ~ater Standards specified in 40 CFR 
Part 141 that limit beta particle and photon radioactivity from .. naade 
radionuclidea in co ... unity water ayatema to that level that •shall not produce 
an annual doae equivalent to the total body or any internal organ greater than 
4 aremjyear. • Thia atandard applies to concentrationa at community vater 
intakes downstream of the discharge point. The licensee's current Technical 
Specification limits are baaed on the design objective annual exposure values 
specified in 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix I (aee Section 5 .4 . 1) . 

Routine liquid releases from THI-2 during PDKS are expected to be no more th-" 
5000 gellona (19,000 litera) each year (CPU 1987a) . These releases vould be 
from monitored aourcea and do not include the accident-generated vater that 
.. y be processed during the first years of PDHS . The impact of processing 
the accident-generated vate r is discussed in the safety evaluation for 
accident-generated vater (NRC 1989f) . The .. jor sources of liquids that 
could result in contaminated liquid releases from the facility (other then 
accident-generated veter) are expected to be from groundwater inleakage 
pri .. rily a t the interface (the cork aeal) betveen the AFH8 and the reactor 
building, collected precipitation, end occasional small quantities of fluids 
used for minor decontamination joba (during necessary maintenance or inspcc-

• 50-year dose commitment, as calculated by the NRC, cannot be directly 
compared to an annual dose as calculated by the licensee. 
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tion activities or as a result of the spread of contamination) . Collected 
liquide , other than eccident-&enereted vater, vill be analyzed for contami­
nation and processed throu&h the EPICOR II system or the TKI-1 radvaste 
system, if necessary, to ensure that disch•r&es are less than those specified 
in resulatory requirements . The capability to process potentially contami­
nated liquid vill be maintained during PDKS . 

The licensee estimated (CPU 1990c, SAR 8 . 1.2.2) the amount of radioactive 
material to be released by vay of liquid pathvays . Baled on pravioua 
experience, the ca•iwa-137 and strontium-90/yttriwa-90 concentration• achieved 
by the EPICOR proce11ing 1ystam are 4 x 10-i •Ci/ •1 and 1 x lo-5 •Ci/ml, 
ra•pectivaly (CPU 1992). Based on 5000 &•llons (19,000 liter•), this reaulta 
in a projected offsita do1e (CPU 1990c) of 0 .005 •illir••/year to the bone and 
0 . 002 •illire•/yaar to the total body of the maximally expo1ed offsit! 
individual . 

The NRC 1taff has also independently estiDsted (NRC 1989a) the amount of 
radioactive material to be released by vay of liquid pathvays as approxi•ately 
7. 6 x 10-4 curie/year as shovn in Table 5.1 . The 50-year dose commitment to 
the bone of the maxiD&lly exposed offsite individual fro• a 1-year release i1 
approxiDataly 0 .0009 •1llire•. A dose of 0 .0009 •illire• is al1o esti~ted 
for a 1-year release to the total body of the maximally exposed individual .* 
Both the ~~C staff and licensee ' s calculated doles resultin& from a 1-yaar 
release (as &iven here) are considerably sD&ller than the desi&n objectives 
cited in 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix I ; the li•its &iven in 40 CFR Part 190; the 
limits &iven in 40 CFR Part 141 ; and in the licensee ' s proposed PDHS Technical 
Specification• . 

5 .4 . 3 Accidental Atmospheric Releases 

For an accident situation, the &uidance provided in 10 CFR Part 100 for deter­
mination of exclusion areas is used. This guidance statel that an exclusion 
area is required of such size that an individual located at any point on its 
boundary for 2 hours immediately folloving onset of the postulated fi1sion 
product relea1e vould not receive a total radiation do•• in exces1 of 25 rem 
to the vhole body or a total radiation dole in axces1 of 300 ram to the 
thyroid fro• iodinft expo1ure . 

The licensee estimated the dose that vould result from a number of accidents 
that could potentially relea1e radioactive •aterial to the environment. These 
accidents include (1) a vacuum canl1ter failure, durin& decontamination 
activitie•, (2) the accidental •praying of concentrated contamination vith a 

* The1e do1e1 are based on information &iven in PElS Supplement 3 (NRC 1989a) 
and are shown in Table 3. 6 of that document for releases lastin~ for 5, 23 , 
and 33 years . 
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Table 5. 1 Rates of Routine Liquid Release to the Susquehanna River 
During Poat-Defueling Monitored Storage<•> 

RadionucUde 

Tr1t1wa 
Carbon-14 
Seleniwa-79 
Strontiwa-90/Yttriwa-90 
Nloblwa-93• 
Technetiwa-99 
Rutheniwa-106/Rhodiwa-106 
Cadllliwa-113• 
Antiaony-125 
Telluriwa-125• 
Tin-126/Antiaony-126• 
Ceaiwa-134 
Ceaiwa-135 
Ceaium-137/Bariwa-137• 
Saaariwa-151 

(a) Data vere obtained fro• NRC 1989a. 

Release Rate , Ci/yrCb) 

3. o x 1o-8 
1. 7 x 1o-8 
3.6 x to-9 
3 . 9 x to-s 
7. 4 x lo-9 
1.2 x lo-7 
1.3 x lo-6 
2. 1 x 1o-9 
9. 0 x lo-7 
2. 5 x lo-7 
2. 5 x 1o-9 
s . 6 x 1o-6 
2. 5 x 1o-9 
1.0 x lo-4 
1.8 X 10-S 

(b) Release rate is for the first year of PDMS . Release rates for 
subsequent year, are based on the first-year release rates and 
account for radioactive decay. 

high pressure spray during decontaaination activities , (3) accident al cutting 
of contaainated piping during decontaaination activities, (4) an accidental 
break of contaainated piping during decontaaination activities, (5) a fire 
inside the contaainant building, (6) an open penetration, and (7) a rupture 
and release of resins froa the .. keup and purification deaineralizera . 

The NRC staff performed independent evaluations of the seven potential acci­
dents identified by the licensee ln the PDKS SAR. The staff also evaluated an 
ei&hth potential accident, a fire in the D-ring inside containment . The staff 
analyzed each ~e of accident separately. The results of the accident 
analyses are shovn in Table 5. 2 and are discussed belov and coapared to the 
results obtained by the licensee . 

pocont&glnation Actlylty Accidents 

During PDKS , if aoveaent of radioactive aaterial is detected, soae decon­
taaination activities .. y be conducted to aitigate the iapact and permit 
normal surveillance activities . Durin& these decontamination activities, an 
accident could occur . Such an accident in the reactor containment during the 
PDKS could result in an unanticipated release of radioactive .. terial to the 
environment. In ita PDKS SAR, the licensee evaluated four potential 
decontamination accident scenarios that could occur during decontamination 
activities . • 
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Table 5 . 2 Estl•ated Dose fro• Accidents Durin& Poat-Defuelln& Monitored Stora&e 

Haxl.um Indlvldual Dose. •re• 
vlth Operation vith Ko Operation 

o£ Ventilation Systc• of Ventilation Syatc• 
Accident Total llody !lone Total llody !lone 

1. Decontaaination Activity Accidents 

A. Vacuua Canister Failure 1.2 x to-4(a) 1.1 x 1o-l(a) 

II . Hi&h-Pressure Spray 1. 4 x to-5(a) l.l x lo-4(a) 
of Contaalnatlon 

c . Cuttln& Contaminated Pipe 7. 9 x to-8(a) 8 . l x to- B(a) 

D. llreak o£ Contaainated Pipe 4. 8 x 1o-8(a) 5 . 1 x lo-8Ca) 

2. Fire in Contaiu.ent 

A. Elevator/Stairwell 0 . 02 O. ll 1.6 ll 

II . D-rln&• 0 . 49 0 . 51 49 51 

) . Contalnaent Penetration Failure Not Applicable(b) 2.6 27 

4. Release of Resins fro• Makeup 0.20 0 . 25 20 25 
and Purification Deainerallzer 

(a) Fro• Murphy and Holter 1982. 
(b) Since the release la into the turbine bulldln&, the operation of the auxiliary buildin& 

ventilation ayate• ia not expected to have any eCCect on the offaite dose. 



The decontamination act i vi ty accidents include : (1) failure of a vacuum 
canister, (2) spraying of contamination vith high- pressure spray, ( 3) cutting 
of a contaminated pipe, and (4) a break in a contaminated pipe . The licensee 
developed scenarios for these accidents based on activities evaluated for the 
decommissioning of • generic pressurized-water reactor following an accident 
(Kurphy and Holter 1982) in a study performed for the NRC. For each scenario 
the licensee looked at three cases : ( 1) the reactor building purge system 
operating, (2) the reactor building isolated and at negative pressure, and 
(3) the reactor building under passive ventilation. In all cases, the 
licensee ' s estimate of the effects of these accidents is several orders of 
aagnitude greater than the effects calculated for a generic facility by Kurphy 
and Holter for purposes of comparison. The dose estiaates given in Murphy and 
Holter are shown in Table 5.4 . Although the activities analyzed by the 
licensee are not expected to occur, the licensee ' s analysis ia conservative , 
and in all four cases radiological emissions are aigni i icantly lover than 
those permitted by 10 CFR Part 100 for determination of exclusion areas (a 
total radiation dose to the whole body in excess of 25 rem or a total radia­
tion dose in excess of 300 rem to the thyroid from iodine exposure) . For the 
vacuum canister failure , the licensee estimated 4 . 8 millirem to the maximally 
exposed individual (assuming the reactor building purge system is operating) . 
A dose to the maximally exposed individual of 4 . 0 millirem vas calculated by 
the licensee for the accidental spraying of contaminated liquid (assuming the 
reactor building is at slightly negative pressure and that the total source 
tera release is exhausted to the environment in the first react~r building air 
change subsequent to the activation of the reactor building purge system). 
The dose from the accidental cutting of a contaminated pipe and the dose !roo 
the accidental breaking of a contaminated pipe vere estimated by the licensee 
to be 0 . 005 millirem (assuming the reactor building is at slightly negative 
pressure and the total source term release is exhausted to the environment in 
the first reactor building air change subsequent to the activat i on of the 
reactor building purge system) . 

Fire in the Containment 

The licensee ' s analysis (CPU 1990c , SAR 8. 2. 5) of a fire in containment vas 
based on a fire occurring in the combined •A• and •B• D-rings (although the 
occurrence of such a fire is considered to be incredible) . It vas assumed 
that the D-rings contained 16 ,600 curies of cesium-137 , 830 curies of 
atrontium-90/yttrium-90 and 0 . 6 kilograms of residual fuel on the suspended 
defueling tools . One percent of the contamination and 100 percent of the fuel 
on the tools vas assumed to be loose , surface activity that is available to 
become airborne in a fire . A suspension factor of 0. 001 vas used for both 
contaminat ion and fuel . Plateout of the airborne source was not considered. 
The licensee calculated (CPU 1990c , SAR 8. 2. 5) a dose to the maximally expoaed 
individual of 13 . 8 millirem •• a result of a fire in the reactor containment 
building, assuming the reactor building ventilation system vas oper~ting. A 
dose of less than 13 . 8 millirem vas determined by the licensee for the case 
where the ventilation system vas not operating and the reactor building vas 
vented passively through the breather . 

In PElS Supplement 3, the NRC staff analyzed an accidental atmospheric rel ease 
that resulted from a fire in the stairwell/ elevator s t ruc ture of the reactor 
containment building. To evaluate the a ccident scenar i o i nvolving a fire , the 
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ataff uaed the fo11ovin& conservative a1suaptiona : the accident vould occur 
early in the atora&e period, before eppreciable decay of the radionuclides 
occurred; 20 percent of the atairve11/elevator atructure belov the 8-foot 
(2 .4-aeter) aark vould be involved in the fire; 20 percent of the activity in 
the stairwell/elevator structure vould be involved in the fire, although the 
contaaination in the structure is not distributed uniforaly: and the 
7.1 pounda (3 . 2 kilo&raas) of core dabria thou&ht to reaain on the floor of 
the baseaent after deslud&ing would also be involved in the fire (even though 
desludgin& haa occurred in the area of the atairvell/elevator atructure and 
aeaeureaenta taken before desludgin& indicate that core debris ie not located 
near the atairvell/elevator structure) . The fraction of radioactive aaterial 
to be released into the reactor buildin& ataoaphere durin& the burnin& of the 
contaainated aaterial vas assuaed to be 0 .0005, based on atudiea by Hishiaa 
and Schvendiaan (1973) . The aaount releaaed froa the building vould be 
further reduced becauae the HEPA filtera vould reaove at least 99 percent of 
the radioactive particulates .* The fraction of the radioactive particulate 
aaterial that vould penetrate the sin&le-stage HEPA filter uaed vhen the 
reactor building vaa aecured but not actively ventilated vas conservatively 
assuaed to be 0.01 (NRC 1978) . The aaount of redioactive aaterial calculated 
for releese durin& this accident is estiaeted to be 0.02 curie (Table 5 . 3) . 
The resultin& bone dole to the .. xiaua offsite individual ie 13 ai1lirem, and 
the total body dose ia estiaated to be 1.6 ail1irea. These dosea are 
significantly lover than those peraitted by 10 CFR Part 100 for determination 
of exclusion areas . Operation of the AFHa ventilation syste• during this 
accident vould further reduce the doses by a factor of 100.** 

* Each filter has an in-place tested efficiency of at least 99 . 95 percent for 
re•oval of particulates of 0 .3-aicron (0.0003-ailliaeter) diaaetar . There­
fore , only a fraction (0. 0005) of the particulate• in the building atmos­
phere vould pass throu&h the first ata&e to the ataoaphere . The staff, 
however, in evaluating the potential for release of radioactive aaterial 
used a aore conservative penetration factor of 0 .01 (corresponding to 
99-percent efficiency) . Regulatory Cuide 1. 140 (NRC 1979c) give1 guide­
lines for operating nuclear pover plants, specifiyin& the conservative 
penetration factor of 0 . 01 (correspondin& to 99-percent efficiency) for 
filtration systa•• that test, in place, to an efficiency of 99 . 95 percent 
or aore . 

** The AFHA vill be ventilated throu&h tvo HEPA filtare in eeriea. Each 
filter hal an in-place teated efficiency of at laa1t 99 . 95 percent for 
reaoval of particulatel of 0 . 3-•icron (0.0003-ailliaater} di•aeter. There­
fore, only a fraction (0 .0005) of th~ particulate• in the buildin& atmos­
phere vould pass throu&h the first stage and a si•ilar fraction (0 .00000025 
of the initial particulates) vould pas1 throu&h the second 1tege to the 
atao1phere . The ataff , hovever , in evaluatin& the potential for release of 
radioactlve .. terial uaed a •ore con1ervative penetration factor of 0.01 
(correlpondln& to 99-percent efficiency) . Re~latory Cuide 1. 140 (NRC 
1979c) &lvel ~ldellnes for operatln& nuclear pover plantl, 1pecify1n& the 
conservative penetration factor of 0 . 01 \correspondln& to 99-percent 
efficiency) for filtretion syste•s that test , in place , to an efficiency 
of 99 .95 percent or •ore . 
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Table 5. 3 Postulated Accidental Atmospheric Release From a Fire 
in the Stairwell/Elevator Structure During Poat­
Defueling Monitored Storage<•> 

Radionucl1de 

Tritium 
Carbon- 14 
Kansanue-54 
Iron-55 
Cobalt-60 
Nickel-63 
Selenium-79 
Krypton-85 
Strontium-90/Yttrium-90 
Zirconium-93 
Nlobium-93m 
Technetium-99 
Ruthenium-106/Rhodium-106 
Cadlllum-113D 
Antlmony-125 
Tellurium-125m 
Tin-126/Antimony-126m 
Cedum-134 
Celium-135 
Ceaium-137/Barium-137m 
Cerium-144/Praseodymium- 144 
Praseodymium-144m 
Promethlum-147 
Samarium-151 
Europium-152 
Europium-154 
Europium-155 
Uranium-234 
Uranium-235/Thorium-231 
Uranium-236 
Uranium-2J7 
Uranium-238/Thorium-234/Protactinium-234m 
P1utonium-238 
Plutonium- 239 
Plutonium-240 
PlutoniWI-241 
ADeridWI-241 

(a) Data vere obtained from NRC 1989a . 

