Docembor H, 907

Nocket Ho. 50-320
Dr. Robert L. Long
Director, Corporate Services/
Oirector TMI-2
GPYU Nuctiear Corporation
Post Officc Box 480
Middletown, Pennsylvania 17057

Dear Dr. long:

SUBJELT:  ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENY NO. 47 FOR POSSESSION ONLY LICENSE NO. OPR-73
FOR THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION UNIT 2 (TAC NO. M87206)

The Cemmession has 1ssued the enclosed Amendment No. 47 to Possession Only
License No. OPR 73 for the Three Mile Island Nuclear Station Unit 2 (TMI-2).
This amandment 1§ in response to your application of August 5. 1993 (Technical
Specification Change Request No. 69).

This amendment deletes the definition of Accident Generated Water (AGW) and
the currsnt Appendix A Technical Specification Limiting Condition of Operation
regardind the disposal of AGW using the Processed Water Disposal System
{PWDSY .

A copy of the rolated Safety Fvaluation supporting this amendment 1s
sncloved. Nolice of lssuance wil)l be included 1n the Commission biweekly
fedoral Rogister notice,

Sincerely,
' rI|1 | 1y
Michael T. Masnik. Senior Project Manager
Hon-Power Rpactors and Decommissioning
Project Directorate
Division of Operating Reactor Support
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Froiosnres
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f ) UNITED STATES
: Q ,.J) 3 NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
E

WASHINGTON. D C. 20655.0001
I December 6, 1993
Docket No. 50-320

Dr. Robert L. Long

Director, Corporate Services/
Director TMI-2

GPU Nuclear Corporation

Post Office Box 480

Middletown, Pennsylvania 17057

Dear Dr. long:

SUBJECT: ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT NO. 47 FOR POSSESSION ONLY LICENSE NO. DPR-73
FOR THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION UNIT 2 (TAC NO. MB87206)

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment No. 47 to Possession Only
|l icense No. DPR-73 for the Three Mile Island Nuclear Station Unit 2 (TMI-2).

This amendment is in response to your application of August 5, 1993 (Technical
Specification Change Request No. 69).

This amendment deletes the definition of Accident Generated Water (AGW) and
the current Appendix A lechnical Specification Limiting Condition of Operation

regarding the disposal of AGW using the Processed Water Disposal System
(PWOS) .

A cupy of the related Safety Fvaluation supporting this amendment is

enclosed. Notice of [ssuance will be included in the Commission biweekly
federal Register notice.

Sincerely,

Wbl S 7 00, L

Michael T. Masnik, Senior Project Manager

Non-Power Reactors and Decommissioning
Project Directorate

Division of Operating Reactor Support

Office of Nuclear Reactor Requlation
Enclosures:

1. Amendment No. 47 to
License Ho. DPR-73
2. Safety Evaluation

cc w/enclosures:
See next page



Or. R. L. Long
GP. Nuclear Corporation Unit No. 2

€C :

Regional Administrator, Region I
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
475 Allendale Road

King of Prussia, Pennsylvania 19406

Or. Judith H. Johnsrud

Environmental Coalition on Nuclear
Power

433 Orlando Avenue

State College, Pennsylvania 1680!

Ernest L. Blake, Jr., Isqg.

Shaw, Pittman, Potts, and Trowbridge
2300 N Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20037

Secretary
U.S. Nuclear Requlatory Commission
Washington, 0.C. 20555

Mr. Russell Schaeffer, Chairperson
Nauphin County Board of Commissicners
Dauphin County Courthouse

front and Market Streets

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17]20

William Dornsife, Acting Director
Bureau of Radiation Protection
Department of Environmental Resources
P. 0. Box 2063

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120

Mr. Ad Crable

[ ancaster New Era

8 West King Street

Lancaster, Pennsylvania 17601l

Ms. Michele G. Evans

Senior Resident Inspector (TMI-1)
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
P. 0. Box 311

Middletown, Pennsylvania 17057

Mr. Eric Epstein
2308 Brandywine Drive
tiarrisburg, Pennsylvania 17110

Three Mile Istand Nuclear Station
Docket No. 50-320

Mr. Robert Rogan

GPU Nuclear Corporation

P. 0. Box 480

Middletown, Pennsylvania 17057

Mr. David J. McGoff

Office of LWR Safety and Technology

NE-23
U.S. Department of Energy
Washington, D.C. 20545

Mr. Wythe Kecver

The Patriot

812 Market Street

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17105

Mr. Robert B. Borsum

B & W Nuclear Technologies
Suite 525

1700 Rockville Pike
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Marvin [. lewis
7801 Roosevelt Bivd. #62
Philadelghia, Pennsylvania 19152

