
Docket No. 50-320 

Dr. Robert L. Long 
Director, Corporate S�rvices/ 

Director, TMI-2 
GPU Nuclear Corporationq 
Post Office Box 480 
Middletown, Pennsylvania 17057 

Dear Or. Long: 

Nove�c 6, 1990 

OJ STR I BUITON 
.Docket file 
NRC & Local PDRs 
PONP r/f 
OCrutchfield 
WTravers 
SWe1ss 
EHylton 
MMasn ik 
OGC 

OHagan 
EJordan 
GHill (4) 
WJones 
JCalvo 
ACRS (10) 
GPA/PA 
OC/LFMB 

SUBJECT: THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION UNIT NO. 2 - ISSUANCE OF 
AMENDMENT 39 (TAC NO. 73780) 

The Corrrnission has issued the enclosed Amendment No. 39 to F acility Operating 
License No. DPR-73 for the Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit No. 2, in 
response to your letter dated June 30, 1989 and revised by letters dated 
January 22, 1990 and August 31, 1990. (Technical Specification Change Request 
No. 65). 

The dmendment modifies Appendix A Technical Specifications revising the 
administrative requirements associated with periodic audits of the unit's 
activities. 

A copy of the related Safety Evaluation is enclosed. Notice of Issuance will 
be included in the Commission's biweekly Federal Register notice. 

Enclosures: 
1.  Amendment No. 39 to DPR-73 
2. Safety Evaluation 

cc w/enclosures: 
See next page 
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Sincerely, 

original si<;;ned by 

Michael T. Masnik, Senior Project Manager 
Non-Power Reactor Decommissioning and 

Environmental Project Directorate 
Division of Reactor Projects - III, 

IV, V and Special Projects 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 
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UNITED STATES 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, 0 C, 20555 

Docket No. 50-320 

Or. Robert L. Long 
Director, Corporate Services/ 

Director, Tr�I-2 
GPU Nuclear Corporation 
Post Office Box 480 
Middletown, Pennsylvania 17057 

Dear Or. Long: 

November 6, 1990 

SUBJECT: THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION UNIT NO. 2 - ISSUANCE OF 
AMENDMENT 39 {TAC NO. 73780) 

The Commission has issued the �nclosed Amendment No. 39 to Facility Operating 
Lic�nse No. DPR-73 for th� Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit No. 2, in 
response to your l�tter dated June 30, 1989 and revistd by lttters dated 
January 22, 1990 and August 31, 1990. (Technicdl Specif1cation Change Request 
No. 65). 

The amendment modifies Appendix A Technical Specifications revising the 
administrative requirements associated with periodic audits of the unit's 
activities. 

A copy of the related Safety Evaluation is enclosed. Notice of Issuance will 
be included in the Commission's biweekly Federal Register notice. 

Enclosures: 
1. Amendment No. 39 to OPR-73 
2. Safety Evaluation 

cc w/enclosures: 
See next page 

Sincerely, 

Michael T. Masnik, Senior Project Manager 
Non-Power Reactor Decommissioning and 

Environmental Project Directorate 
Division of Reactor Projects - III. 

IV, V and Special Projects 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 



Dr. R. L. long 
GPU Nuclear Corporat1ofl 

cc: 

Regional Administrator, Region I 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
475 Allendale Road 
King uf Prussia, PA 19406 

Dr. Judith H. Johnsrud 
Environmental Coalition on Nuclear Power 
433 Orlando Avenue 
State College, PA 16801 

Ernest L. Bla�e. Jr., Esquire 
Shaw, Pittman, Potts, and Trowbridge 
2300 N Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20037 

Secretary 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, D.C. 20555 

Sally S. Klein, Chairperson 
Dauphin County Board of Commissioners 
Dauphin County Courthouse 
Front and Market Str�ets 
Harrisburg, PA 17120 

Thomas M. Gerus�. Director 
Bureau of Radiation Protection 
Oepartment of Environmental Resources 
P. 0. Box 2063 
Harrisburg, PA 17120 

Ad Crable 
Lancaster New Era 
8 West King Street 
Lancaster, PA 17601 

U.S. Departn�nt of Energy 
785 DOE Place 
Idaho Falls, ID 83401-1562 

Francis I. Young 
Senior Resident Inspector (Tt-11-1) 
U.S.N.R.C. 
P. 0. Box 311 
Middletown, PA 17057 

Thre� H11e Island Nuclear Station 
Unit No. 2 

David J. McGoff 
Office of LWR Safety and Technology 
NE-23 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Washington, D.C. 20545 