Releaae Rate . Ci/yr(b) 

7.9 x to-7 
4 . 4 x to-7 
3. 2 x 1o-10 
8. 5 x lo-7 
3. 6 x to-6 
9. 5 x lo-7 
9. 7 x lo-B 
3. 0 x 1o-6 
1.1 x 1o-3 
2. 7 x 1o-9 
2.0 x 1o-7 
3. 3 x to-6 
3. 8 x to-5 
s.s x 1o-8 
2 . ~ x to-5 
i .1 x to-6 
6 .6 X lo-B 
1. 5 x lo-4 
6 . 6 x lo-8 
1. 9 x 10-2 
1.1 x 1o-6 
1.6 x 1o-8 
2.0 x 1o-5 
4 . B x 1o-4 
4 .0 x 1o-10 
s . 2 x 1o-7 
1.5 x 1o-6 
2. 0 x 1o-B 
6. 8 x 1o-10 
6. 1 x 1o-10 
3. 5 x 1o-10 
4 . 6 x 1o-9 
1.2 x 1o-7 
1 . 5 x 1o-6 
4 . 1 x 1o-7 
1.5 x lo-5 
4 .0 x 1o-7 

(b) Asaumea accident occur• during the fir1t year of P~~S . 
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The NRC staff performed an additional evaluation of the !ire for this tech­
nical evaluation involving a fire inside the D-rings in the containment . The 
major source of combustible material during PDMS in the reactor building is 
the oil in the reactor coolant pump oil reservoir . For the evaluation, the 
staff assumed that half of the remaining oil in tvo of the four coolant pumps 
(a total of 138 Eallons [522 liters ) of oil) spilled onto the floor in the 
D- rings and vas aubsequently nonmechanistically ignited . The computer code 
FIRIN (Chan et al . 1989) vas used to model conditions in the reactor building 
during a fire . The FIRIN model simulated burning of the fuel, generation of 
smoke and combustion gases , plugging of filters , and transfer of heat to 
valls, ceiling, floor, and equipment in containment . Sufficient oxygen vas 
assumed to exist to fuel the fire . Plugging and failure of the HEPA filter in 
the passive breather line vere calculated to occur (the filter vas assumed to 
!all at 3 . 2 psig overpressure ( Burchsted et al . 1976) . ~ile the contain:ent 
atmospheric breather system is designed to provide automatic isolation of the 
filter in the event of a 0 .25 psi overpressure of the containment building, 
this protective feature vas not considered in calculating the impact of a !ire 
in the containment building . The activity release that resulted vas based on 
(1 ) 17 ,000 curies of cesium-137 and 830 curies of strontium-90 in the 0- rings , 
(2) an estimated 50 percent of the activity available for release , (3) an 
assumed release rate of 0 . 152 vt\, and (4) particles larger than 10 micro­
meters (95 percent of particles) settling out in the reactor building or i n 
the AFHB downstream of the breather line . Assuming no ventilation of the ArnS 
during the accident, a release of 0 . 65 curie of cesiua-137 and 0 . 03 curie of 
strontlum-90 vould occur . The resulting dose to the maximum offslte 
indiv idual vould be 49 mlllirem to the total body and 51 millirem to the bone . 
~· ls dose is due only to external radiation from the plume and the ground and 
f1om inhalation; it does not include the food pathway or drinking vater. This 
dose is higher than that discussed above for the fire in the stairwell, 
although it is significantly l ower than that permitted by 10 CFR Part 100 f or 
the determination of exclusion areas . Assuming the AFHS ventilation s ystem i s 
operat ' ng during the fire , the caxicum dose~ would be decreased by a !actor of 
100 (considering the 99-percent efficiency of filtration of the air by the 
HEPA filters in the station vent) . This would result in the release of 
0.0065 curies of cesi~-137 and 0 .0003 curies of atrontium-90/yttrium-90 . The 
resulting dose to the maximum of!site indiv~dual vould be 0 .49 millirec to the 
total body and 0 . 51 millirem to the bone . Considering the relatively high 
flash point of the oil (450•F) (CPU Nuclear Calculation Sheet 4710-3220-87-
037 , "RS Fi re HEPA Filter AP/At , • dated December 16 , 1987 ), the removal of the 
majority of the combustible material from the building to minimize the 
potential for heating material, and the leek of potential ignition sources 
since systems will normally not be energized inside containment, the 
probability of this fire is extremely remote . 

Although operation of the AFHB ventilation system would reduce the offsite 
dose to the public by a factor of approximately 100 for either fire scenari o, 
the staff has concluded that operation of the Ants ventilation system is not 
required in the event of e fire in containment . This conclusion is based on 
the calculated dose to the public vithout operation of the ventilation sys tem 
which vould be a fraction of the 10 CFR Part 100 limits . 
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Contaln;rnt Penetration fallurr 

The licensee ' • analysis of an open penetration assumed that an unf i ltered 
pathway vas created to the environment. The licensee assumed that (1) the 
containment vas under passive ventilation, (2) an unfiltered pathway vas open 
for a quarter of a yaar , (3) there vere 2 . 5 reactor building air changes wi th 
the environment , and (4) 100 percent of the release vas through an unfiltered 
pathway . 

The licensee (CPU 1991b , SAR 8 . 2 . 6) calculated a dose t o the maximally exposed 
individual of 0 . 88 mi ll i rem . This resulted from 0 . 0014 curi es of ces i uo-137, 
0 . 0004 curies of strontium-90/ yttrium-90 , and lesser amounts of transurani cs . 

The NRC staff also analyzed the failure of a penetration betveen the con­
tainment building and the turbine building. It vas assumed that a 14-inch 
diameter penetration between the tvo buildings nonmechanistically !ailed. 
This failure resulted in an unfiltered pathway to the turbine building and 
ultimately to the environment . The unfiltered pathway vas assumed to be open 
for one quarter of a year. It vas assumed that the reactor building vent i la­
tion aystem vas not operating at thia time and that 100 percent of the air vas 
released ( i . e . , 2 . 5 reactor building air changes , based on the 10 reactor 
building air changes per year via the passive breather as disc~ssed in Sec­
tion 5. 4 . 1) . It vas also assumed that there vas no settling or plateout of 
material within the turbine building but that the particulates vere released 
directly to the atmosphere . This scenario resulted in the r elease of 
0 .02 curie of strontium- 90 and 0 .22 cur ie of cesiua-137, and a dose t o the 
maximally exposed individual of 2 . 6 millirem to the tota l body and 27 milllrem 
to the bone , assuming all pathways . The resulting dose is significantly l ower 
than that permitted by 10 CFR Part 100 for the determination of exclusion 
areas . 

Relrasr of Rrsina from a Hakcup and pyriflcetlon Drmtnrraltzrr 

The licensee also calculated (CPU 199l b, SAR B.8) the dose resul t ing ! r om t he 
release of resins from a mekeup and purification demineralizer vessel 
rupturing non-mechanistically and the contents spilling onto the floor of the 
cubicle . The inventory of the demineral izer included 530 cur ies of cesium-
137 , 100 curies of strontium-90/yttrium-90 , and 1. 1 pounds (0 . 5 kilograms) of 
fuel . The licensee used an airborne release factor of 0 . 0001 . The licensee ' s 
calculation resulted in an estimated 0 .45-millirem dose to the maximally 
exposed individual . 

The ~~C ataff also analyzed the release of contaminated resins from a rup:ured 
demineralizer unit in the auxiliary building . The inventory of the demineral ­
izer includes approximately 100 curies of strontium-90 , 530 curies of 
cesiua- 137 , and 500 grams of fuel . The primary isotopes in the fuel are 
plutonium-239 , plutonium-240 , plutonium-241, s&D&rium-151 , europium- 154, and 
europium-155 . An airborne release fraction of 0 .0005 vas used , I n addition, 
it vas assumed that all airborne activity vould be filtered by the HEPA 
filters in the AfHB ventilation system before it vas released into the 
atmosphere . The calculated doses to the maximally exposed individuel were 
0 . 20 milli r em for the t otal body and 0 . 25 mill ircm t o the cri t i c•! ~rgan (the 
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bone) from inhalation and external exposure . These doses are significantly 
lover then those permitted by 10 CFR Part 100. 

For the case in vhich the AFKB ventilation system is not operating, airborne 
activity vould be released directly to the atmosphere·, rather then being 
filtered through the ventilation ayatem. The calculated doaea vould increase 
by a factor of 100, resulting in eatimated doaes of 20 millirem to the total 
body to the maximally expoaed individual and 25 millirem to the critical organ 
(the bone) from inhalation and external expoaure . Theae doaea are atill 
•i&nificantly lover than those permitted by 10 CFR Part 100. 

5.4 .4 Accidental Liquid Releases 

In the PDHS SAR (CPU 199ld), the licensee postulated no accidental liquid 
releasee during PDHS . The NRC staff alao concluded that no accidental liquid 
releases vould occur during PDHS . During PDHS, water-processing capabilities 
vill be available to dispose of the amall amount of liquid produced by 
inleakage, condensation, and small amounts of decontamination. Liquids that 
are not directly releasable pursuant to 10 CFR Part 20, Appendix 8 , Table II, 
Column 2, vill be collected in the miscellaneous vaste holdup tank , trans­
ferred to the chemical cleaning building, and then proceaaed through the 
EPICOR II system before final aampling and discharge . On the basis of the 
environmental assessment prepared by the NRC ataff in 1979 on the use of the 
EPICOR II aystem at THI-2 (NRC 1979b), there are no credible accident• that 
vould result in a liquid release to the environment during the transfer or 
processing of the liquids produced during PDHS . The operating hiatory of this 
aystem in the intervening time has not altered this conclusion. This pro­
cessing ia the only activity during PDMS that will involve contaminated or 
potentially contaminated liquids . 

5 .4 . 5 Transfer of Contamination by Pests 

The staff has identified a potential for bird , rodent , bat, and insect 
intrusion into contaminated areea of the facility . If thia intrusion occurs, 
some potential exists for periodic transfer of contamination to uncontrolled 
areaa . Hovever , the licensee maintains a contract vlth a local peat control 
aervlce that provides insect, rodent, spider , and bird control and removal of 
live animals . This aervice vill be maintained during PDHS . Additionally , the 
licensee has committed in the PDHS SAR (CPU 199la, SAR Supplement ) , A-16) to 
a aurveillance program under which a limited number of carcasses , vhen 
available , vill be analyzed for gamaa-eaitting isotope• aa part of the non­
routine Radiological Environmental Monitoring Program. 

5.5 Removal of Radioactive Yaste Resulting From Major Decontamination 
Actiyitlc• 

All the radioactive vaste resulting from aajor decontamination activities has 
been shipped off site or packaged and staged for shipment off aite , except the 
vaste from the accident- generated vater dispoaal activitiea . The accident­
generated vater located in the reactor vessel, fuel poole, fuel transfer 
canal, and building sump1 vill be pretreated to remove the aajority of the 
particulate material before being processed as part of the accidept-generated 
vater disposal activities. The removal of the vaate resulting from the 
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accident-generated water disposal activities is discussed in the safety 
evaluation in support of TKI-2 license Amendment 3S dated September 11, 1989 , 
for the accident-generated water (h~C l989f) . Radioactive components, such as 
the reactor head assembly , upper plenum assembly, upper end fittings , sections 
of the flow distributor that contain incore instrument guide tubes, and fuel­
removal tooling, remain in the reactor building . These remaining components 
and equipment are not flammable and do not add significant quantities of 
radioactive material to the inventory in the reactor building. Consequently , 
they do not degrade the level of protection of the health and safety of the 
'ublic. 

Based upon observation of activities and reviev of records , the staff con­
cludes that the prerequisite that the remaining radioactive waste from the 
major TKI-2 decontamination activities be shipped offsite or packaged !nd 
staged for 5hipment has been met . 

S. 6 Rrduction of Radiation Levrls To Allow Plant Mafntenantr and 
Syryrtllancr Purin£ Post-Defurltn, Honirorrd Stor•Kr 

During PDMS , personnel will enter the reactor building and the AFH8 periodic­
ally to conduct inspections , surveillance , radiological surveys, radiologica l 
~•ste processing , remedial decontamination, and some ma intenance to support 
these activities , as well as preventive maintenance on a limited nu=ber of 
operational systems . During the initial period of PDMS (a minimu= of 
6 months), the licensee has committed in Section 7. 2.4 of the PDMS SARto 
conduct monthly entries . After facility s:abllity has been verified and a 
database has been established, the frequency of entry may be diminished. 
Decontamination has been performed and shielding has been applied to reduce 
radiation dose rates in areas requiring access by personnel . It is expected 
that occupational radiation exposure rates would increase following the 
removal of water from the reactor vessel as a result of the cobal t-60 
ac tivation of the baffle plates in the reactor vessel . ~ovever, shielding 
will be applied in critical locations to reduce the dose rates . Radiation 
exposures to personnel will be maintained v ithin the limits es tablished by 
10 CFR Part 20 . 

8ased upon reviews of the results of decontamination efforts and radiological 
surveys and activities to be conducted during PDMS , the staff concludes that 
the prerequisite that radiation levels within the facility be determined and 
reduced so that necessary and required plant monitoring , maintenance and 
inspections can be performed has been met to allov commencement of PD~S . 

5. 7 Definition and Establish;rnt of a Suryrillancr Pro,ram 

During PDMS , the licensee vill be required to conduct surve illance programs 
to ensure the maintenance of environmental protection systems . These progra:s 
include surv,illance of reactor containment building isolation, surve illance 
of the reactor containment building and the AFH8 ventilation and filtration 
systems , surveillance of the fire protection system and the support air 
monitoring systems (including electrical, effluent monitoring, and environ­
mental monitoring systems) , and oversight of administrative systems . 
A~inistrative systems include organizational structure, staff qualifications, 
records , independent safety reviews , procedures , occupational radiation 
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protection, a quality assurance plan, an emergency plan , and other 
administrative control activities . These surveillance !unctions are covered 
by the proposed POKS Technical Specifications , various review plans , 
coaaitmen:s given the licensee in the POMS SAR, and requirements in this 
technical evaluation report . 

Based upon review o£ the surveillance program specified by the PDHS SAR and 
the proposed POHS Technical Specifications , the sta££ concludes that the 
prerequisite that a surveillance program !or POMS environmental protection 
systems to ensure public health and safety be defined and es tablished has been 
mot . 
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6 POST-DEFUELINC MONITORED STORACE ENVIRONKENTAL PROTECTION SYSTEHS 

Considering the defueled status of the reactor end the aaxiaua potential for 
offsite dose fro• credible accidents, THI-2 has no safety-related structures , 
syste•s , or co~onents. Safety-related structures, syste•s , and co•ponents 
ere those that are necessary to ensure (l) the integrity of the reactor 
coolant pressure boundary , (2) the capability to shut down the reactor end 
to aalutaln it ln a shutdown condition, and (3) the capability to prevent or 
•ltigate the consequences of accidents that could result in potential offsite 
exposures co•perable to the li•its given in 10 CFR Part 100. 

AlthouJh there are no safety-related structures , systeas , or coaponents at 
THI-2 , the h~C staff has identified six structures, systeas , and co~onents 
that ere important in providing reasonable assurance that the facility can be 
safely aaintained during PDMS and that are used to provide environmental 
protection: 

1 . Reactor Vessel - to preclude the possibility of en inadvertent 
criticality. 

2 . Reactor Containment Structure - to ensure containment of the reaaining 
radioactive •aterial during the PDHS period. 

3. Reactor Containment end Auxiliary and Fuel Handling Building (AFKB) 
Purge, Breather, Ventilation, end Filtration Systeas - to control 
radioactive effluents . 

4 . Fire Protection Systea - to detect and aitigete any effects of e fire 
vithin the facility . 

S. Flood Protection - to ainiaize the intrusion of vater into the facility . 

6 . Support end Monitoring Syst••• - to support PDMS, includes such systeas 
as the electrical systea and the rediologicel aonitoring systea , to 
ensure fire detection end a radiological aonitorin& cepebility . 

Tha following sections present a description , the current licensing basis, the 
PDHS licensing basis , end the conclusions of the h~C staff as to the accept­
ability of aach of these structures , systeas , and components to ensure pro­
tection of the environment during PDHS . 
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6.1 Reactor Vessel 

6. 1. 1 Reactor Vessel • Syste• De1cription 

As a result of the accident at TKI- 2, aome reactor fuel and cora debris vera 
dlsparsed from the reactor vassal into the reactor coolant systeD, the reactor 
containment building, and the AFHB . As described in Section 5 . 1, the licensee 
has defueled the facility to the extent reasonably achievable, and this has 
been independently verified by the NRC staff. 

The reactor vessel is the only component within TKI-2 that contains 1ufficient 
residual fuel to exceed the safe fuel •ass liait (SFML). The licensee's 
Defuellng Coapletion Report (CPU 1990d and e), the NRC staff's analysis of the 
Defueling CoDpletion Report (NRC 1990c), and Section 5 . 1 .4 of this technical 
evaluation report provide an analysis and evaluation of the SFML for the 
reactor vessel and the potential for an inadvertent criticality in its current 
location and fora . All three analyses indicate that there is no potential for 
a criticality in the fuel remaining in the reactor ve$sel during either normal 
or accident conditions. Kuch of the remaining fuel (i . e . , U02) (approximately 
262 pounds (119 kilograms)) is in the annular gap and would not readily aove . 
However , rearrangement of fuel , either purposefully or as a result of an 
impact such as a heavy load dropped fro= the polar crane, may result in 
relocation of the reactor internal components and movement of the fuel . In 
addition, fuel and core debris may move to the bottom of. the reactor vessel as 
a result of long-tara degradation of re1ctor internal components or flaking of 
the surface films, fines , and granular debris . 

The PDHS SAR (CPU 199le , SAR 4 . 3 .6) states that •control of Sh~ at TKI-2 
during PDHS relies upon isolation boundaries and control of access to 
components which contain Sh~ . Isolation boundaries will be maintained, as 
necessary to prevent relocation of significant SNK quantities . • The PDKS SAR 
(CPU 199le, SAR 4 . 3. 6) further states that the reactor coolant system, which 
contains the largest quantity of SNK outside the reactor vessel , will be 
drained to the extent practicable and isolated within the containment 
bullding. 

The licensee has stated in the PDKS SAR (CPU 199ld, SAR 7. 2 . 2. 2) that fire 
mains within the reactor building will be closed with valves and drained 
before PDKS to miniDize the potential for introduction of water into the 
reactor vessel . In addition , the reactor vessel will be covered. Holes have 
been drilled in the canal seal plate to prevent it from filling and flooding 
the reactor vessel (see Section 5. 3 of this document) . 