Mr. Jane Lee
183 Valley Road
ftters, Pennsylvania 173!9

Mr. Walter W. Cohen, Consumer
Advocate

Uepartment of Justice

Strawberry Square, l14th Floor

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17127

U.S. Environmental Prot. Agency
Region Il Office

ATTN: EIS Coordinator

841 Chestnut Street

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107



93121
PDR
n

The

B8

40419
ADOCK

UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 2045550001

GPU NUCLEAR CORPORATION
DOCKET NO. 50-320
THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT NO. 2
POSSESSION ONLY LICENSE

Amendment No. 47
License No. DPR-73

U.S. Nuclear Requlatory Commission {(the Commission) has found tnat:

'The appitication for amendment filed by GPU Nuclear Corporation (the
liconsee) dated August 5, 1993, complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the Act).
and the requlations of the Commission as set forth in 10 CFR
Chapter 1I;

The facilitv will be maintained in conformity with the application,
the provisions of the Act, and the rules and reqgulations of the
Commission;

There 15 reasonable assurance (i) that the activities authorized by
this amendment can be conducted without endangering the health and
safety of the public, and (ii) that such activities will be conuucted
in compliance with the regulations of the Commission;

lhe 1ssuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common
defense and security or to the health and safety of the public; and

The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part S| of
the regulations of the Commission and all applicable requirements have
been satisfied.

31206
05000320
PDR
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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(!) of Possession Only License No. DPR-73 is hereby
amended to read as follows:

(1) Technical Specifications

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices A and B, as
revised through Amendment No. 47, are hereby incorporated into this
license. The licensee shall maintain the facility in accordance with
the Technical Specifications and all Commission Orders issued
subsequent to the date of the possession only license.

3. This license amendment is effective as of the date of issuance.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

. AT j [
ﬁwfz./ f /Aa_“_
Richard F. Dudley, ActtMg Director
Non-Power Reactors and Decommissioning

Project Directorate

Drvision of Operating Reactor Support
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

inclosure
(hange, to the lTechnical
Specifrcations

Date of [5Suance: o vemfur o 1004




ENCLOSURE TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NQ. 47
POSSESSION ONLY 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 lines indicating the area of change.

Remove Insert
1-5 1-5

1-6 1-6

3.9.3 3.9-3

1.9 4 3.9-4

B 3/9 9.1 B 374 9-1



L0 DEFINITIONS _

CORE ALTERATION

1.15 CORE ALTERATION shall be the movement or manipulation of any reactor component
(including fuel within the reactor pressure vessel with the vessel head removed and fuel in the
vessel. Suspension of CORE ALTERATION shall not preclude completion of movement of a
companent to a safc conservative position,

LOSS-TO-AMBIENT

L1s LOSS TO AMBIENT 15 a passive covling mode by which decay heat, generated by the
reacior Core, 1y removed and transferred to the sumounding environmeni by air and passive
components (1 e, Reactor Vessel) inside the Reactor Building.

ACCIDENT GENERATED WATER
[ 17 Deleted

I IS LICENSED OPERATOR (OL) - any individual who possesses an NRC Operator’s license
pussuant to Title 10, Conde of Federal Regulations, Part 55, "Operators Licenses -

| 19 SENIOR FICENSED QPERATOR (SQL) - any individual who pusscsses an NRC Scnior
Operitor s license pursuant to Title 10, Code of Federal Regulations, Pant 55, "Operators
Lnenses ”

1 20 FUEL HANDLING SENIOR [ICENSED OPERATOR (SOL:FH) - an individual licensed
by thie N tear Repulators Comorson to supervise fuel handling and core alterations operations.

THREE MILE ISLAND - UNIT 2 1S daestn et Mo, oY




LQ DEFINITIONS
1.21 CONTAINMENT ISOLATION shall exist when:

a. Each penetration is:

l. Closed by an accessible manual valve, a welded or bolted blind flange, or
a deactivated automatic valve secured in the closed position to provide
isolation of each penetration, or;

2 Open per an approved procedure but can be closed pursuant to
Specification 1.21.a.1. Controls shall be implemented to minimize the
time the penetration is allowed open and to specify the conditions for
which the penetration is open.  Penetrations shall be expeditiously closed
upon completion of the conditions specified in the approved procedures.

b The Fquipment Hatch is closed and scaled.

€ Fach Containment Airlock is OPERABLE pursuant to Specification 3.6.1.6

1.22 The OFFSITE _DQSE _CALCULATION MANUAL (ODCM) shall contain the
methodulogy and parameters used in the calculation of offsite doses resulting from radioactive
gases and liquid effluents, in the calculation of gaseous and liquid effluent monitoring
Alann Trip Scipoints, and in the conduct of the Environmental Radiological Monitoring
Program. The ODCM shall also contain (1) the Radioactive Effluent Controls and Radiological
Environmeidal Monuoring Programs required by Section 6.8.4 and (2) dcscnptions of the
infuanaton that should he included in the Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Repont
and 1he Annual Radioactive Effluent Release Report niwired by Specifications 6.9.1.1 and
69 1.2, respectively.