Frank lynch, Editorial 
The Patriot 
812 Market Street 
Harrisburg, PA 17105 

Robert 8. Borsum 
8abcock & Wilcox 
Nuclear Power Division 
Suite 525 
1700 Rockville Pike 
Rockville, MO. 20852 

�arvin I. Lewis 
7801 Roosevelt Blvd. #62 
Philadelphia, PA 19152 

Jane Lee 
183 Valley Road 
Etters, PA 17319 

Walter W. Cohen, Consumer 
Advocate 
Department of Justice 
Strawberry Square, 14th Floor 
Harrisburg, PA 17127 

U.S. Environmental Prot. Agency 
Region III Office 
ATTN: EIS Coordinator 
841 Chestnut Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19107 
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UNITED STATES 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, 0. C. 20555 

GPU NUCLEAR CORPORATION 

DOCKET NO. 50-320 

THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATIO�, UNIT NO. 2 

M\ENOMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE 

A�ndment No. 39 
License No. OPR-73 

1. The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Conrn1 ssion ) has found that: 

A. The applic�tfon for amendment f1led by GPU Nuclear Corporation, 
(the 11censet ) , dated Jur.e 30, 1989 as supplemented on January 22, 
1990 and August 31, 1990, complies �1th the standards and require­
n�nts of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the Act), and 
the Comm1S$iOn's regulations set forth 1n 10 CFR Chapter I; 

B. The facility w111 operate in conformity �ith the app l ication, 
the provisions of the Act, and the regulations of the Corrmission; 

C. There is reasonabl� assurance (i) that the activities authorized 
by this amendment can be conduct� without endangering the health 
and saf�ty of the public, and (ii ) that such activities wi l l be 
conducted in coo1plia�ce with the Commission's regulations set 
forth 1n 10 CFR Chapt�r I; 

D. The is�uance of thi� amendm�nt will not be i ni mical to the common 
defense and security or to the health end safety of the public; 
and 

L The 1s�uance of this amendrrent is 1n accordance with 10 CFR Part 51 
of the Conm1ss 1 on ' s regulations and all app l icabl e requir�ments hav� 
been sat1sf1ed. 
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2. Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical 
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license 
amendment, and paragraph 2.C.(2) of Facility Operating License 
No. DPR-73 1s hereby amended to read as follows: 

(2) Technical Specifications 

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendix A, as revised 
through Amendment No. 39, are hereby incorporated 1n the 11cen$e. 
GPU Nuclear Corporation shall operate the facility in accordance 
with the Technical Specifications. 

3. This license amendment is effective as of its date of issuance, to be 
implemented within 30 days of issuance. 

Attachment: 
Changes to the Technical 

Specifications 

Oa te of Issuance: Novembec 6, 1990 

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

Seymour H. Weiss, Director 
Non-Power Reactor , Decommissioning and 

Environmental Project Directorate 
Division of Reactor Projects - III, 

IV, V and Special Projects 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

-------
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ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO. 39 

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-73 

DOCKET NO. 50-320 

Replace the following pages of the Appendix A Technical Specifications with 
the attached pages. The revised pages are identified by amendment number and 
contain vertical lfnes indicating the area of change. 

Remove 

6-7 

6-8 

Insert 

6-7 

6-8 



ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

1. Special reviews, investigations or analyses and reports thereon as 
requested by the Office of the Director TMI-2 or other manager 
reporting directly to the Office of the Director TMI-2. 

g. Written summaries of audit reports in the area specified in 
Section 6.5.3. 

h. Recognized indications of an unanticipated deficiency in some aspect 
of design or operation of structures, systems, or components, that 
could affect nuclear safety or radioactive waste safety. 

i. Any other matters involving safe operation of the nuclear power 
plant which the SRG or the independent safety reviewers deems 
appropriate for consideration, or which are referred to the SRG or 
the independent safety reviewers. 

6.5.2.6 For those subjects which are REVIEW SIGNIFICANT the Independent Safety 
Review will be performed by an individual(s) meeting the qualifications of 
Section 6.5.4. 7 (until implementation of IOSRG) or Section 6.5.2.8 (upon 
implementation of IOSRG). 

RECORDS 

6.5.2.7 Reports of reviews encompassed in Section 6.5.2.5 shall be maintained 
in accordance with 6.10. 

QUALIFICATIONS FOR INDEPENDENT SAFETY REVIEWERS (Upon Implementation of IOSRG) 

6.5.2.8 The independent safety reviewer(s) shall either have a Bachelor'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 his or her speciality. An individual performing 
reviews may possess competence in more than one specialty area. Credit toward 
experience will be given for advanced degrees on a one-for-one basis up to a 
maximum of two years. 