Vater has been removed from the reactor ve11el and the reactor c~olant sy1tem 
to the extent practical . To the extent that the spent fuel po~ l& are needed 
to store the accident-generated water before di1posal , the wate r cay remain in 
the1e pools after the start of POMS. 
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6.1 . 2 Reactor Vessel - Current Llcenslng Baals 

Currently, no Technlc~l Specifications relate to the fuel remaining ln the 
TKI-2 facility . 

6.1.3 Reactor Vessel - PDHS Licensing Basis 

To aaintain the fuel in the reactor vessel in the analyzed &eometry durin& 
PDKS, the proposed PDHS Technical Specifications lialt activities that could 
alter the &eo•etry of the fuel in the reactor vessel . To ensure maintenance 
of the required conditions , the proposed PDHS Technical Specifications 
stipulate the folloving : 

1. Loads ln excess of 50, 000 pounds (22,700 kllograas) are prohibited 
from travel over the reactor vessel unless the activi ty is approved 
by the NRC by a docketed safety evaluation (proposed PDHS Technical 
Specifications 3. 3. 1) , and 

2. No more than 93 pounds (42 kilograms ) of fuel (l. e • • U02) aay be 
removed from the reactor vessel or rearranged outside the analyzed 
&eometries in the •Defuellng Coapletlon Report• (CPU 1990d, 1990e) 
vithout prior NRC approval . When more than 93 pounds (42 
kilograms) of fuel (l.e ., U02) in the reactor vessel have been 
reaoved or rearranged , the licensee aust suspend all further fuel 
removal or rearrangement activi ties and subait a safety analysis to 
the ~~C for approval of this activity and any further fuel removal 
or rearrangeaent activities (proposed PDMS Technical Specifications 
3 . 2 . 1. 1 and 3. 2. 1. 2) . 

3. The licensee vill notify the NRC if there is a change in conditions 
that could affect the geo•etry of the fuel in the reactor vessel , 
that ls , flood , selsmlc event , and so forth (proposed PDMS 
Technical Specifications 3. 2 . 1. 2) . 

Based on the results of the reactor vessel criticality analyses , no neutron 
polson is required to preclude an inadvertent criticality . Hovever , the 
licensee has stated in the PDMS SAR 4.3 . 5 t hat an insoluble neutron polson 
vlll be placed ln the bottom of the reactor vessel (CPU 199le ) . The licensee 
also hes the capability of inserting a video camera into the reactor vessel to 
verify fuel location if lt is determined at a later time that such an 
examination is required. 

6 . 1.4 Reactor Vessel - Conclusion 

The NRC staff finds that vith the proposed PDMS Technical Spec ifications 
limiting the mass of loeds over the reactor vessel and llmltlng the quantity 
of fuel (i.e., U02) that can be reaoved or rearranged, and vlth the licensee's 
actions to increase the margin of safety by addln& an insoluble neutron polson 
to the reactor vessel and •lnl•lzlng the potential for vater a ccumula tion in 
the reactor vessel , the possibility of an inadvertent crltlcali ty ls 
precluded . 
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6. 2 Rcaetor Containment Structure 

6.2. 1 Reactor Containment Structure - System Description 

Most of the remaining residual fuel and the remaining removable contamination 
(fission products and activation products) are located in the reactor build­
ing. During PDMS, the reactor building and associated systems vil l be used 
as the environmental barrier for the residual contamination (which could 
potentially reault in offaite expoaure) that remain• inaide the containment 
atructure . 

The reactor building is a reinforced concrete atructure composed o! cylin­
drical valls vith a flat foundation and a dome roof . The cylinder has an 
inside diameter of 130 feet (39 . 62 metera) , e vall thicknesa of 4 feet 
(1 . 22 meters), and a height of 1~7 feet (47 . 85 meters) from the top of the 
foundation slab to the spring line. The roof is a shallow dome vith a large 
radius of 110 feet (33 . 53 meters ), a transition radius of 20 feet 6 inches 
(6.2~ meters), and a thickness of 3 feet 6 inches (1.07 meters). The founda­
tion slab is bearing on roek and is 11 feet 6 inches (3 . 51 meters ) thick 
reinforced vith conventional mild steel reinforcing. The cylindrical vall is 
prestressed vith a post-tensioning system in the vertical and hoop directions . 
The dome roof is prestressed using a three-way post-tensioning system. The 
inside surface of the containment structure is lined with carbon steel . The 
nominal liner plate thickness is 3/8 inch (0 . 9~ centimeter) for the 'Ylinder, 
l/2 inch (1.27 centil:wter) for the dome, and l/4 inch (0 . 635 centia~eter) for 
the base . A 2-foot- (0 . 61 meter-) thick concrete slab is above the base 
liner plate . The structure provides biological ahielding during normal and 
unanticipated conditions. The steel liner encloses the equipment and systems 
that rea~ain inside the contain=ent and ensures that the upper lia~it o! 
potential leakage of radioactive material will not be exceeded under the worst 
unanticipated conditions. 

A complete listing of contaiDIIIent penetrations is provided in Table 6 . 1, which 
also gives the service originally provided by the penetration, line sizes , the 
isolation valve or other isolation mechanism , and its status during PDKS . 
Twelve penetrations that vere a~odified after the accident to provide 1pecial 
functions for the cleanup period are listed in Table 6 . 2 . The piping penetra­
tion modifications installed during the cleanup period vere designed to with­
stand 5 psi of pressure and have been tested to hold 1. 2 to 1 .. 5 times this 
pressure for not less than 10 minutes (GPU 199lb, SAR 3. 7 . 1 . 2 and 7 . 2 . 1 . 1) . 
Seven penetrations that are considered operational during PDMS are shown in 
Table 6. 3. 

Containment isolation valves were designed to provide a barrier on the system 
lines that penetrate the contain~~~ent so that no event can result in lo11 of 
isolation or leakage in excess of Technical Specification limits . Except vhen 
not required by activities conducted under approved procedures, containment 
isolation is maintained by ensuring that all penetrations required to be 
closed during accident conditions , except thole listed in Table 6 . 4 , have a t 
least one deactivated autocatic valve secured 1n the isolated position , or a t 
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Table 6. 1 Containment Isolation<a) 

Penetration Operational Llne Size Isolation 
NWiber Service Syste• (lnch) Valve Status 

R-401 Reactor Buildin& Base•ent Yes 1/2 RBS-IV-1009 Operational 
Level Indication 1/2 RBS-IV-1011 Operational 

1/2 RBS-lV-1013 Operational 
1/2 RBS-lV-1014 Operational 

R-524 Fuel Transfer Canal Fill No 10 SF-Vl05 L. C. (b) 
Line 

R-525 Decay Heat Coolant Letdown No 12 DH-Vl Deener&ized-L.C. 
1/2 DH-V225 Hanual-L. C. 

R-526 Steam Cenerator •A• Sa•ple No 1/2 CA-VS Deener&lzed-L. C. 

... Line 
I ..,. 

R-527 Core Floodin& Tank Bleed No 1 CF-Vl44 Deener&ized-L.C. 
and Sample 

R-528 Steam Cenerator •a• s .. ple No 1/2 CA-V9 Deener&ized-L. C. 
Llne 

R-529 Reactor Coolant Drain Yes 4 \IDL-Vll25 Deener&ized-L.C. 
Pump Dischar&e (deactivated 

portion) 

R-530 Steam Cenerator Side No 2 sv-vs5 Deener&ized-L.C. 
Vent and Drain 1 SV- V66 Hanual-L.C. 

R- 5ll Decay Heat Closed Coolin& No 8 DC-Vl15 Deener&ized-L. C. 
Vater for Reac tor Coolant 
Leak Recovery Syste• 

-
See Cootnotee at end o( table. 



Table 6.1 (cont'd) 

Penetration Operational Llne Slze holatlon 
.N\IIIber Service Systea (lnch) Valve Status 

R-~32 Fuel Transfer Tube No 30 Fli-Vll~ L. C. 

R-~33 Fuel Transfer Tube No 30 Fli-VlA L,C, 

R-~35 Dealnerallzed Yater No 3 DII-V28 Kanual-L.C , 

R-536 Spare N/A(c) N/A N/A N/A 

R-537 Nitrogen and Flll to Core No 1 CF-Vl45 Kanual-L.C, 
Flooding Tank 1 CF-Vll48 Kanual-L.C. 

1/2 CF-Vl298 Kanual-L.C. 

R-538 Pressurizer Steam and linter No 1/2 CA-V10 Deenerglzed-L. C, ... Space Sample Line I ... 
R-539 Oefuellng \later Cleanup No 8 DC-Vl03 Deenergized-L. C. 

Systea Isolation 1/2 DC-Vll7 Kanual-L.C. 

R- 541 Letdown Llne to No 2 1/2 KU-V376 Deenergized-L.C. 
Purlflcatlon Dealnerallzer 

R-542 Oefueling Yater Cleanup No 3 DH-Vl87 L. C. 
Systea Borated Yater Flush 1 DH-V205 Kanual-L.C. 

R-543 Reactor Building Nitrogen No 1 NK-V52 Alr Disabled-L.C. 
Header 

R-544 Nitrogen and Fill to Core No 1 CF-V146 Kanual-L.C. 
Flooding Tank 1/2 CF-Vl29A Kanual-L.C. 

1 CF-Vll4A Kanual-L.C. 

-
See footnotes at end of table . 



Table 6. 1 (cont ' d) 

Penetration Operational Line Size bolation 
Nwaber Service Syate• (inch) Valve Statua 

R-545-A Building Spray Preaaure No 1 BS-Vl46 Hanual-L.C. 
Sendng 

R-545-B Defueling Water Cleanup No 3/4 DVC-V038 Kanual-L. c . 
Syate• s .. ple Iaolation 3/4 DVC-V040B Kanual-L. C. 

R-545-C Defueling Vater Cleanup No 3/4 DWC-V037 Hanual-L.C. 
Syate• s .. ple Iaolatlon 3/4 DVC-V040A Kanual-L.C. 

R- 545-D Reactor Coolant ~p No 2 KU-V377 Deenergized-L.C. 
Seal Water Return 

R-546 Preaaurizer, Reactor No 4 \IOG-Vl99 Deenergized-L.C . 

"' Coolant, Once-Through I .... Ste .. Generator, and 
Core Flooding Tank Vent• 

R-547 Reactor Building Swap No 4 VDL-Vll26 L. C. 
Pwap Dhcharge (Deactivated 

portion) 

R-548 Fire Protection Yu 4 FS-V639 Op..rational 

R-549 Reactor Building Inlet Yea 36 AH-VlB Operational 
Purge Line 4 AH-V90B L. C. 

1/2 AH-V149 Kanual-L. C. 

R- 550 Reactor Building Inlet Yea 36 AH-VlA Operational 
Purge Line 4 AH-V90A L.C. 

1/2 AH-V151 Kanual-L.C. 

. 
See footnote• at end of table . 



Table 6 . 1 (cont'd) 

Penetratlon Operatlonal Llne Slze holatlon 
Nwaber Servlce Syste• (inch) Valve Status 

R-·ss1 Reactor Bulldlng Outlet Yes 36 AH-V4A Operational 
Purge Llne 10 AH-VS2 Operatlonal 

4 AH-V120A L.C. 
1/2 AH-VUJ Hanual-L. C. 

R-SS2 Reactor Bulldlng Outlet Yes 36 AH-V4B Operatlonal 
Purge Llne 10 AII-V7 Alr Dlaabled-L. C. 

10 AH-V81 Alr Dlsabled-L. C. 
4 AII-Vl208 L. C. 

R-SSJ Defuellng Vater Cleanup No 2 IIDL-Vl092 Deenergized-L.C. 

... Syste• to Reactor 
I Bullding Isolation 

CD 

R-SS4-A Instrument Alr , Purge No 1/2 AH-V60 Deenergized-L.C. 

R-SS4-B Alr Sample Supply No 1 AH-VlOl Deenerglzed-L.C . 
(Radiation Detectlon) 1/2 AH-Vl69 K.anual-L.C. 

R-SS4-C Bullding Spray Pressure No 1 BS-Vl47 K.anual-L.C. 
Sensing 

R-S54-D Instrument Air to No 3/4 D\IC-V316 Hanual-L. C. 
Defueling Water Cleanup 3/4 D\IC-V318 Hanual-L.C. 
Syste• 

R-555-A Air s .. ple Supply No 1 AH-V10S Deenerglzed-L.C. 
(Radlation Detection) 1/2 AH-Vl68 Hanual-L.C. 

See footnotes at end of table . 



Table 6.1 (cont'd) 

Penetration Operational Llne Size holation 
Nuaber Service Syste• (inch) Valve Status 

R-SSS-a Air Saaple Return No 1/2 AH-V102 Deener&iud-L.C. 
(Radiation Detect ion) 1/2 AH-V171 Kanual-L.C. 

R-SSS-D Air Sample Return No 1/2 AH-V107 Deener&ized-L.C. 
(Radiation Detection) 1/2 AH-Vl70 Manual-L. C. 

R-SS7 To Reactor Coolant Pump No 8 NS-V72 Air Disabled-L.C. 
Oil and Motor Coolers l/2 NS-V210 Kanual-L.C. 

R-S58 From Reactor Coolant Pump No 8 NS-V8l Air Disabled-L.C. 
Oil and Motor Coolers 

"' R-S59 Intermediate Coolin& to No l IC-VS Air Disabled-L.C. 
I Roller Nut Drive Coolin& .., 

Colla 

R-561 Hi&h-Pressure Vater No 1 TDV-V001 Manua1-L.C. 
1 TDV-VOOl Hanua1-L.C. 

R-561 Decontamination Service No 1 DSA-V004 Kanual-L.C, 
Air l/4 DSA-V006 Kanual-L.C. 

R-562-A Instrument Alr Supply No 1/2 AH-V62 Deener&izad-L,C, 

R-S62- a Pressure Transfer Fans No 1 AH-V5 Deener&lzed-L.C. 
1/2 AH-Vl47 Manual-L.C. 

R-S62-C Buildin& Spray Pressure No 1 as-V148 Hanual-L. C. 
Sensln& 

--
See footnotes at end of table . 



Table 6.1 (cont'd) 

Penetration Operational Llne Size holation 
N11111ber Service syste• (inch) Valve Statu. 

R-562-D Reactor Building Sludge No 1 WS-fV612 Hanual-L.C. 
Transfer No 1 \IDS-fV614 Hanual-L.C. 

R-563 Inter.ediate Cooling No 6 IC-V4 Air Dieabled-L.C. 
Syste• 1/2 IC-V207 Hanual-L.C. 

R-565 Processed Water Supply No 3 PW-V69 Hanual-L.C. 
to Reactor Building 1 PW-V99 Kanual-L.C. 

R-566 Service Air No 2 1/2 SA-V20 L.C. 

R-567 lnter.ediate Cooling No 6 IC-V3 Air Diaabled-L.C. 
a. Syste• 
I .... 

0 R-569 Secondary System Flush No 3 sv-vu L.C. 
and Drain 

R-570 !Ugh-Pressure Injection No 2 1/2 KU-Vl6A Deenerglzed-L. C. 
Line 1/2 KU-V315 Hanual-L.C. 

R-571-A Integrated Leak Rate Test No 1 Blind Flange 

R-571-C Building Spray Pressure No 1 BS-Vl49 Hanual-L.C. 
Sendng 

R-571-D Integrated Leak Rate Test No 1 Blind Flange 

R-572 High Presaure Injection No 1/2 KU-V316 Kanual-L. C. 
Line and Kakeup 2 1/2 KU-Vl68 Deenergized-L.C. 

2 1/2 KU-Vl8 Air Dieabled-L.C. 

-
See footnotes at end of table . 



Table 6. 1 (cont'd) 

Penetration Operational Llne Siu Isolation 
NWiber Service Syste11 (inch) Valve Status 

R-S73 Reactor Coolant Pump Seal No 2 KU-V378 Deenersized-L.C. 
R-S74 \later Supply 3/4 KU-V330 Hanual-L.C. 
R-SIS 1/2 KU-V364 Hanual-L.C. 
R-S76 1 KU-V439 Deenersized-L. C. 

R- 577 Reactor Building Air No 8 RR-VSA Deenersized-L.C. 
Coolers 1 RR-V28A Hanual-L.C. 

l/2 RR-V86 Hanual-L.C. 

R- S78 Reactor Building Air No 6 RR-VllA Air Diaabled-L.C. 
Coolers 1/2 RR-V7SA Kanual-L.C. 

6 RR-V2SA Air Dlsablad-L.C • 
... 
I R-S79 Reactor Building Air No 8 RR-VSB Oeenerglzed-L.C. ... - Coolers l RR-V288 Hanual-L.C. 

1/2 RR-V88 Hanual-L. C. 

R-S80 Reactor Building Air No 8 RR-VSC Deenergized-L.C. 
Coolers 8 RR-V6C Deenergized-L.C. 

1 RR·V28C Hanual-L. C. 
1/2 RR-V90 Kanual-L.C. 
l/2 RR-V92 Hanual-L.C. 

R-S81 Reactor Building Air No 6 RR-VllC Air Diaablad-L.C. 
Coolers 1/2 RR- V7SC Hanual-L. C. 

6 RR-V2SC Air Dlaabled-L. C. 

R-S82 Reactor Building Air No 6 RR-Vll8 Air Dlsabled·L. C. 
Coolers 1/2 RR-V7S8a Kanud-L.C. 

6 RR-V2SII Alr Dlsabled-L. C. 

See footnotes at end of table . 