I 23 MEMBER(S) OF THE PUBLIC shall include all persons who are not occurationally
assin tated with the plant. This category does not include employees of the GPU System, GPU
contractors of vendors.  Also excluded from this catcgory are persons who enter the site to
senvice equipinent or to make debvenes.

1 24 UNRESTRICTED AREA shall be any arca at or beyond the SITE BOUNDARY access
» hich is not controlled by the licensce for pumposes of protection of individuals from exposure
to radiabon and rdioactive tatenals, or any arca within the SITE BOUNDARY used for
residential quaiters or for industnal, commercial, institutional, and/or recreational purposes.

125 SITE BOUNDARY shall be that line beyond which the land is neither owned, nor leased,
notr otherwise controlled by GPU Nuclear,

1 26 Deleted

IHMREE MILE ISIAND - UNIT 2 16 Amendment .. 4!



KMITING CONDRITIONS FOR OPERATION

AVXILIARY BUILDING AIR CLEANUP EXHAUST SYSTEM

3.0.12.2 The Auxiliary Building Air Cleanup Exhaust System shall be OPERABLE with one of
the four system atr cleanup exhaust fans OPERABLE.

APPLICARILITY: MODES 1!, 2and3

ACTION

With the Auxihary Building Air Cleanup Exhaust System inoperable, restore the system to
aperable status within 4 hours or suspend all operations involving movement of liquid and solid
radioactive wastes in the Auxiliary Building (other than sampling evolutions required by the
Techmeal Specifications or RECOVERY OPERATIONS PIAN), the release of which could

excced S0% of the Appendix B Technical Specification instantancous release rate for gaseous
effluents, until the system 1s restored to OPERABLE status.

ACCIDE! . T GENERATED WATER

3G9 13 Deleted

THREE MILE ISLAND - UNIT 2 193 Arwnichnent Nu, 47



TABLE }.9-1

DELETED
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3/4.9 RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS STORAGE
BASES
3/4.9.1 SPENT FUEL STORAGE POOL "A" WATER LEVEL MONITORING

Spent Fuel Storage Pool "A® Water Level Monitoring instrumentation has been provided to assure
the capabulity to monitor water icvel in the Spent Fuel Storage Pool "A".

3/4.9.2 SPENT FUEL STORAGE POOL "A" WATER LEVEL

The water level in the Spent Fuel Storage Pool "A"™ has been established to limit the dose rate,
due to the starage of Canisters, to acceptable levels.

1493 FUEL TRANSFER CANAL (DEEP END) WATER LEVEL MONITORING

Fucl Transfer Cana! Water Level Monitoring instrumentation has been provided to assure the
capability to mounitor water level in the decp end of the Fuel Transfer Canal.

3/4,9.4 FUEL TRANSFER CANAL (DEEP END) WATER LEVEL

The water {evel in the Fuel Transfer Canal (deep end) has been established to limit the dose rate,
duc tu the storage of the plenum assembly and Canisters, to acceptable levels.,

3/4.9.12 FUEL HANDLING BUILDING/AUXILIARY BUILDING AIR CLEANUP SYSTEM

The requirement for the Fuel Handling Building/Auxiliary Building Air Cleanup System to be
operating or OPERABLE ensures that radioactive material released to these buildings will be
Mltered through the HEPA filters prior to relcase to the atmosphere. In the event the systems are
not restored to OPERABLE status within 4 hours, the Technical Specifications require the
suspension of any liquid or solid radioactive waste handling, the release of which could exceed
50% of the instantaneous release rate limits for gaseous effluents specified in Section 2.1.2 of the
Appendix B Techmical Specifications.  These restrictions correspond to solid radioactive waste
with a 10tal activity of greater than | cunie of particulates with half-lives greater than eight (8)
days and liquid radioactive waste with an activity greater than 0.5 curies of particulates with
half-lives greater than eaght (8) days.

3/49.13 ACCIDENT GENERATED WATER

Deleled

THREE MILE ISILAND - UNIT 2 B 3/4 9-1 Amendment No. 47
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"t / WASHINGTON D C 20583 O

LI}

SAFLTY EVALUATIQN BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION
SUPPORTING AMENDMENT NO. 47 TQ POSSESSION ONLY LICENSE NO, DPR-73
GPU_NUCLEAR CORPORATION
THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT 2
QOCKET NO, 30-320

1.0 INTROQUCT QN

By lettoer dated August S5, 1993, GPU Nuclear Corporation (GPUN or the licensee)
requested the approval of a license amendment to change the Three Mile Island
Huc lear Station, Unit 2 (TMI-2) Appendix A Technical Specifications (7S). The
purpose of the amendment request {s to delete Accident Generated Water
requirements from the TS,