6. 5. 3 Audits 

6.5.3. 1 Audits of unit activities shall be performed in accordance with the 
TMI-2 Recovery QA Plan. These audits shall encompass: 

a. During Modes 1, 2 and 3, the conformance of unit operations to pro­
visions contained within the Technical Specifications and applicable 
license conditions. The audit frequency shall be at least once per 
12 months. 

b. During Modes 1, 2 and 3, the performance, training and qualifications 
of the entire unit staff. The audit frequency shall be at least 
once per 24 months. 

c. During Modes 1, 2 and 3, the verification of the nonconformances and 
corrective actions program as related to actions taken to correct 
deficiencies occurring in unit equipment, structures, systems or 
methods of operation that affect nuclear safety. The audit fre­
quency shall be at least once per 12 months. 

THREE MILE ISLAND - UNIT 2 6-7 Amendment No. 39 



�DMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS 

d. During Modes 1, 2 and 3, the performance of activities required by 
the Recovery Quality Assurarce Plan to meet the criteria of Appendix 
"6", 10 CFR 50. The audit frequency shall be at least once per 24 
months. 

e. During Mode 1, the Emergency Plan and implementing procedures. The 
audit frequency shall be at least once per 12 months. 

f. Deleted. 

g. During Modes 1, 2 and 3, the Radiation Protection Plan and imple­
menting procedures. The audit frequency shall be at least once per 
12 months. 

h. During Modes 1, 2 and 3, the Fire Protection Program and imple­
menting procedures. The audit frequency shall be at least once per 
24 months. 

i. During Hodes 1, 2 and 3, an independent fire protection and loss 
prevention program inspection and technical audit shall be performed 
annually utilizing either qualified offsite licensee personnel or an 
outside fire protection firm. 

j. During Modes 1, 2 and 3, an inspection and technical audit of the 
fire protection and loss prevention program, by an outside qualified 
fire consultant at intervals no greater than 3 years. 

k. During Modes 1, 2 and 3, any other area of unit operation considered 
appropriate by the SRG, the Manager, SRG's immediate supervisor, 
(until implementation of IOSRG), the IOSRG, other managers reporting 
directly to the Office of the Director TMI-2, the Office of the 
Director TMI-2, or the Office of the President - GPUNC. Any other 
areas required to be audited by QA will be identified to the appro­
priate QA Management level. 

RECORDS 

6. 5.3.2 Audit reports encompassed by sections 6.5. 3.1 shall be forwarded for 
action to the management positions responsible for the areas audited and either 
the SRG, (until implementation of IOSRG) or the IOSRG (upon its implementation), 
within 60 days after completion of the audit. The SRG, (until implementation 
of IOSRG) or the ISORG will review specified audits performed by QA and make 
corrective action recommendations as appropriate. 

6. 5.4 Safety Review Group (SRG) 

FUNCTION 

6.5.4.1 The SRG shall be a full-time group of engineers, independent of the 
Site Operations and Engineering staff, and located onsite within the TMI-2 
division. (See Organization Plan Figure 1.2. ) 

APPLICABILITY 

6.5.4. 1.1 Until implementation of IOSRG. 
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UNITED STATES 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON, 0 C 205!.5 

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE Of NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION 

RELATED TO AMENDMENT NO. 39 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-73 

GPU NUCLEAR CORPORATION 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION, UNJT NO. 2 

DOCKET NO. 50-320 

By letter dated June 30, 1989, supersed�d by a letter dated January 22, 1990 
and revised by letter dated August 31, 1990, GPU Nuclear Corporation (GPUN or 
the licensee) requested the approval of a change to the Appendix A Technical 
Specifications of Fa�ility Operating License No. DPR-73 for Three Mile Island 
Nuclear Station, Unit No. 2. Th� proposed amendment would revise the technical 
specifications by revising the administrative requirements associated with 
periodic audits of TMI-2 activities. 

In anticipation of the significant reduction in plant cleanup related activi­
ties, after the completion of the current defueling effort, the licensee 
proposed on June 30, 1989 to make periodic audits applicable to specific 
facility modes and to, in some cases, reduce the audit frequency to reflect 
the th�n current and future conditions of the facility. 