Table 6 . 1 (cont'd) 

Penetration Ope rat lonal Llne She Isolation 
Nuaber Service Syste11 (inch) Valve Statu. 

R-58) Reactor Building Spray No 8 BS-VlB Deenergized-L.C. 
Inlet Llne ) BS-VllOB Kanual- L.C . 

R-584 Reactor Building Alr No 8 RR-V6D Deenergized-L.C. 
Coolers 1 RR-V28D Hanual-L.C. 

1/2 RR-V94 Hanual-L.C. 
1 RR- V98 Hanual-L.C. 

R-585 Reactor Building Air No 6 RR-VUD Air Dieabled-L.C. 
Coolers 1/2 RR-V75D Kanual-L.C. 

6 RR-V25D Air Diaebled-L,C. 

0\ R-586 Reactor Building Spray No 8 BS-VlA Deenergized-L.C. 
I ... Inlet Llne ) BS-VllOA Kanual-L.C. 

N 

R-587 Reactor Building Air No 8 RR-V6E Deenerglzed-L. C. 
Coolers 1 RR-V28£ Kanual-L.C. 

1/2 RR-V96 Kanual-L.C. 

R-588 Reactor Bulldlng Air No 6 RR-VUE Alr Dieabled-L.C . 
Cool era 1/2 RR-V75E Hanual-L.C. 

6 RR-V25£ Air Diaebled-L.C. 

R-589 Decay Heat Coolant Supply No 10 DH-V4A Deenerglzed-L.C. 

R-590 Decay Heat Coolant Supply No 10 DH-V4B Deenergized-L.C. 

R-591 Hi&h-Preeeure Injection No 2 1/2 HU-Vl6C Deenergized-L.C, 
Llne No 1/2 HU-Vl66 H11nual-L.C. 

-
See footnote• at end of table. 



Table 6 . 1 (cont'd) 

Penetration Operational Lll"e Size holation 
Number Service Syste• (inch) Valve Statua • 

R-592 High-Pressure Injection No 2 l/2 KU-Vl6D Deenergized-L.C. 
Llne 1/2 KU-V368 Henual-L. C. 

R-593 Swap Penetration Sleeve No 18 DH·V6A Deenerglzed-L.C. 
and Drain Llne 

R-594 Swap Penetration Sleeve No 18 DH-V611 Deenergized-L. C. 
and Drain Llne 

R-616 Eaergency Feedwater No 6 EF-Vl2B Deenerglzed-L.C. 
to Once-Through Ste .. 4 EF-V33B Deenerglzed-L.C. 

0'> Generator •a• 3/4 EF-V36 Hanual-L. C. I ... 6 Blind Flange ... 
6 Blind Flange 

R-617 Feedwater to Once-Through No 20 FV-Vl7B Deenergized-L. C. 
Steam Generator •s• 6 FV·Vl9B Deenergized-L. C. 

3/4 FV·V68B Jtanual-L.C. 
3/4 FV-V35B Hanual-L.C . 
2 GR-V7B Hanual-L.C . 

R-618 Feedvater to Once-Through No 20 FV-Vl7A Deenerglzed- L.C. 
Steam Generator ..... 6 FV·Vl9A Deenerglzed-L.C. 

3/4 FV-V68A Hanual· L.C. 
3/4 FV-V35A Hanual-L.C. 
2 GR-V7A Hanual-L.C. 

See footnotes at end of table . 



Table 6. 1 (cont ' d) 

Penetration Operational Llne Size Isolation 
Nwaber Service SysteJa (inch) Valve Statu. • 

R- 619 Haln Steam to Turbine No 24 KS-V711 Deener&ized-L.C. 
10 KS-VlSII Deener&ized-L.C. 
3/4 KS-V224 Kanu.l-L.C. 
1 KS-VSlll Kanual-L,C. 

R-620 Kain Steam to Turbine No 24 KS-V411 Deener&ized-L.C . 
6 KS-V111 Kanual-L. C, 
3/4 KS-V211 Kanual-L. C. 
4 HS-Vllll Deener&lzed-L, C, 
1 KS-VSOII Kanual-L.C . 

"' 3/4 KS-V225 Hanual-L.C. 
I ·- 2 CR-Vlll Kanual- L.C. 
~ 

R-621 Kaln Steam to Turblne No 24 KS-V7A Deener&lzed-L.C. 
10 KS-V1SA Deener&lzed-L.C. 
1 KS-VSlA Kanual-L.C. 
4 KS-V11A Deener&ized-L.C. 

· 3/4 KS-V227 Hanual-L. C. 

R-622 Kain Steam to Turbine No 24 HS-V4A Deener&ized-L.C. 
6 HS-VlA Kanual-L.C. 
3/4 KS-V2A Kanual-L.C. 
1 KS-VSOA Kanual-L.C. 
3/4 KS-V226 Hanual-L.C. 
2 CR-VlA Kanual-L. C, . 

See footnotee et end of table , 
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Table 6. 1 (cont ' d) 

Penetrat ion 
NWibe r 

R- 623 

R- 626 

Service 

t.ersency Feedvater 
to Once- Throush Ste .. 
Generator "A" 

SWip Sucker Feedllne 
(SIIS- P- 1 Retas&ed VDL-P- 2C) 

Operational 
Syste• 

No 

No 

(a ) Data obtained fro• Table 7 .2- 2 of CPU 1990c. 
(b) L.C. - locked closed, 
(c) N/ A - not applicable . 

Line Size 
(inch) 

6 
4 
6 
6 

2 

Isolation 
Valve 

EF-Vl2A 
EF-VllA 
Blind Flans• 
Blind Flans• 

SIIS-FV-001 

Deenersiud-L.C. 
Deenersizad- L.C. 

Bllnd Flansed 



Table 6. 2 ~odified Containment Panatrationa<a) 

Penetration 
Number Modification 

R-401 The penetration vas modified in lata auaaer 1979 to allow access 
to obtain samples of the reactor building sump water. Following 
successful completion of the sampling prosram, further changes 
were aade to use the penetration for reactor building water level 
measureaant by addins a .. no .. tar syate• to the aaapling tube . A 
further modification vas Dade to provide a more peraanent closure 
in consiaeration of future potential increase of reactor building 
vater level to the extent of flooding che penetration. This final 
modification conaisted of removing the 12-inch (30.5-centimeter) 
gate valve and the special cover assembly outboard of the valve 
and welding a closure assembly to the penetration. 

R-537 The penetration vas modified to provide a flow path into and out 
of the reactor building for the defuelins vater cleanup system. 
This modification conaisted of adding a pipe for hose connections 
to the isolation test connections inside and outside the contain­
ment and adding a blind flange on the outboard side to i1olate the 
1y1tem from the plant nitrogen. 

R-539 The penetration val modified t o provide a flow path into and out 
of the reactor building for the defueling vater cleanup system. 
This modification consi1ted of tying-in with pipeCbJ and adding a 
1econd containment isolation valve on the outboard side and 
providing piping for a hose connection on the inboard 1ide. 

R-542 The penetration vas modified to provide a flow path into and out 
of the reactor building for the defueling water cleanup •Y•tem. 
This modification con1isted of tying-in vith pipeCbJ and addin& a 
1econd containment isolation valve on the outboard 1ide and 
providing piping for a hose connection on the inboard side. 

R-544 The penetration vas modified to provide a flow path into the 
reactor building for a high pressure decontamination water 1upply. 
This modification consisted of replacing en existing l-inch 
(2 .5-centiaeter) line with a l-inch (2 . 5-centimeter) XXS carbon 
1teel pipe . 

R- 545 Thi1 spare penetration va1 modified to provide a flow path into 
and out of the reactor building for the defueling water cleanup 
ay1teD. This modification consisted of adding a double valve 
praa1ure boundary on the outboard aide and providing piping for a 
hose connection on the inboard 1ide . 

See footnotes at end of table . 
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Table 6.2 (cont'd) 

Penetration 
Number Kodificetion 

R-546 The penetration va1 modified to provide a flov path into and out 
of the reactor buildin& for the defuelin& vater cleanup system. 
Thia modification conaiated of providin& pipin& for a hose 
connection on the inboard side and tying-in vith pipe<bl on the 
outboard aide . 

R-553 The penetration vea modified to provide a Clov path into and out 
of the reactor building for the de!ueling vater cleanup systea. 
Thia aodificetion consisted of providing piping for a hose 
connection on the inboard side and tyins-in vith pipelbl on the 
outboard side . 

R-554 The penetration vas modified to provide a source of clean coa­
pressed air for use vith pneumatic controls and operators . Thi• 
modification consiated of replacing tvo outboard containment 
isolation valves vith three valve• and adding a flov limiter and 
quick di1connect on the inboard side . 

R-562 The penetration vas modified to provide a flov path for sludge 
transfer from the reactor buildin& to the spent resin storage tank 
in the auxiliary buildin& . This modification consisted of addins 
a double-valve pressure boundary on the outboard side and piping 
for a hose connection on the inboard side . 

R-565 The penetration vas modified to provide a aeens of transferrin& 
shield vater to the containment sump . This modification consisted 
of addin& a piping apool assembly to the outboard side of the 
penetration. 

R-626 The penetration vas initially aodified to insert an antenna and 
camera arrangement into the containment. These vere aubsequently 
removed, and the penetration vas modified to ellov pumping out of 
the reactor building baseaent. Thi• modification consisted of 
installing a nev spool piece and piping. For PDMS , all existing 
pipin& vill be removed and a cover bolted over the penetration 
vith a aingle pipe centered in the cover. This pipe vill be blind 
flanged for future use . 

(a) Information vas obtained fro• CPU 199la, Supplement 1, Table 2-1. 
(b) •Tying-in with pipe• can be effected in one of tvo vays : (1) cutting 

the exiatins pipe coapletely and addin& a •T• fitting or (2) cutting a 
circular hole in the existing pipe and welding a nev pipe to it. In 
either case, the result i• tvo parallel flov paths where one previously 
existed . 
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Tabla 6 . 3 Penetrations Considered Operational During 
Poet-Defueling Monitored Storage 

Penetration Line She holation 
Nwaber Service (inch) Valve 

R-529 Reactor Coolant Drain 4 \JDL-Vll25 
Pwep Dhcharge 

R-548 Fire Protection 4 FS-V639 

R-549 Reactor Building Inlet 36 AH-VlB 
Purge Line 

R-550 Reactor Building Inlet 36 AH-VlA 
Purge Line 

R-551 Reactor Building Outlet 36 AH-V4A 
Purge Line 10 AH-V52 

R-552 Reactor Building Outlet 36 AH-V4B 
Purge Line 

R-401 Reactor Building 8ase11ent 1/2 R!S-IV-1009 
Level Indication 1/2 R!S-IV-1011 

1/2 R!S- IV-1013 
1/2 R!S-IV-1014 

Data obtained !ro11 CPU 1991, Table 7. 2. 2 
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Table 6.4 Penetrations That Maintain Isolation Usln& 
a Check Valve Inside the Contalnment(a) 

Penetration Outside Containment 
Nuaber Isolation Valve 

RS73 KU-V-379 

RS74 KU-V- 380 

RS7S KU-V-381 

RS76 KU-V-382 

R577 RR-V-5A 

R579 RR-V-511 

R584 RR-V-60 

R587 RR-V-6£ 

R580 RR-V-5C and 6C 

R583 BS-V-111 and 13011 

R586 BS-V-lA and 130A 

R589 OH-V-4A 

RS90 OH-V-411 

R591 KU-V-16C 

R592 KU-V-160 

R537 CF-V-11411 

R539 DC-V-103 

R542 OH-V-187 

R544 CF-V-ll4A 

R557 NS-V-72 

R559 IC-V-5 

R56J IC-V-4 

R566 SA-V-20 

R570 KU-V-16A 

R572 KU-V-1611 

(a) Data were obtained fro• Table B-1 CPU 1989!. 
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least one closed manual valva or a blind !lange. Tabla 6 .4 lists 25 penetra­
tions that maintain isolation using a check valve inside the containment as 
the isolatiQn valve (although they also have associated outside containment 
isolation valves) and 14 penetrations that have single isolation valves . The 
remaining penetrations have double isolation valvea or welded or bolted 
!langea. Thera will be one exception during PDHS : the containment breather 
iaolation valva, whtch will nor-ally remain open to the AFHB atmosphere 
throu&h the breather filter and will generally be maintained at ambient or 
posaibly ali&htly negative pressure with respect to the atmosphere. (See 
Section 5.4 . 1 of this report . ) 

The containment structure also has two air locks to allow entry and exit of 
personnel and equipment . Both alr locks are manually operated and require no 
outside power to function . 

6 .2 . 2 Reactor Containment Structure - Current Licensing Basts 

Under the current Technical Specification requirements , primary containment 
isolation is maintained. Containment isolation exists when each penetration 
is closed by en accessible manual valve, a welded or bolted flange, or a 
deactivated automatic valve secured in the closed position. A containment 
penetration may be opened following an approved procedure , provided it can be 
closed as specified above . In addition, the equipment hatch must be cloaed 
and aealad and each containment air lock must be operable . Containment 
iaoletion is verified quarterly. However, penetrations that are closed by 
bolted or welded blind flangea are not requ i red to be surveyed . Containment 
air locks are demonstrated operable after each opening (if not demonstrated 
operable within the last 72 hours) by verifying the seal leak rate and at 
least once every 3 montha by performing a mechanical operability check of each 
air lock, including a visual inspection and lubrication if necessary. 

In addition, the current Technical Spec ifications require that the primary 
containment pressure be maintained between 0 psig to not less than 12 . 2 psia 
through the use of the containment purge system. 

6. 2 . 3 Reactor Containment Structure - PDMS Licensing Basis 

The proposed PDHS Technical Specifications specify that primary isolation be 
maintained. The proposed POKS Technical Specifications require quarterly • 
verification of containment laolation with the following exceptions : 

1. Isolation valves that are locked closed shall be verified annually 
on a quarterly staggered test basis . I! a valve is found to be out 
of position, a verification check of all locked-closed isolation 
valvaa ahall be performed . 

2 . An independent verification of all changes in isolation valve 
position ahall be performed. 
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3. Bolted or velded blind flanges that fora a containment isolation 
boundary vlll be vlaually lnapected for algna of degradation and/ or 
leakag•every 5 yeara on an annually ateggered test basta . If a 
problea la dlacovered vlth a flange , a coaplete verification shall 
be performed . 

The proposed PDKS Technical Speclflcatlona 3.1 . 1. 3 alao require that each 
containment air lock vlll be operable vlth at least one door closed. In 
addition, 4ach containment air lock vlll be deaonstrated operable once every 
3 aontha by a •echenlcal operability check, including a visual inapectlon and 
lubrication, aa neceasary, and vlaual inspection of the door seale for degra­
dation (proposed PDKS Technical Specification 4 . 1. 1 . 3) . An exception to thla 
requlreaent on the operability of the doora la .. de vhen the air lock ia being 
used for transit entry and exit in £ccordance vith alee-approved procedures . 
Vhen both air lock doora are opened aiaultaneously, the following conditions 
ahould be verified (propoaed PDKS Technical Specification 4 .1.1. 3): 

1. The capability exlata to expeditiously close at least one air lock 
door . 

2 . The air lock doora and containment purge are configured to restrict 
the outflov of air in accordance vlth site-approved procedures . 

3 . The air lock doocs are cycled to ensure aechanical operability 
within seven days before the opening of both doors . 

The proposed PDKS Technical Specifications 3. 1. 1. 2 require that the unfiltered 
leak rate fro• containment vith the reactor building breather closed shall be 
less than 1/100 of the rate through the reactor building breather. If the 
unfiltered leak rate froa containment vlth the reactor building breather 
closed ls greater than 1/100 of the rate through the reactor building 
breather , or if the trend indicates thet the 1/100 value vlll be exceeded 
within 1 year, then the licensee i s required to 

1. Identify the exceasive leek path 

2 . Make necessary repairs or adjustaents 

3 . Perform an additional unfiltered leak rate test 

4 . Prepare end aubmit a special report to the NRC within the next 
30 days . 

To ensure that this leak rate is not exceeded, an unfiltered leak rate test 
vill ba conducted periodically (proposed POKS Technical Specification 3. 1. 1. 2 
and license condition 2£) to verify the leak-tightness of the reactor 
containment structure and that the breather is th~ primary leak pathway. 

6. 2. 4 Reactor Containment Structure - Conclusion 

The integrity of the reactor containment structure must be maintained during 
PDKS to ensure that releases of radioactive material are maintained as lov as 
is reasonably achievable and within the limits es t ablished in the proposed 
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PDKS Technical Spec1f1cac1o~ . The proposed aaintenance of containmenc isola­
tion and roucine surveillance for verification provide a level of surveillance 
equivalenc ~ thac currencly implemented, excepc for an increaaed level of 
surveillance of bolted or welded blind flanges . The NRC staff agrees that an 
increase in surveillance for these items is appropriate , conaidering the 
reduced probabilicy for chance discovery of an open flange by personnel •• a 
result of fever encries loco the facility and the longer time periods between 
entries . 

Requirements for surveillance of the atmospheric breather filter are contained 
in the PDKS SAR 7 . 2 . 1. 2 (CPU l99lb) and discussed in Section 6 . 3 . 2 of this 
technical evaluation reporc . These requiremencs specify tescing co enaure 
proper seating and filtration efficiency, and verification that the integricy 
of the filcer is maintained. 

Thus, the NRC staff concludes that maintenance of the building in the current 
configuracion, •• described above and in Seccion 7 . 2 of the PDMS SAR, vill 
provide concrol of radioaccive material to ensure that potential releases are 
~intained within the limits required by the regulacions and prescribed in the 
~oposed PDKS Technical Specifications . The required surveillance vill 
.a~rther ensure thee containment isolacion capability is verified and 
Jr intained . 

6 . 3 Rrsctor Conta1paent tnd Auxiliary tnd furl Handling Bulldlnc Purgr 
Breather Ventilation and filtration Systems 

The ventilacion and filtration systems mtintain a negttive pressure on the 
buildings to ensure that any leakage is into the buildings , that potentially 
contAminated air is filtered before it is discharged to the atmosphere, and 
that this air is directed to the station vent , where it can be monitored and 
the concentration of radioactive material in the air measured . 

The capability !or active ventilation o! the reactor bui l ding, the auxiliary 
building, and the fuel-handling bui l ding vill be maintained during PDMS (CPU 
199ld; SAR 7 . 2 . 1. 3. 2, 7. 2. 6. 1, and 7. 2. 6 . 2) . A schematic of the ventilation 
system is given in figure 6. 1. Three systems, the reactor building purge 
system, the auxiliary building ventilation system, and the fuel-handling 
building ventilation system , vill be operational . The reactor bui lding purge 
systems vill be discussed first , followed by a discuss i on of the ventilation 
systems in both portions of the auxiliary and fue l-handling building. 

6 . 3 . 1 Reactor Building Purge System 

6 . 3 .1 . 1 Reactor Building Purge System- System Description 

Currently, the reactor containment building is normally ventilated contin­
uously using the reactor building purge exhaust system. This system consists 
of tvo containment purge exhaust units and associated duct vork, da=pe r s , and 
filters . During active ventilation, the purge units ( 25, 000 cubic feet per 
minute [708 cubic meters per minute) each) drav air !rom the D-rings through 
HEPA fi l ters and discharge either to the station vent or back into the 
contai nment . As effluent !rom the reactor building is routed through the 
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FIGURE 6.1 . Ventilation System Durin& Post-Dafuelin& Monitored Storas• 

reactor buildin& purse syste• to the station vent , it pa•••• throu&h two HEIA 
filter banka in aeries . The atation vent ia continuoualy aonitorad durin& 
reactor containment ventilation by an affluent •onltor in the vent (HP-l-219 
or HP-R-219A) . A local differential preasure indicator la inatalled across 
each HEPA filter . These di!!erentia1 pressure indlcatora are checked .onthly 
vhi1a the ventilation ayate• 1• in aarvica . 

Durln& PDKS, the raactor buildin& pura• exhaust system vll l not be operated 
continuously. Periodic antriea v111 be .. de lnto the reactor bulldln& !or 
.. asure•ent and aurvalllance act1v1t1ea . Before reactor containment entry, 
the containment v111 be ventilated aa nacaaaary, ua1ns the reactor bu1ldln& 
purse ayat•• (CPU 1992, SAR 7. 2. 4 .3) . At other tlaes , the ventllatlon ayat .. 
v111 not be operated , a1thoush 1t vil1 be kept operational as apeclflad in the 
SAR 7. 2. 1. 3 (CPU 199ld) . Thua, durin& PDKS, lt la antlclpated that the 
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ventilation ayate .. could be out of service for extended periods, and, 
therefore , the HEPA filters would not be checked during this time . However, 
becau.e exheu.t lines fro• the reactor building are closed, there would be no 
releaae through the reactor building vent . The reactor building purge aystea 
vill not be returned to service to ventilate the containment for entry unleaa 
the applicable surveillance requireaente for the filter ayate .. have been aet . 
The HEPA filter ayate .. vill be leak-tested in place after they are inatalled 
and vhenever filters are replaced to ensure that they meet the required 
performance apecificationa . 

A containment atmospheric breather (CPU 199lb, SAR 7. 2.1 .2) vill be used to 
aaintain pressure equilibrium betveen the AFHB and the reactor building vhen 
the containment ia not actively ventilated. The system is designed to provide 
a specific pathway throu&h vhich the containment atmoaphere can be aspirated 
to maintain pressure equilibrium with the environment external to the con­
tainment. The containment ataoapheric breather also provide• a HEPA-filtered 
pathvay for effluent from the containment . The breather is a 6-inch 
( 15-centimeter) former hydrogen control system line in vhich a HEPA filter 
(24 inches by 24 inches (61 centi~etera by 61 centimeters)) haa been inatalled 
betveen the reactor building and the exhaust fan (AH-E-34) , The containment 
atmospheric breather exhausts into and draws air from the interior of the 
AFHB. The breather is the most probable pathway for passive ventilation 
because the line is large compared to other potential leak paths . There vill 
be an isolation valve betveen containment and the breather HEPA filters that 
vill autoaatically close upon receipt of a containment pressure increase of 
0 . 25 psi (CPU 199lb , SAR 7 . 2 .1 . 2 .2) . The purpose of this isolation is to 
protect the breather HEPA filters in the event of a significant fire in the 
containment . 

During PDHS , vhen the auxiliary building ventilation system is operating but 
the reactor containment is not being actively ventilated, a alight negative 
pressure vill be aaintained on the reactor containment building through the 
breather line from the AFHB. Two sample filter papers will be placed 
dovnatreaa of the HEPA filter and before the location vhere it exheuata into 
the auxiliary building . Airflov in the containment atmospheric breather aay 
be continuously reversing direction, depending on the mode of operation of the 
ventilation systems and atmospheric pressure . The second filter paper dovn­
streaa from the HEPA filter vill be used to protect the first filter paper 
from any extraneous radioactivity entering from the auxiliary building. The 
two filter papers will be removed semiannually, and the first paper dovnatream 
of the HEPA will be analyzed !or radionucllde content . The licensee will 
report the results of the assay of the first filter paper (assuming a filtra­
tion efficiency of 50 percent , although the efficiency of the sample filter 
paper will most likely be greater) as though a like quantity of radionuclides 
vas released . This vill provide a quali t ative estimate of the amount of 
radioactive material exhausted from the reactor contair~ent bui l ding (CPU 
199ld, SAR 7.2 . 1. 2. 3) . Since the deposition on the filter paper will be 
cumulative, it will provide determinative (but not real-time) monitoring 
during PDHS as a result of changes in ambient atmospher ic pressure . 

6-24 



6. 3.1 . 2 Reactor Building Ventilation - Current Licensing Baals 

The current Zechnical Specification 3 .6.3.1 requirement ensures that at least 
one train of the reactor building purge exhaust system is operable at all 
times and capable of per!ormln& ita [unctions, includin& all necessary 
instrumentation, controls, normal and emergency electrical power sources , 
cooling or seal Vater , lubrication or other auxiliary equipment that la 
required for the system, aubsystea, train, component, or device . Requirements 
elao include flov tests and filter testa at specified frequencies and periodic 
verification of differential pressure . The current Technical Spec1f1cat1ons 
alao establish requirements for monitoring of the saseous effluent and 
verification of the operability and calibretlon of the monitorln& equipment. 
The HEPA filter ayatema vere leak tasted in place vhen they vera installed and 
whenever the filters are replaced to ensure that they meet the required 
performance apeclficatlona . The internal pressure of the reactor buildin& ia 
kept negative in relation to the atmosphere by active ventilation of the 
building. The atmospheric breather ls not currently ln use . The atmospheric 
breather system ls a modification planned specifically for PD~S . 

6 . 3. 1. 3 Reactor Buildin& Ventilation - P~~S Licensing Baals 

The licensee has committed in Section 7. 2. 1. 3 . 2 of the PO~ SAR (CPU 199ld) to 
aaintain the reactor buildin& pur&• exhaust system in an operational condition 
to support PDHS act ivities (surveillance and maintenance entries ) in the 
reactor containment building . Maintenance of an operational condition 
includes leak testin& of filters end monitorin& of the effluent durin& 
operation of the ventilation system. However , this system is not a safety 
related system necessary to miti&ate the consequences of an accident and limit 
offsite dose to within 10 CFR Part 100 limits considerin& the post-accident , 
inoperable essentially defueled condition of the facility . 

The licensee has also committed to ensure that the atmospheric breather 
system ia the predominant pathway for effluent and influent to the building 
(durin& those times that the reactor building ventilation system ia not being 
operated) and the effluent ia filtered and monitored . As described in 
Section 6 .2 . 3 of thia report and in the proposed PDHS Technical Specifica­
tions 3. 1. 1.2 , periodic testing and surveillance will be conducted to verify 
that the atmospheric breather system remains the predominant pathway . The 
HEPA filter installation in the containment atmospher ic breather provides 
in-place leak tastin& of the filter and housing. The HEPA filter will be leak 
tasted before installation (SAR 7 . 2 . 1. 2. 2 and B-3 of Supplement 3 ; CPU 1990c 
and 199lb) . In addition, the HEPA filter installation will be tested in place 
before lt ia used and whenever the filter ia replaced. The frequency of 
reinstallation or replacement of the filter will depend on the results of the 
leek testing and other surveillance to ensure integrity of the installation. 

6 . 3. 1.4 Reactor Buildin& Ventilation - Conclusion 

The ~~C staff has concluded that the licensee's program will ensure that the 
effluent from the reactor bui l ding will be filtered and monitored durin& both 
active and passive ventilation, that the atmospheric breather system will be 
the most probable pathway durin& passive ventilation , that tests and 
surveillance activities will ensure that the atmospheric breather systea 
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remains the predoainant pathway , and that the operability of the reactor 
containaent pur&• eyete• vill be aaintained to provide ventilation before 
entry of pe~onnel into the encloeed reactor containaent buildin&. 

6. 3. 2 Auxiliary and Fuel Handin& luildin& Ventilation Syetea 

6. ) . 2 . 1 Auxiliary and Fuel Handlin& ! uildin& Ventilation - Syatea 
Deecription 

The auxiliary buildin&'• aide of the AFHI 'e ventilation ayetea exhauate 
throush dual HEPA filtera into the etation vent. The etation vent ie required 
to be continuoualy aonitored durin& ventilation eyetaa operation uain& an 
effluent DOnitor in the vent eteck, HP-R-219 or HP-R-219A. Operation of the 
auxil i ary buildin& ventilation eyete• provide• a nesative pressure on the AFH! 
and on the reactor containaent bulldin& throu&h the breather. The AFH! is not 
a leak ti&ht etructure . Currently, the potential aoveaent of radioactive 
material outeide the bulldin& ie ainialzed by ••lntainin& a nesative air 
pressure between the buildin& and the outside ataosphare . 

The fuel-handlin& buildin& side of the AFHI is •••entlally a four-floor 
buildin& that 1harea a coaaon vall vith the auxiliary buildin& aide of the 
AFHI . On all lavale, there are door• that allov the patsase of peraonnel 
throu&h the co .. on vall . The effluent fro• the fuel-handlin& bulldin& 
ventilation systea exhauete to the station vent, vhlch i• continuoualy 
aonitored durin& ventilation sy1te• operation . The space in the fuel handlln& 
buildin& above the 347-!oot elevation ia co~on to TKl- 1 and THl-2, ae are the 
truck bey (elevation 305 feet) and the standby pretsure control pit (elevation 
328 !eat) . The operatin& floor (elevation )47 . 5 feat) ia ventilated by the 
THl-1 ventilation systea , vhich aaintains a con1tant nesative pretsure in the 
area . Air vithdravn throush the THI-1 ventilation systea is filtered by the 
Unit 1 atation vent , vhich is continuoualy aonitored. 

The licensee has ttated in the PDMS SAR 7. 2 . 6. 1 (CPU 1990c) that durin& PDHS, 
the auxiliary buildin& ventilation •yatea and filters vill be kept in an 
operational condition to eupport POHS activitiee . However, they vill not 
be required to operate continuoualy . The llcentee has further etated (CPU 
1991e, SAR 7 . 2 .4 . )) that the ventilation 1yetea vill be operated durin& PDHS 
for a •lniaua of 1 year . Licente Condition 2D etates that prior to terainat­
iro& continuoue operation of the auxiliary and fuel handlin& buildin& ven- • 
tilation eyete .. , the epecial aonitorin& pro&raa on particulate releasee vill 
be coapleted. The prosraa shall include at laatt 1 year of data prior to 
entry into PDHS and at least 1 year of data after entry into PDHS . A report 
containin& the result• of the prosraa and containin& sufficient data and 
analyses to deaonstrate that the release rate of particulates vtth half-lives 
sreater than 8 days fro• the AFHI vill be les1 than 0 .00024 ~Ci/sec vhen 
averased over any calendar quarter shall be 1ubaltted to the NRC staff a t 
least 60 day• prior to terainatin& continuoua operation of the AFHI 
ventilation syeteae . 

The ltcen1ee hae also ltated in the PDHS SAR 7. 2. 6. 2 (CPU 1990c) that the 
fuel hendlin& bulldin& ventilation systea and filter• vlll be kept in en 
operational condition and operated as required to support PDHS actlvitlel . 
The fuel handlin& bulldln& ventilation systea provides fresh air to and 

6-26 



filters effluent air !rom the portion of fuel handling building belov the 
spent fuel pool operating deck . The effluent from the fuel-handling building 
ventilation ~ystea exhausts to the station vent where it is continuously 
aonitored during system operation. The lover three floors of the auxiliary 
building and fuel handling building (281-foot, lOS-foot , and 328-!oot eleva­
tions) are open to each other alloving Cor the free passage of air . ~~en the 
ventilation system is not operating, the AFKa ventilation vill equali:e to 
ataospheric praasure via the HEPA filtered exhaust line which vill remain 
open . 

The THI-2 spent fuel pool operating deck is open to the truck bay and THl-1 
spent fuel pool operating deck. This common volume vill be actively 
ventilated from the THl-1 fuel handling building ventilation system . The 
lover elevations of the THI-2 fuel handling building vill be isolated !rom 
thia common voluae by aaintaining doora which communicate between the tvo 
araas closed, aealing vall and floor penetrations, and closing leak tight 
iaolation daapera on the communicating portions of the ventilation system . 

6 . 3. 2.2 Auxiliary and Fuel Handling Building Ventilation - Current 
Licensing Basis 

The current TMI-2 Technical Specifications Cor the AFHB ventilation systea 
provide assurance that gaseous effluent from the facility is controlled, 
filtered, and aonl tored before release to the environment . The operation of 
the ventilation system provides a negative pressure within the facility to 
ensure that contADination is retained vithln the building . Thus, atcospheric 
control is maintained by active ventilation of the facility . The current 
Technical Specifications specify that the auxiliary building air cleanup 
system and the fuel handling building air cleanup exhaust system shall be kept 
operable , vith one of the (our system air cleanup exhaust Cans operable in 
each system. The operability requirement for these systems requires operabil­
ity surveillance and testing of supporting components such as HEPA filters and 
differential pressure control . Both the auxiliary bui l ding and the fuel 
handling building exhaust systems discharge into the station vent , thus 
providing continuous monitoring of radioactive material concentrations in the 
effluent . The current Technical Specifications require operation of the 
effluent monitor and appropriate maintenance anw - r~!~raticr.. 

6 . 1 . 2 . 3 Auxiliary and Fuel Handling Building Ventilation - PO~S 
Licensing Basis 

Caaeous effluent released !rom the AFHB must be kept be l ov t he limits 
apecified by the licensee in the 0~~ and the PDMS SAR . License Condition 20 
states that prior to terminating continuous operation of the auxiliary and 
fuel handling building ventilation systems, the special monitoring progrAD on 
particulate releases vill be completed . The program shall include at least 1 
year of data prior to entry into PO~S and at least 1 year of data after entry 
into PDMS . A report containing the results of the program and containing 
lu!!icient data and analyses to demonstrate that the release rate of 
particulates vith half-lives greater than 8 days from the AFHB vill be less 
than 0 . 00024 ~Ci/sec vhen averaged over any calendar quar t er shall be sub­
mitted to the ~~C staff at least 60 days prior t o terc ina t lng continuous 
operation of the AFHB ventilati on systems . In addi t i on. the licensee shall 
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operate the AFH& ventilation system until the accident-generated water is no 
longer being processed or transferred within the AFHS. Operability and 
surveillanc~requireaents for the AFHS ventilation systems are provided in 
the POHS SAR (CPU 1990c, SAR 7. 2. 6) . 

6. 1 . 2 .4 Auxiliary and Fuel Handling Building- Conclusion 

The operation of the auxiliary building air cleanup system during PDMS vill 
provide assurance that potential movement of radioactive material outside the 
AFHa is minimized and that gaseous effluent discharged from the facility vill 
be monitored . Demonstration by the licensee that the release rate of 
particulates vith half-lives greater than 8 days fro• the AFHB vill be less 
than 0. 00024 ~Ci/sec vhen averaged over any calendar quarter, v111 ensure that 
releases of radioactive material to the environment are less than the limits 
specified in 10 CFR Part 20. 

6. 4 F1rt Dctretion and Protection Systca 

Fire protrction for a reactor facility is of regulatory concern to ensure safe 
shutdown of tht reactor and to provide control of releases of radioactive 
material . Secause of the post-accident , inoperable, essentially defueled 
condition of TMI-2 , safe shutdown of the reactor is no longer of concern. The 
objective of the fire protection system during PDMS ls to llmlt o!fsite doses 
if a fire vera to occur . The quantity of radioactive material that could 
potentially be released to the public is dependent on the magnitude of the 
f1re. The ~~C staff analyzed the offslte release from !Ires that could occur 
during PDMS (Section S.4 . l of this report) . Offslte releases from any 
credible fire would result ln only a small percentage of the dose specified in 
10 CFR Part 100 for determination of exclusion areas . Nevertheless, because 
of the uniqut nature of TKI-2 , some !lre detection and manual suppression 
capability ts advisable . 