Section 6.5.3, "Audits" of the Appendix A Technical Specifications specifies 
audits for eleven facility activities. The current specification does not 
specify the applicability of the activity audits to any particular mode, 
implying that the audit frequency 1s applicable to all modes. The licensee 
proposes to revise seven of the eleven facility activities to be applicable 
during Hodes 1, 2, and 3. There are only three modes specified for TMJ-2. 
At the time the licensee submitted the proposed change, the facility was in 
Mode 1. The licensee transitioned through Mode 2 to Mode 3 on April 27, 1990. 
Therefore, for the seven activities (6.5.3.1.a, 6.5. 3.a.d., 6. 5. 3. 1. g. , 
6.5. 3.1.h., 6.5.3.1. i., 6.5. 3.1.j. and 6. 5. 3 . 1. k. )  there is effectively no 
change in applicability. The staff finds the proposed change acceptable. 

Section 6.5.3.l.e specifies the audit frequency for the Emergency Plan 
implementing procedures. Currently an audit must be conducted at least once 
per 12 months irrespective of facility Mode. The licensee proposes that the 
requirement be applicable only during Mode 1. Since the licensee is currently 
in Mode 3, the requ�st tssentially deletes the requirement for an audit of the 
Emergency Plan from the TMI-2 Technical Specifications. TMI-1 and TMI-2 have 
had a combined site Emergency Plan since february 10, 1986. The requirement 
for the Emergency Plan 1s also contained in Section 6.5.3, "Audit", of the 
TMI-1 Technical Specifications. Section 6.5.3.l.e of the TMI-1 Technical 
Specificat�ons requires an audit at least once per 12 months which is 
consistent with the current TMI-2 Technical Specifications. Since the 
Emergency Plan is now a site plan and the TMI-1 technical specifications 
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require an audit of the plan at the same frequency that the TMJ-2 technical 
specifications require. the staff finds the proposed change acceptable and 
consistent with the staff's objective to reduce redundancy at the TMJ site. 

Section 6.5.3.l.f specifies the audit frequency for the Security Plan 
implementing procedures. Currently an audit �ust be conducted at least once 
per 12 months. The licensee proposes to delete the TMI-2 Technical 
Specifications requirement for an audit of the security plan implementing 
procedures. The TMI site has a combined site Security Plan and implementing 
procedures. The current TMI-1 Technical Specifications. Section 6.5.3.1. f ,  
requires a n  audit of the TMl Site Security Plan and implementing procedures 
every 12 months. The audits include a review of the TMI-2 facilities and 
personnel to the extent necessary to determine compliance. The staff finds 
the proposed change acceptable and consistent with the staff's objective to 
reduce redundancy at the TMI site. 

Section 6.5.3.1.b specifies the audit frequency for performance, training, 
and qualifications of the unit staff (Training and Qualifications Audit). 
The current technical specifications specify an audit frequency of at least 
once per 12 months. Th� licensee states that with the completion of the 
defueling program and the significant cutback in cleanup activity at the 
TMJ-2 site, the frequency for performing the Training and Qualifications 
Audits can be extended. The staff finds that because of the substantial 
cutback in cleanup personnel the change in audit frequency 1s warranted. 
Therefore the staff approves the licensee's proposal to change the frequency 
for the training and qualifications audit to once every 24 months. 

Section 6.5.3.1.c specifies the audit frequency for verification of the 
nonconformance and corrective actions program (Corrective Action Audit) that 
affect nuclear safety. The current requirements is that an audit be 
conducted at least once per 6 months. The licensee initially proposed 1n 
their June 30 ,  1989 request that the audit frequency be extended to at least 
once per 24 months. After discussion betw�en the NRC staff and the licensee 
on July 18 and 19. 1990 the licensee in a letter dated August 31. 1990 agreed 
to perform corrective actions audits once every 12 months. The reduction 1n 
the licensee's cleanup activities and the lack of any remaining significant 
nuclear safety issues was offered by the licensee as justification for the 
proposed change. The staff finds the revised frequency of once every 12 months 
acceptable. 

2.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION 

This amendment relates to changes to adm1nistrat1v� procedures or requirements. 
Accordingly, the amendment meets the eligibility criteria for categorical 
exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22 (c)(l0). Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22 (b), no 
environmental impact statement or environmental assessment need be prepared in 
connection with the issuance of this amendment. 
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3.0 CONCLUSION 

We have concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, that (1) there 
is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public will not be 
endangered by operation in the proposed manner, and (2) such activities will be 
conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations and (3) the issuance 
of this amendment will not be 1n1m1ca1 to the common defense and security or 
to the health and safety of the public. 

Principal Contributor: Michael T. Masn1k 

Dated: Novent>ec 6, 1990 