6.4 . 1 Fire Detection and Protection System- System Description 

The objective of a flre prottctlon system is to limit offsite dosts·if a fire 
vera to occur . This is accomplished by (1) provid ing zone detection systems , 
(2) providing automatic fire suppression to areas of the facility and systems 
vhlch contain significant amounts of combustibles and possible Ignition 
sources, (l) providing hose reel and hose cabinet stations in areas vlth 
combustiblts, and (4) providing a trained !Ire brigade to respond to !Ires. 

The staff concluded, based on the post-accident , Inoperable, essentially 
defueled condition of the facility , and the results o! analyses that demon­
strate that the maximum credible !Ire would not result In offsite doses in 
excess of 10 CFR Part 100 limits, that a limited fire protection program vas 
appropriate for TMI-2 during PDMS . 

Fire protection ls provided during PDMS by a modification of the original 
TKI-2 fire protection system, as vall aa by flre potential reduction. During 
PDHS, the zone detection systems originally provided at TKI-2 vill be opera­
tional in specific areas of the plant . A total o! 28 fire protection zone 
detection systems will be operational ln the TMI-2 facility during PDHS ; 
22 have bten deactivated . Deactivation of the 22 flre protection zones 
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reflect the co~pletion of the current cleanup activities and the reduction in 
five he:ard or in so~e cases the actual eli=ination of the structure that was 
monitored. A list of these systems and their status for POMS is given in 
Table 6 . 5 . The :one detectors will be present on all elevations of the 
reactor building and fuel-handling building . Only operational area ioni:ation 
detectors are listed in the table ; all duct smoke detectors have been deacti­
vated . In addi tion, equipment-related detectors installed on various compon­
ents within the plant to monitor a specific ha:ard and automatically trip the 
associated fire suppression systec have been deactivated for areas in which 
the hazard has been re~oved and the related water suppression system has been 
deactivated . 

Remote moni toring capab ilities will be provided in the TMI-1 control room , a 
continuously staffed location . by the POMS alarm and =onitoring syste~ which 
will identify the specific zone in which the fire is located . 

The halon systems protecting the a ir intake tunnel and relay room have been 
deactivated . Portable fire extinguishers and self-contained breathing 
apparatus (SCBA) for firefighting response are located throughout the 
facility. as shown on figures 6 . 2 and 6 J . Portable fire extinguishers are 
located in the control building south corridor (30~-foot elevation), along the 
west wall of the turbine building (30~-foot elevati on), in the control 
building north corridor (30~-foot elevation). in the aux!llary building 
(305-foot elevation Just outside the entry to the reactor building) . and Just 
outside the service building. Each o! these locations has !roc two to four 
20-pound (9-kilogram) ABC dry chemical extinguishers . In addition, the fire 
brigade lockers in the Unit 1/Unit 2 corridor, the laundry and respirator 
facility, end the waste-handling and packaeing facility are available for fire 
brigade use . 

The deluge systems for the auxiliary transformers and east turbine building 
wall are =alntained in the turbine building flre service systems in 
miscellaneous facilities will be =alntalned operable as required to support 
opera tions ( e . g . • the waste-handl ine and packaging facility, the respirator 
cleaning facility. and the ad:inistration building) . TI1e deluge systems in 
the auxiliary building and the control building will be deactivated . There 
are no deluge systecs in the reActor contai~~ent building 

All portions of the fire protection sys:em located lnslde buildings in areas 
where the flre hazard r1sk 1s small have been deactivated (CPU 199la. SAR 
7 . 2. 2. 2 (1)) . The system has been configured so that the deactivated portions 
c an be reactivated by valves . if necessary . 
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Table 6.S Fire Protection Zone Detection Systems<•> 

Build in& Elevation Zone 
lll~~ :i1:1f!o17 OS l DS c 

Auxiliary Buildin& 2S8' 6" and 280 ' 6" 2 X 
lOS' o· ) X 
328' o· 4A X 

4! X 
4C X 

328' o· and )47' 6" 40 X 

Chlorinator House s x<d> 

Circulatin& Vater 6 x<d> 
Pump HoWle 

Coa&ulator Bulldin& 7 X 

Control Buildin& 280' 6" 8A X 
sa X 

Mez:z:anine ac X 
280' 6" 80 X 

BE X 
)Sl ' 6" SF X 
305' o· and lSl' 6" 9 X 
305' o· 9A X 

9! X 
331" 6" 10 X 
lS1' 6" llA X 

lU X 

Control Buildin& Area 280' 6" 12A X 
12! X 

F1 re Pump House 312 ' o· lS X 

Fuel-Handl1n& Bulldin& 280' 6" 16 X 
lOS' o· 17 X 
3211' o· 18A X 

18! X 
347' 6• 19 X 

Mechanical Draft 20 X 
Coolin& Tover 

See footnote• a t end of table. 
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Tabla 6 .S (eont 'd) 

lluUdin& Elevation Zona 
~~~~ ~tlfWf OS J DS e 

Reactor lluildin& 328 ' o· 22A X 
2211 X 
22C X 

lOS' o• and 347' &• 220 X 
347' ,. 22£ X 
282' ,. 22F X 

Rive r Vater Puap Houaa 280' g• and 312 ' o· 23 X 

Service lluildin& 280' ,. 24 X 
305' o· 25 X 
322' o· and 331' 6• 26A X 

2611 X 
26C X 
260 X 
26E X 

Turbine lluildin& 281 ' 6• 27A X 
2711 X 

lOS' o· 28A X 
2811 X 
30 X 

331' 6• 29 X 

( a ) Data obtained !ro• Tabla 7. 2. 4 o! CPU 199le . 
(b) OS - operational atatua . 
(e) OS - deactivated atatua . 
(d) Except det ection circuits fro• • iacellaneoua yard structures and 

outbuildln&• to remain operetional •• required . 

The yard fire main v ill be kept preaaurized usin& the atation ~ire pu.pa in 
TKI-1 and the a ltitude t anka as a backup preaaure source . The TKI-2 !ire 
protection ayate• drava ita aupply vater fro• the tie-in to the ya rd fire 
.. in. Freeze protection has been added to applicable portion• of the fire 
•a1n beeauae of the l ack of nor.al heatin& and ventilation in part• of the 
facility. The principal •eana of freeze protecti on outaide of the reactor 
buildin& durin& PDHS vil l be electrical heat tracin&, vhlch vill be ••int a lned 
uain& approved •a1ntenence procedures . Lar&e pipin& •anifolda for the fire 
protection ays t e• •ay be enclosed in a roo• outside the reactor buildln& ln 
non-co• buatible areas and provided vith a ... 11 space heater . 
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FICVRE 6 2 . Portable Extin&uisher and Self-Contained Breathin& Apparatus 
Locations in the Turbine Buildin& and Control Buildin& 
South Corridor 

The 12-inch (30 . 5-centilleter) f ire service loop, which runs throu&h the diesel 
&enerator buildin&. the AFHB, the control buildin& area , and the turbine 
buildin& (east and vast), has been isolated . The diesel \lnerator build1n& 
has been redesicnated for use with TKI-1 . As part of the •odifications to 
support the licensee ' s usa of the diesel canerator buildin& for TKI-1 , the • 
fire systell Una vtll be cut and blanked of! at the .(uel-handlin& butldinc. 
where the fire systa• line runs fro• the diesel cenarator buildin& . This 
•odification ali•inatas the need for freeze protection of the fire syste• 
in the AFH! fro• this and of the f~ra aysta• loop . To prevent the pipe 
fro• repressur1z1n& as a result of seat leak•&• throu&h the isolation valva 
supplies on the east and vest turbine bulldin& headers , l - inch (2.5-canti­
••ter) drain valves were installed and are piped to turbine buildin& sUIIps . 
These drain valves, which are normally open , will be inspected •onthly durin& 
freezin& veether [October thr~u&h April (CPU 199la , SAR 7. 2 .2 . 2k)J. 

Sufficient redundancy exists with other .ultiple !ire service loops and 
sectional control• ao that only 11ultiple Jerious . impairmtnta would require 
placin& this fire loop in service to provide a nor•al flow path . The loop can 
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FIGURE 6 l . Port able Extln&uish~r and S~lf-Contained ! rea thln& Appara tua . 
Locations in the Control S~rvice and Auxiliary !uildin&s 

be placed in service by openln& valva FS-V6S2 and closin& the dratn valves . 
There is auff1c1ant flov in the 12-lnch (lO .S-centiaeter) fire service loop so 
that the drain valves do not have to be closed for the fire suppression system 
to be functional . 

River va t e r and fire puap houses are deactivated for PO~S but v ill provide a 
passive pathvay for intake Va ter to dlesel fire pu:p FS-P-1, which vill be 
u.ed only ae an eaer&ency backup vater-supply source . This reserve pump vill 
be placed in eervlce , lf necessary , to aainta in systea operability require­
aentl (there ar e three other fire puaps ; only tvo a re needed for systea 
operability) . Durin& freezin& veather, the pu:p vill be in l ayup or heat v ill 
be ava ilable by heat trace or by the buildin&' s hea tin&. ventila tion, and a ir 
conditionin& (HVAC) eystea . 

The TK1•2 Fire Protection Pro&raa eetabllshes administrative controls to 
a inia iza the praeenca of flamaabla or combustible liquids and aaterlals in the 
TKI·2 facility . In addition , the licensee has t aken the follovin& specific 
actions to reduce the fire potential durin& POMS : 

1. Tranalent coabustiblea ins ide the conta inment end th~ AFH! v lll be 
reaovad to the e11tent practicable (CPU l99la , SAR 7 . 2 . 2. 2&) . This 
include• aost plant iteas installed a fter tht accident Fir~ 
loadin& of transient coabu•tibles vtll be aalntalned a t less than e 
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1-hour loadin& of 80,000 !TU/aquara foot (2.2 million !TU/aquare 
meter) . 

2. The oil haa been drained fro• the main turbine, main !eedvatar 
pumpa, emer&ency !eedvater pumpa , ateam &enerator !eedwater pumpa , 
condanaate booater pump reaervoira, and hydro&en aeal oil unit (CPU 
1991a, SAR 7 . 2 . 2 . 2h) . 

Each of the four reactor coolant pumpa haa tvo aumpa containin& 
120 &allona (454 litera) each of oil (flaah point 4SO•F) in the 
upper reaervoir and 18 &allona (68 litera) each in the lower 
reaervolr, for a total o! 138 &allona (522 litera) per pump . 
Approximately SO percent of thia oil haa been removed. Thua, 
approxi .. tely 276 &allona (1048 litera) of oil will re .. in. The 
oll ln the reactor coolant pump• will be at ambient te•perature and 
preaaura. Any leak would be a alov leak. The pump• are equipped 
vith drip pane vi th flaah acreens to prevent the collected all from 
becomln& involved ln a fire . The pumpa are separated eo that only 
tvo are adjacent thua decreasin& the probability that the whole 
inventory of oil would be involved in one fire . !ecause of ALARA 
conaidarationa, the licenaee currently has no plana to re•ove the 
remainder of the oil (CPU 1990c , SAR 6, 3. 51) . 

3 . The charcoal filter• have been re•oved fro• all HVAC systems in 
THI-2 (CPU 199la , SAR 7. 2 . 2. 2i) . 

4 , Kost electrical ayatems have been deener&l~ed , thus removln& the 
major i&nltion source (CPU 1990c, SAR Supplement l , Number 17) . 

6. 4 . 2 Fire Detection and Protection Syetem - Current Licensin& aaala 

The current Technical Specifica tion& provide requlre•enta for aurvelllance 
activities and for de•onatratln& operability of the fire suppression water 
syetema and for the fire hose atatlona . The licensee prepared a Fire 
Protection Pro&raa Evaluation !or THl-2 , vhlch vaa reviewed and approved by 
the NRC staff ln Aurust 1987 . 

6.4 . ) Fire Detection and Protection System - PDMS Ll censln& Baals 

The llcenaee's requirements for maintenance end surveillance of the fire 
detection and protection system are apecl!led ln the PDMS SAR 7. 2 . 2 (CPU 
199la) and vlll be apeclfled ln the PDMS ln the Fire Protection Pro&ram 
Evaluation (FPPE) . The FPPE apeclflea fire detection , followed by .. nual 
suppresalon of the fire . Vlth moat of the electrical circuits deener&l~ed and 
leee frequent occupancy durin& PDMS , there vlll be a al&nlflcant decrease ln 
poaelble aourcea of fire . In addition , there vlll be !ever combustibles ln 
the facility . 

The llceneee has atated ln the PDKS SAR (CPU 199ld, SAR 7. 2 . 2. 2b) that the 
operable portion of the fire detect ion end alarm syste•• vlll be tested every 
6 •onths by channel functlonel tests and testa of supervised circuits . 
Nonsupervlaed circuits between the local panels and the remote monltorln& 
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station in tha THI-1 control room will ba tasted avery ll day• to demonstrate 
operability (CPU 199ld, SAR 7. 2 . 2 . 2b) . 

The licensee he• stated 1n the FPP£ that responsibility for the THI-2 fire 
protection 1ystea and re1ponae to fires has been aJsuaed by THI-1 staff and 
will be aalntained and controlled under the FPP£ requirements for both THl-1 
and THI-2. The station fire brigade, aaintalned at THI-1 , will be fully 
trained and faailiar with 1yatem configurations, plant layout , and procedures 
for THI-2 . The station fire brigade vill be under the superv1•ory control of 
THI-1 staff. Upon detection of a fire, the station fire bri&ade will respond 
to the specific location in THI-2 . 

6.4 .4 Fire Detection and Protection Syatea - Conclusion 

On the ba1is of the low probability of fire durin& PDHS and on the very low 
consequence if a fire were to occur (see PDKS TER Section 5. 4 .3), the NRC 
staff concludes that ~~· fire detection and prevention 1ystem is acceptable 
and provides reasonable assurance of early detection and suppression of a 
fire . However , there 1s still some risk that a fire could occur . 
Therefore , the fire detection capability described 1n the PDMS SAR and the 
FPP£ will be DA1ntained durins PDHS , and the licensee has coDDitted to aanual 
auppresaion of fire by the fire brigade •• indiceted in the FPP£. The TKI-2 
Fire Protection Program will be updated before entry into POMS . 

6. 5 Flood Protection 

The THl al t a vas desisned to be protected •&•inst the probable maxiaua flood 
established by the U. S. Army Corps of Engineer• . The island on which both the 
THI-1 and THI-2 reactors a re located is within the 500-year flo~d plain 
(0 . 2 pe~cent chance of flooding in any given year) but not within the 100-year 
flood P/•1n as determined by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (~~C 1987) . 

6. 5. 1 Flood Protection- System Description 

Althoush the station srade is above the water surface profile for the probable 
aaxiaua flood , dikes are provided around the site to protect the station fro• 
wave action associated with the desisn basis flood . In addition . structures 
are completely protected at the exterior faces rather than the individual 
equipment or ayatema within. The water ltop• between adjacent building wall• 
and mat1 were designed to withstand a aaximua water head in excess of that 
associated with the probable flood level . The exterior alidin& doors and 
flood panels are provided vith vater-ti&ht seals (CPU 1990c , SAR 7 . 1.4 . 2) . 

The following items are specific desi&n features for flood control (CPU 1990c, 
SAR 7 . 1.4 . 2) : 

1. There are no external openings in the reactor containment building 
below the probable maximum flood level . 

2 . There are no external openin&s in the THI-2 fuel-handling buildin& 
that require flood protec tion . The railroad door In the Unit 1 
portion of the fuel-handling building is design~d to be 
water- tight . 
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3. Flood panels are provided for all entrances to the control 
bulldln& • . 

4. A flood panel is provided for the entrance to the auxiliary 
buildin&. 

5. The openln&s in the air intake tunnel are located hl&her than the 
probable aaxl.ua flood level . 

6. Doors and entrances (not flood-protected) to the control buildin& 
area are either vater-ti&ht or are provided vlth flood panels. All 
openin&• tha t are potential leak paths (e.,. , duets, pipes, 
conduits, and cable trays) are sealed. 

In addition to the specific flood protection deai&n proviaiona, such •• the 
bulldln& flood panels, site dikin&, and portable, &as-driven flood pumps, the 
alta is included in an early varnin& system provided by the Federal-State 
River Forecast Center, National Veather Service, Harrisbur&. Pennsylvania (GPU 
1990e, SAR 7 . 1.4. 3) . Upon not1!1cat1on by the center o[ potential high !lver 
!lows, THI-1 personnel implement site emer&ency flood protection procedures 
that include the entire THI site . 

6. 5. 2 Flood Protection - Current Licensin& Besis 

The current Technical Specifications define measurement requirements at 
various river vater levels and specify the level at vhich flood protection 
measures are to be impleaented to enaure protection of the facility and 
prevent an inadvertent release of radioactive material [roa the facility. The 
current Technical Specifications also require that the dike be inspected for 
potential de&radation. 

6. 5. 3 Flood Protection - PDKS Licensin& Basis Specifications 

The license has coaaitted to provide flood protection !or the THI-2 facility 
in Section 7 . 1.4 of the PDKS SAR. In addition, the licensee will prepare a 
revised site flood protection plan that will be completed in late 1992. Many 
of the flood protection requireaents are applicable to the entire THI site and 
era included in the THI-1 Technical Specifications (e . , . , THI-1 Technical 
Specification 3. 1.4.1 requires inspection of the dikes around the THI site 
every six aonths) . In addition, requireaents have been established in the 
administrat ive control section 6 . 7. 1 of the proposed PDKS Technical 
Specifications to provide procedures and pro&rams [or maintenance of the PDKS 
condition lncludln& impleaentation or the flood protection pro,ram. 

6 . 5 .4 Flood Protection - Conclusion 

The NRC staff has concluded that because the THl-2 f acility hes been defueled 
and the facility hae been si&niflcantly decontaainated, the quantity of radio­
active material that could be released as the result of a flood is sl&nifi­
eantly reduced !roa that of en operatln& reactor . Hovever, because there is 
still a potential !or 1 release , the requirements for flood protection have 
been kept in place . The staff finds that the flood protection requireaents 
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are adequate to ainiaiza the probability of an inadvertent relaa1a of 
radioactive aaterial froa the facility. 

6 . 6 Support end Honitorlnr Syateaa 

The eteff he1 identified five aupport and aonitorin& ayataaa that are related 
to paraonnel and envirou.ental protection and aurveillance durin& PDKS : 
(1) electrical ayataaa , (2) effluent aonitorinr ayateaa , (3) environaantal 
aonitorinr ayateaa , (4) adainiatrative ayateaa, and (S) aurveillance prorram . 

6 . 6. 1 Electrical Syat••• 

6 . 6. 1. 1 Electrical Syateaa - Syatea Deacription 

The follovinr electrical ayateaa vill be partly or fully operational durin& 
PDHS : 

1. Moat of the exiatinr lirhtinr ayateaa vill be operational . 

2. In the reactor containaent, reactor buildin& circuit• vill be 
daanerrlzed except for thoae neceaaery for PDHS aonitorinr. inapection, 
end aurveillance equipaant. Durin& entry to the reactor buildinr. 
circuit• for lifhtin& and pover for required equipaent vill be 
enerrized . 

3. In the auxiliary building, the 480/277- voltare alternatinr currant (Vee) 
pover to li&htlnr, fire detectora, and auap level indication circuit• 
vill be enerrized. Selected loeda to veldin& receptacla1, heatera, puap 
aotora, and fan aotora vill be enerrized. 

4 . In the fuel-handline buildtnr, lov voltare circuit• (120/208 Vee) to 
lishtinr end fire detection vill be enerrized. 

S. Portion• of the TKI-2 auxiliary electrical diatribution ayatea vill be 
operational and enerrized to provide pover fot the PDHS aupport aya tea1 
and their •••ociated control• and inatruaentation. Pover vill be 
available for area ll&htinr, receptaclea, heatinr, and ventilation to 
aupport PDKS activitiea (CPU 199ld, SAR 7 .2 .5 . 1. 2). 

Inatalled eaeraency li&htin& vill not be aaintained durin& PDHS. Noraal 
li&htin& vill be available throurhout the TKI-2 facility (CPU 199lc, 
SAR 7.2 . 5. 2. 1) . Personnel enterin& the buildin11 vill carry fla1hlishta for 
uae durin& lo11 of noraal li&htinr. Eaerrency reapon1e peraonnel vill carry 
1-hour portable ••errancy li&ht• vhen anterior the buildin&• · These eaerrency 
lifhtl vill be at ered vith eaerrency reaponae crev equipaent . 

Durin& PDHS , certa in electrical ay1taa1 are iaportant for the appropriate 
functionlnr of the ventilation and fire detection 1yateaa, •• vall •• for 
lifhtinr for routine IUtveill ance and eaerrency firefi&htin& ra1ponae . The 
ventilation ayateaa require electricity to operate and vill be uaad •• 
apacifiad in Section 6 . 3 of thl1 report . Electrical ayatea1 ere alao required 
to operate the aonltora for aeasurlnr the radioactive aaterial concentrations 
in both liquid and r••eoua effluents . Alao , the noraal operation of the fire 
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detection ayate•• require• the 1upport of the electrical paver ayat••· 
Althouzh the loas of pov1r to the fire protection eyate• vould not increase 
the potential for a fire, it could increa11 the potential conaequences of a 
fire , if one vera to occur, by delayin& ita detection . 

Durin& PDHS , •oat of the electrical faedl, particularly to the reactor 
buildin&, vill be daener&izad to •ini•ize the potential for providin& an 
i&nition aource for firea , lecauae the ra .. inin& ener&ized ayateaa could 
cauae a fire , the ataff haa analyzed the aaxi.u. credible fire and haa found 
that the offlita doae conaaquencaa era acceptable and are within 10 CFR 
Part 100 li•ita (aea POKS TER aection 5 .4. 3) . Syate•• uaad for PDKS aur­
veillance activitiea .. y require an•r&izin& fro• local control atation• before 
they are uaed. The THI-2 auxiliary electrical diatribution ayat•• conaiata of 
tvo full-1ized auxiliary tranaforaara (2A and 21) connected to tvo aaparata 
230-kV buaea (CPU 199ld, SAR 7 .2 .5.1.2). The atation direct curr•nt (de) 
battariel are deactivated. However, de povar durin& POKS vill be auppliad 
through a sroup of four atatic rectifier• to the 2-1dc and 2-2dc bu••• · 
Direct currant backup power auppliea are provided to 1upport radiation 
aonltorln& and fire protectio~ ayateaJ durin& a taaporary lo11 of paver . 
Loads have been consolidated where practicable, ualn& bua tie-braakera to 
reduce the nuaber of enerstz•d circuita , 

6 . 6 .1.2 Electrical Syste•• - Current Licenain& Ieala 

Electrical power i• required to provide fire detection capability, aonltorin& 
of radioactivity, operation of ventilation ayateal , lizhtin& for entry and 
layup activitiaa, and for aiti&ation of accidenta , The current Technical 
Specification• require that the deteraination of operability of apecified 
electrical buae1 be deterained at le11t once every 7 daya by verlfyln& correct 
breaker alisnaant and pow1r availability. 

6, 6. 1. 3 Electrical Sy1tea1 - PDHS LicenJin& laaia 

Durin& PDHS, electrical paver will not be required to aiti&ate the con••­
quencaa of an accident . However , electrical paver vill be nece1aary for fire 
det•ction capability, aonitorin& of radioactivity, and lizhtin& for .. in­
tenanca and aurveillance activitiea . The licenaee h1a co .. itted in the PDHS 
SAR (CPU 1991d, SAR 7 . 2.5) to aalntaln portlona of the THI-2 auxiliary 
electrical diatribution ayatea operational and ener&izad to provide reliable 
paver for the PDHS aupport ayataal and their •••ociatad controla and 
inatruaentatlon. The1e ayat••• are not conaidarad aafety related ay1tea1 
nece1aary to alti&ate the conaequencea of an accident and lialt offaite do1e 
to within 10 CFR Part 100 lialta conaiderin& the poat- eccident, inoperable, 
aasentlally defueled condition of the facility. leceuae of the deactivation 
of the reactor and ita aaaociatad aupport ayateaa , C1a•• 1! eaar&ency dleael­
backed power •yateaa are no lonsar required. 

6.6.1 , 4 Electrical Syate•• - Concluaion 

Conliderin& the po1t- accident , inoperable , and eaaentlally defueled condition 
of the facility, electrical paver ia not required to aalntain the aafety of 
the facility . The need Cor electrical paver to aalntaln non-•e!ety related 
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ayate .. durin& PDKS vill be eaeentially the a .. e •• it ia currently, and the 
llcenaee hae co .. ttted to .. tntaln that electrical power capability . 

6 . 6. 2 Effluent Konltorln& Syate .. 

6. 6. 2. 1 Effluent Konltorln& Syate .. - Syatea Daecrlptlon 

The reactor bulldln& pur&• ayatea and the AFKB ventilation ayat ... exhaust 
throu&h HEPA flltera into the atation vent. The atation vent ia continuously 
aonltored durin& operation of the ventilation ayatea uain& an effluent aonltor 
in the vent atack (HP-R-219 or HP-R- 219A) . The operation of the ventilation 
ayate .. le deacrlbed in Section 6 . 3 of thla report. 

6 . 6 . 2 . 2 Effluent Konitorin& Syatea - Current Llcenain& Baala 

Keaaure .. nt of radioactive .. terlal concentration~ in effluent fro. the facil­
ity le required to quantify releaeee to the enviro~ent and to de.onatrate 
that releaeee froa the facility are within the current Technical Speciflca­
tlona and Federal resulationa . The current Technical Speclflcationa apeclfy 
requireaente for effluent aonltorln&, both &aaeous and liquid, lncludin& the 
type of a .. plln&, frequency, and analyeee •• apeclfiad ln the Recovery 
Operation• Plan. 

6 .6 .2 . 3 Effluent Konltorln& Syatea - PDKS Llcensln& Baala 

Durin& PDKS, radioactive aaterlal releeaed in liquid and &••eous effluent• · 
.uat be ••••urad to enaure that the llaita epeclfied in 10 CFR Pert 20 , and 
the deai&n objectives of 10 CFR Part 50 , Appendix 1, are not exceeded and that 
the licenaae co.pllae vlth the requireaenta of the Radiolo&lcal Envlronaental 
Konltorln& Plan (REKP) and the Offalte Do•• Calculation Manual (ODCK) <••• 
Licen•• Condition 2. F) . Konitorin& equipaent , calculational aethodoloJY, and 
a .. plin& and aonitorin& frequency are epecified in the REKP and the ODCK. 

6. 6. 2.4 Effluent Konitorin& Syatea - Conclusion 

The NRC ataff conclude• that the propo1ed effluent aonitorin& and analyaia 
apecificationa for PDKS •• provided in the REKP and the ODCK vill enaure that 
radioactive releaaaa froa TKI-2 vlll be adequately aeaaured and quantified. 

6.6 . 3 Enviro~ental Konitorin& Syateaa 

6, 6. 3 ,1 Environaental Konitorin& Syate•• - Syatea Deacription 

Appendix 1 , 10 CFR Part 50, apecifiea that releaaea of radioactive aaterial to 
unreatrlcted area• .uat be kept •• lov aa 11 reaaonably achievable (ALARA) and 
provldea nu.erlcal suidea for coaplyin& vlth the AlARA require•enta in 10 CFR 
Part 50, 34a and 10 CFR Part 50, 36a . The suidea are dafined in taraa of an 
eatiaated annual doae or doae co .. itaent for any individual in an unreatricted 
area froa all pathvaya of expoaure . The licenaee .U.t verify that the lapact 
on the enviro~ent fro• the radioactive aateriela releaaed la within the 
sutdeltnea eatabliahed. Thia ver ification ia accoapliahed by ••••urin& 
quantitlea of radioactive aaterlala relea1ed to the envtronaent and the 
concentration of radioactive aateriala in the actual environaent and 
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calculating the potential doses to members of the public from the materials 
released. 

6 . 6. 3. 2 Environmental Honitoring Systems - Current Licensing Basis 

Appendix B of the current Technical Specifications contains the specifications 
for the licensee's radiological monitoring program for the THI site . The 
program consists of collecting samples from the environment , analyzing the 
samples for radioactivity , and interpreting the results . Samples of air, 
soil , vater, fin fish , milk , fruita, vegetables, groundwater , and 
precipitation are collected and analyzed to assess the critical pathways to 
man and to estimate potential doses . Thermoluminescent dosimeters and a real­
time gamma monitoring system ere placed in the environment to measure ambient 
gamma radiation levels . 

Sampling locations have been established that take into consideration 
meteorology , population distribution , hydrology, and land-use characteristics 
o{ the area . Both indicator and control sample locations have been 
established to ensure the validity of the data collected. The THI sta{{ 
routinely reviews and evaluates the results of sample analyses and conducts 
investigations i! levels requiring administrative action or anomalous values 
are discovered . 

Radiologicel environment operating reports are sub~itted annually to the NRC 
{or reviev (proposed PDMS Technical Speci{lcation 6 . 8 . 1 . 1) . 

6 . 6. ) . ) Environmental Honitoring Syste~s - PDMS Licensing Basis 

The Radiological Environmental Moni toring Program (R~~P) for the THI site vi ll 
remain fully operational and will undergo continuous review and revision as 
necessary to ensure adequate evaluation o{ the environmental impact . Because 
rodent activity could result in the movement o{ radioactive material out o{ 
the !acility buildings, the licensee hes committed (CPU 199la , SAR S)- 7) to 
analyze a limited number of carcasses for gamma-emitting isotopes as part o! 
the non-routine radiological environmental monitoring program . The carcasses 
will be obtained from catch-all traps near the THl cafeteria . The licensee 
also maintains a contract with a local pest control service, on an as-needed 
basis , that controls insects, rodents, spiders , and birds and removes live 
animals . 

6. 6. 3.4 Environmental Honitoring Systems - Conclusion 

The sta!f finds that the licensee ' s program of environmental surveillance ia 
adequate to verify THI ' s compliance vith environmental release requirements . 

6. 6 .4 Administrative Systems 

6 . 6 .4.1 Administrative Systems -System Description 

Administrative systems are required to ensure implementa t ion o{ the require­
ments !or organizational structure , sta!f qualifications , records , independent 
safety revievs , procedures, occupational radiation protection, a quality 
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aaaurance plan, an emersency plan, and other administrative control 
activitiea. 

6 . 6.4 , 2 Administrative Systems - Current Licensing Basis 

The currant Technical Specifications provide requirements for organizational 
atructure and responaibilitiea, ataff ,quallfications for radiation protection, 
aanase•ent and review peraonnel, records, independent safety reviews, pro­
cadurea , a radiation protection plan, a quality assurance plan, en e•ersency 
plan, and other administrative control activities , 

6. 6.4 . 3 Administrative Systems - PDKS Licensing Basis 

During PDHS, administrative controls will be required to ensure that organiza­
tional atructure and responaibilitles, staff qualifications for radiation 
protection, aanage•ent and review personnel, records, independent aafety 
reviewa, procedurea, a radiation protection plan, a quality assurance plan, an 
e•ergency plan, and other administrative control activities are maintained as 
appropriate for the defueled end nonoperating monitored storage status of the 
facility. Occupational radiation protection during PD~ is defined in the 
radiation protection plan described in the PDKS SAR and required by the 
proposed PDKS Technical Specifications . The limited scope quality assurance 
program for PDKS is docu=ented in the TMI- 2 PDKS Quality Assurance Plan (CPU 
1988c) . Specific security provisions for TMI-2 are documented in the TKI 
Modified Amended Physical Security Plan . Because of the post-accident, 
inoperable and essentially defueled condition of TMI-2 during PDKS, there ia 
no potential for any significant of!site radioactive releasea . Because of the 
axlstance of TKI-1 on the same site , emergency planning requirements for the 
alta are dominated by TKI-1 . Emergency planning necessary for TKl-2 haa been 
incorporated in the integrated corporate emergency plan, which has been 
reviewed and approved by the NRC . 

6 . 6 .4 .4 Administrative Systems - Conclusion 

The NRC ataff finds that the administrative controls specified ln the 
licensing basta documents are adequate to ensure acceptable administrative 
control during PDKS . 

6 .6 . 5 Surveillance Program 

6 .6 . 5.1 Surveillance Program- Syste• Description 

The licensee vlll conduct aurveillance programs during PDKS to ensure the 
maintenance of environmental protection systems including surveillance of 
reactor containment building isolation (proposed PDKS Technical Specifications 
4 . 1. 1. 1, 4 . 1. 1. 2, and 4 . 1. 1.3), surveillance of reactor containment building 
and AFHB ventllatlon and filtration systems (CPU 1992 , SAR 7 .2 . 1. 3, 7. 2 .4 . 3, 
7. 2. 6. 1, and License Condition 2D) , surveillance of the !ire protection ayste• 
and support and •onltorlng syatems (including electrical, effluent •onitoring, 
and environmental monitoring systems) , ODCK (proposed PDKS Technical Specifi­
cation 6 . 7 .4), and oversight of administrative systems (proposed PDKS Tech­
nical Specification Section 6) . Administrative systems include organizational 
structure, staff qualifications , records , independent safety reviews, 
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procedures , occupational radiation protection, a quality assurance plan, an 
e .. rgency plan, and other administrative control activities • . 
The licensee has atated (CPU 1991a, SAR 7. 2.4) that routine radiological 
surveillance of the AFH! and the reactor containment buildings will be 
conducted to verify the stability of the conditions . Radiological surveil­
lance activities include air seapling to deter.ine levels of airborne 
conteaination, wipe surveys to dateraine levels of loose surface conteaina­
tion, and radiation dose rata survey• to dater.ina potential changes in 
radiological status . 

The licen1ee has also 1tated (CPU 1990c , SAR 5. 3) that radiological surveys 
performed in aupport of work activities during the cleanup were u1ed to 
astabliah the pre- POHS radiological status . Section 5. 3 states that~he 
sumaary of the radiological condition• as contained in the POHS SAR will be 
updated when final radiological conditions have been determined and final 
decontamination results become available . The licensee has also stated 
(CPU l99la, SAR 7.2.4) that radiological surveys will be conducted 
periodically in the AFHB and the reactor contai~ent building to monitor 
radiological condition• . Preselected locations for contai~ent surveys are 
shown in Figures 6.4 and 6. 5. Fixed dosimeters may also be placed in various 
locations and replaced periodically to measure dose rates over a longer 
period. The licen••• will review the result• of the radiological surveya and 
evaluate them for trends in ch•nges in contamination levels , movement of 
contamination, and changes in dose rates . The radiological aurveys will also 
detect changes in the radiological status of the facil1t1ea that may require 
corrective action . 

6 . 6 .5.2 Surveillance Program - Current Licensing Basta 

The currant facility surveillance requirements included in the REKP, currant 
Technical Specifications, and Recovery Operation• Plans provide for the 
environmental protection systems necessary to preclude criticality ; ensure 
reactor containment building isolation; ensure ventilation, filtration, and 
measurement of gaseous affluent being released to the environment ; ensure 
collection end monitoring of liquid effluent being released from the facility ; 
en1ure prevention or detection and mitigation of fires ; ensure the oversight 
of necessary administrative sy1tems ; and ensure monitoring of the facility to 
determine radiological conditions . 

6. 6. 5. 3 Surveillance Program- POHS Licensing Baals 

During POHS, THI-2 will conduct surveillance programs to ensure that environ­
mental protection i1 maintained . The1e surveillance program• will ensure 
iaolation of the reactor containment building (proposed POHS Technical 
Specification• 4 . 1. 1. 1, 4 . 1. 1. 2, and 4 . 1. 1. 3) , operabi l ity of reactor 
containment building and AFHB ventilation and filtration systems (CPU 1992, 
SAR 7 . 2 . 1 and 7 . 2 . 6) , operability of the fire protection system (CPU 1991a , 
SAR 7.2.2, License Condition 2F, and the PDHS FPP£} , and functioning of 
support and monitoring systems (proposed POMS Technical Specification 5 . 2 . 1. 2, 
Section 6 , License Condition 2F, and CPU 1992, SAR 7.2.4.2) (including 
electrical , affluent monitoring , and environmental monitoring systems) , 
oversight of administrative systems , and periodic meAsurement of rAdiation 
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Fleur• 6.4 Radiacion Survey Locecions in the Reaccor luildin& 
Elevacion 347 Feec 

and contaaination levels co verify radiolo&ical condicions . Administrative 
aysteas include or,anizational atructure , scaff qualifications , r ecorda , 
independent safety revieva , procedures , occupacional radiation proteccion, a 
quality assurance plan, an eaer&ency plan, and other adainiatracive concrol 
activities . 

The PDKS aurveillance pro&raaa deacribed in the precedin& aectiona are 11ated 
below: 

Maintenance of reactor veaael &eoaecry, Section 6 . 1. 3 

Reactor containment iaolation, Section 6. 2. 3 

Reactor bui1din& breather and ventilation aya tea , Section 6. 3. 1. 3 

Auxiliary and fuel handlin& buildin& ventiletion aystea, 
Section 6 . 3 . 2. 3 

Fire protection ayatea, Section 6.4 . 3 

Flood protection, Section 6 . 5. 3 

Support en~ aonitorin& aysteaa , Section 6 . 6 . 1 . 3 , 6 .6 . 2. 3, 6. 6 . 3 . ) , 
and 6 . 6 .4 . 3 
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6. 6. 5. 4 

Fl&urc 6 5 Radiation Survey Locations in the Reactor Buildin& 
Elevation 305 Feet 

Surveillance Prosraa - Conclusion 

The NRC staff finds that these surveillance pro&rams vill ensure •a1ntanance 
of the environmental protection systems durin& POKS . In addition, the NRC 
s t aff finds that the licensee's radiolo&ical surve illance activities durin& 
POKS v111 be adequate to verify continued stability of radioactive •aterial 
vithin the facility and to identify conditions that aay require corrective 
action. 
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7.0 CONCLUSION 

On the beala of the aatertal received fraa the ltcaneee and independent 
evaluation and aaaaureaanta by the NRC ataff , the NRC ataff conclude• that the 
entry of TMI-2 lnta PDKS vtll nat deere••• the aarcln of aafety far varkera 
and the public . 

The ataff aakaa the fallavln& ftndln&• : 

1. Defualln& of the reactor haa bean accaapllshed to the extant r•••anably 
achievable . 

2. All fuel (t . e ., UOz) and care debrta reaoved froa the reactor and 
aaaoclated ayate .. have been shipped off alta . 

3. The reaulta of analy••• indicate that there la no potential far a 
crltlcallty tn the fuel re .. lnln& tn the THI-2 facility durin& either 
naraal or accident candltlana . The canaervatlaa built into the .adel · 
and the addltlanal aeaauraa beln& taken by the llcanaee lncludln& 
reaaval of Vater , addltlan of a neutron palaan into the veaael , and 
reatrlctiana an deliberate fuel aoveaant , vauld further preclude the 
paaalblllty of a crltlcellty. 

4 . Ra .. lnln& radioactive vaate fraa the aajar THI-2 decontaainatian 
actlvltlea haa been ahlppad off alta or packa&ad and ata&ad for ahipaant 
off alta . 

S. Radiation laval• vlthln the facility have bean reduced to auch level• 
that nece11ary and required plant aanltorln&, aalntenanca , and 
tnapactlona can be perforaad. 

6 . Radloloctcal control of ectlvltiea durin& PDMS vill be conducted tn 
accordance vlth the approved Radiation Protection Plan and ln coapllanca 
vlth the ra&ulatary requlreaenta of 10 CFR Part 20. This procaaa vill 
anaura adequate control of occupational expaaure and protection of 
vorkera . 

7. The ltcanaee ' a propoaed surveillance pro&raa ls adequate to aonltor the 
PDKS environmental protection ayatea1 . 
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8. The environmental •onitorin& for TMI- 2 durin& PDHS vill be included in 
the TMI Site Radiolo&ical Environmental Honitorin& Plan and vill ensure 
adequae. anvlronaental aurveillance and control . 

9 . Fire protection at the THI-2 facility durin& PDHS vlll be acco.pllahed 
accordlna to the approved TMI-2 Fire Protection Pro&raa Evaluation 
(FPPE) and vill enaure that the riek of fire ie vlthln the bounda 
analyzed by thia evaluation . 

10. The require .. nta delineated in the propoeed PDHS Technical Specifica­
tion• provide aeaurance that tha facility vill be .. intained in an 
anvironaantally aafe condition . 

11 . Tha TKI-2 facility can aafely be placed in lon&-ter. •onitored atora,e , 
and the facility confi&uretion durin& etora&e under both routine and 
accident conditione vill not reeult in i•pacte that exceed thoee 
i dentified in the etaff' a PElS Supple•ent J (NRC 1989a) . 
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UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATORY CQHHISSJON 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ANp FJNQJNG OF NO SIGNIFICANT IHPACJ 

GPU NUCLEAR CORPQBATION 

THREE HILE ISLANQ NUCLEAR STATION. UNIT NO . 2 

OQC~ET NO. 50-320 

The U.S. Nucleir Regulitory Commission (the Commission) is considering 

issuince of i Possession Only License (POL) to GPU Nucleir Corporition (the 

licensee or GPUN) ind imend ing the Technicil Specificitions for the Three Hile 

Jslind Nucleir Stilton Unit 2 (THI -2), locited in Oiuphin County, 

Pennsylvinii. 

The licensee his requested by letter dited August 16, 1988, iS imended, 

thit the Ficility Operiting License for THI-2 be ch1nged to i Possession Only 

License ind thit the Technicll Specificltions for the flcility be 1mended to 

permit long-term stor1ge of the flcility . 

ENVJRONH[NTAL ASSESSMENT 

Identification of the Prooosed Action: 

The POL ~ould lllo~ the licensee to possess but not operite THI -2 lnd 

est1bl ishes require"'ents thit 1re lppliclble to the flcility in Its post­

lccident , inoperlble and essentfllly defueled condition . The proposed 

lmendment to the facility's Technlcll Specificitions would permit the licensee 

to 'pllce the THI-2 flcility in i long- term monitored stor1ge configurition, 

termed Post-Oefueling Mon itored Stor1ge (POHS) by the licensee. 

q20304030q q202~0 
POR ADOCK 0~000320 
p POR 



- 2 -

The Need for the Proposed Action: 

The licensee has completed the current phase of the cleanup effort . The 

licensee has determined that the facility should be maintained In the POHS 

condition until the time Three Hlle Island Nuclear Statton Unit 1 (THI-1) is 

ready for deco~isslontng, at ~hich time both THI-1 and THI-2 will be 

decomm is.1 oned simultaneously. Since the licensee has no future plans for the 

operation of THI-2, the licensee requested the conversion of their facility 

Operating license to a Possession Only license . In order to permit and 

facilitate long-term storage of THI-2, the licensee has proposed a numb~r of 

changes to their Technical Specifications . The licensee has determined that 

many of the requirements contained in the current Technical Specifications are 

inappropriate and not required to ensure the safety of a post-accident, 

Inoperable and essentially defueled facility . 

Background: 

In Harch 1981, the NRC staff issued NUR[G-0683, "Programmatic 

Environmental Impact Statement Related to Decontamination and Disposal of 

Rad ioactive Wastes Resulting from the Harch 28, 1979, Accident at THI-2" 

(PElS) . The PElS has been supplemented by the staff three times. In 

August 1989, the NRC staff Issued PElS final Supplement 3, which assessed, in 

part, the environmental impacts associated ~ith the licensee's plans to place 

the facility into Post-Defuellng Honitored Storage. Seven alternatives to the 

licensee's proposal ~ere also evaluated in PElS Supplement 3. 

The staff concluded In PElS Supplement 3 that the licensee's proposal : 

(I) is ~ ! thin the applicable regulatory limits and could be implemented 
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without slgnlflc~nt envlronment~l lmp~ct since the he~lth lmp~ct on both the 

workers ~nd the offslte public Is very sm~ll; (Z) c~lcul~ted doses to the 

public th~t ~re fr~ctions of the dose received from b~ckground r~dl~tlon; 

(3) would result In subst~nti~l occup~tion~l dose s~vings ~nd reduced 

tr~nsport~tlon iap~cts over sever~l of the ~lternatlves considered; and (4) Is 

environmentally acceptable and will not significantly affect the quality of 

the human env ironment . 

The staff's evaluation of the licensee's proposal w~s based principally 

on the licensee's description of POHS contained In the licensee's 1987 

submittal entitled "Technical Plan, THI-Z, Cleanup Program Post-Defueling 

Honltored Storage• and on the licensee ' s submittal of August 1988, entitled 

"Post-Defueltng Hon ltored Storage Proposed license Amendment and Safety 

Analysts Report . • The 1988 submittal by the licensee provided the detailed 

system by syst~ description of the facility during POHS and provided the 

safety analys is necessary to assess the potential for environmental impact 

during storage . Since the August 16, 1988, submittal, the licensee has 

updated the POHS proposed license amendment and Safety Analysts Report (SAR) 

15 tl~s. Since Issuance of the August 1989, PElS Supplement 3, the POHS 

proposed license amendment and SAR have been updated 11 tlees . 

The purpose of this environmental assessment Is to determine If the 

August 1989, PElS Supplement 3 to the Programmatic Environmental Impact 

Statement dealing with POHS remains valid after a review of the subsequent 11 

amendments to the licensee's submittal . 
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Environmental Assessment : 

The staff has reviewed the licensee's amendments to their August 16, 

1988, submittal that have been submitted to the NRC staff since Issuance of 

the August 1989, PElS Supplement 3. T~e staff also reviewed the licensee's 

Defueltng Completion Report dated February 22, 1990, the results of the post 

lower head sampling program cleanup in a letter dated April 12, 1990, and the 

results of Independent staff analyses and analyses done for the staff by 

Battelle Pacific Northwest Laboratory. The purpose of these reviews was to 

determine if the licensee's proposal and the subsequent assessment of 

environmental impact Is within the scope of the August 1989, PElS 

Supplement 3. 

The amendments to the licensee's August 16, 1988, submittal, sent to the 

staff after the publicat ion of the August 1989, PElS Supplement 3, consist 

primarily of wri tten responses to deta il ed staff quest ions, changes in the 

licensee ' s Safety Analys ts Report (SAR), and changes In the proposed Technical 

Specificat ions for POHS . Some of the changes to the SAR resulted in physical 

changes to the facility that were not considered during the preparation of the. 

PElS Supplement 3 (e.g. closure mechanism for the atmospheric breather, and 

conta inment penetrat ion overpressurtzat ion limits) . The staff has reviewed 

these changes and has determined that there is no signif icant change in 

potential env ironmental Impact due to the modifications . Some of the changes 

in the SAR deal wi th changes In values of measurements and estimates (e .g. 

residual fuel In the fac ili ty) . These revised values do no.t alter the 
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conclusions In PElS Supplement 3. Flnilly, some of the thinges in the SAR 

revise inilyses of potentiAl iCtldents (e.g . fire in contiinment) . Revie~ of 

these revised inilyses did not reveil iny significAnt ch&nges in predicted 

!•pitt. 

The stiff revie~ed the licensee's Defueling Completion Report ind 

subsequently submitted relited documents . The principil issue in this review 

wis the potentiil for inidvertent recrititillty of the fuel remilning it the 

ficllity. The stiff found thit the fuel rem1ining at the ficility w&s in a 

configurition thit precluded critic&lity . This condition wis issumed by the 

stiff in PElS Supplement 3; therefore the finding Is consistent with the 

stAff's earlier evilu&tion . 

The stiff reviewed the results of independent ~nilyses done while 

prepirlng the POHS S&fety Evaluition Report (SER) . These inalyses were done 

by both the NRC stiff &nd their contractor, Battelle Picific Northwest 

libor&tory. In one c&se , the results of an Analysis of a different fire 

scenario in the re&ctor contiinment showed offsite doses in excess of those 

ev&luited for the fire anAlysis in PElS Supplement 3. PElS Supplement 3 

predicted the consequences of a fire in the containment stAi rwell as i 50-year 

dose commitment to the maximilly exposed member of the public of 1.6 mrem to 

the whole body. The staff's POHS SER ev&luated the consequences of a fire 

inside the 0-rings in the contain~ent . The predicted 50-dose co~itment to 

the miximilly exposed member of the public for this accident scenario Is 49 

mrem to the whole body. 
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For an accident situation, the guidance provided In 10 CFR Part 100 

ll•lts the total radiation dose to a member of the public to a less than 

25 rem to the whole body . Although the predicted SO-year dose commitment to 

the maximally exposed member of the public In the revised accident analysis 

presented In the staff's PDHS SER Is greater than that predicted In PElS 

Supplement 3, the revised whole body dose to the maximally exposed member of 

the public is still a small fraction (less than 0.2 percent) of the regulatory 

guidance. 

This small Increase (from 1.6 to 49 mrem) In the 50-year whole body dose 

commitment to the max1mally exposed member of the public does not change the 

conclusions of PElS Supplement 3. Specifically, the calculated dose to the 

public are fractions of the dose received by a member of the public from 

background radiation (* 300 mrem annually), are within the applicable 

regulatory limits (<25 rem), and t~e potential health Impact on the public Is 

very small. Based on the above evaluation, the staff concludes that the 

licensee's proposal will result in environmental Impacts that are still w1thin 

the scope of the August 1989, PElS Supplement 3. 

Alternatlv@S to the Prooosed Action: 

Alternatives to the proposed action are evaluated In PElS Supplement 3. 

The staff concluded In PElS Supplement 3 that the licensee's proposal, and the 

seven NRC Staff-Identified alternatives (with the exception of the no-action 

alternative wh ich was found not to be viable because It wou ld be contrary to 

regulations) could each be Implemented without significant environmental 

Impact . The staff has not Identified any new alternatives since Issuance of 
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PElS Supplement 3, ind hi$ not identified iny ne~ informition, since issuince 

of PElS Supplement 3, thit ~ould chinge their eviluition ind conclusions on 

impicts for the licensee's proposil or iny of the ilternatives . Therefore, 

any reiSOnible alternative to thiS action ~ould not hive i significant 

environmentil lmpict. 

Alternitive Use of Rrsources : 

There Is no significant increase in the use of resources not previously 

considered by the stiff's Harth 1981, Progrimmat lc Envlron~ental Impact 

Statement (NUREG-0683) as supplemented. 

Aqrncies ind Persons Consultrd : 

The stiff ~idely distri buted Drift Supplement 3 ind rece1ved comments 

from a number of Federal, state , and local igencles, the licensee, lotil 

citizens ind citizen organizit lons . These comments ~ere incorporited in PElS 

Supplement 3, issued August 1989. The staff did not consult further ~ 1 th 

organizations or individuals in preparing this assessment . 

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

Based upon the foregoing env ironmentil assessment, the Commission 

concludes that the proposed actions will not have a signif icant effect on the 

quality of the human environment and the impacts are st ill within the scope of 

the August 1989, PElS Supplement 3. Therefore, the Commission has determined 

that the PElS Final Supplement 3 (NUREC-0683) need not be supplemented . 

PElS Final Supplement 3 (HUREC-0683), the Stiff's Februiry 1992, Sifety 

Eviluation Report, the licensee's imtndments to the ir August 16, 1988 

submittil, and the licensee's February 22, 1990, Oefueling Completion Report 
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ire ivillible for public inspection it the Commission's Public Document Room, 

the Gelmin Building, 2120 l Street, N.W. , Wishlngton, D.C. 20555, ind the 

locil public document room it the Government Publlcitlons Section, Stite 

llbriry of Pennsylvinli, Wa lnut Street and Common~ealth Avenue, Harrisburg, 

Pennsylvania 17105. 

Dated it Rockville, Maryland, th i s 20th day o! February 1992. 

FOR lHE NUClEAR REGUlATORY COMMISSION 

~.!:.1.!:::.: 
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