2.0 BACKGROUND

(PUN submitted a proposal to dispose of contaminated water resulting from the
March 28, 1979 accident an July 31, 1986 (revised October 21, 1986). This
waler 15 defined in the unit TS as Accident Generated Water (AGW). The NRC
staff completea un environmental impact review of this proposal and published
final Supptement 2 to the 1981 Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement
(PLLIS) 1n June of 1987. On February 25, 1987, the licensee requested a TS
¢hange which would allow implementation of the proposal and operation of the
Processed Water Disposal System (PWDS) for processing and evaporating the AGW.
the NRUC staff issued the license amendment and approved the PWDS Technical
bvaluation Report (1ER) in a letter dated September 11, 1989,

The licensee hoygan evaporation of the AGW in January of 1991 and completed the
evaporation of 2.23 million galltons of AGW in August of 1993. The licensee
drained and flushed AGW-containing systems to the extent practicable. A smal)
amount of AGW was inaccessible in instrumentation taps, low points in piping
systems, heels of tanks, and in radiologically inaccessible areas. This
residual AGW amounts to less than 0.3 percent of the total AGW processed and
wis nat practicably accessible for disposal by the PWDS. The proposed changes
to the Appendix A Technical Specifications will allow future radioactively
contaminated water from the unit to be processed and released in accordance
with the limits in the Offsite Dose Calculational Manual.

3. EVALUAT]ON

The change will remove the definitions of AGW and Base Case Water from the TS
and will remove the specific discharge limits on the PWDS contained in 7S
Section 3.9.13. Llimits on effluent discharges to the environment will be as
cuyrrently specified in the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual.

72312140421 931206
PDR ADQCK 035000320
P PDR
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The staff evaluation of each of the licensee proposed changes to the TMI-2
Technical Specifications are as follows:

(1) Delete in TS Section 1.0 "DEFINITIONS" the definitfons for "ACCIDENT
GENERATED WATER" and "BASE CASE WATER."

Evaluation: The definitions of ACCIDENT GENERATED WATER and BASE CASE WATER
arc moot with the deletion of TS Section 3.9.13. TS Section 3.9.13 is the
only section in which their definftion is applicable. The staff finds this
change acceptable.

(2) Delete TS Section 3.9.13 "ACCiDENT GENERATED WATER,"

tvaluation: TYhis change removes the effluent Timits on the PWDS. The
evaporation of the AGW is complete and the PWDS has been dismantled. Any
future processing of radioactive 1iquids from the unit will be accomplished by
the liquid radwaste treatment systems and effluent 1imits will be less than 10
CFR 50, Appendix 1, as specified in the licensee Offsfite Dose Calculation
Manual. The staff finds this change acceptable.

(3) Delete Table 3.9-1 entitled "PROCESSED WATER DISPOSAL SYSTEM
ENVIRONMENTAL RELEASE RATES (pCi/mt)."

tvaluation: This table, referenced in TS Section 3.9.13, is no longer needed
since item (2) above deletes ¥S Section 3.9.13. The staff finds this change
acceptabile,

(4) Delete the basis for TS Section 3/4.9.13.

Evaluation: This section provides the bases for TS Section 3.9.13. [tem (2)
above deletes TS Section 3.9.13; therefore, TS Sectfon 3/4.9.12 is no longer
needed. The staff finds this change acceptable.

Based on the above evaluations, we find that the proposed changes to the TS,
requested by the licensee in their letter of August 5, 1993, do not constitute
an unreviewed safety question nor will they result in a significant
environmental impact. The staff, therefore, finds the proposed changes
acceptable.

4.0 STATE CONSULTATION

In accordance with the Commission requlations, the State of Pennsylvania
cognizant individual was notified of the proposed issuance of this amendment.
The State official had no comment.

5.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

This amendment involves changes in administrative procedures and changes f{n
reporting requirements. The NRC staff has determined that the amendment
involves no incrcase in the amounts, and no change in the types, of any
effluents that may be released offsite, and that there fs no change in



-

individual cumalative occupational exposure or exposure to the public. The
Commissiron has previously 1ssued a proposed finding that the amendment
involves no significant hazards consideration, and there has been no public
comment on such finding (58 FR 57853, dated October 27, 1993). Accordingly,
the amendment meets the eligibility criteria for categorical exclusion set
forth 1n 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9) and 10 CFR 51.22(c)(1C). Pursuant to 10 CFR

51 22(b) no environmental impact statement or environmental assessment need be
prepared in connection with the 1ssuance of this amendment.

8.0 (DNCLUSIDNS

We have conCludud. based on the considerations discussed above, that (!) there
15 regronable assurance that the health and safety of the public will not be
rndangered by operation in the proposed manner, and (2) such activities wtll
hee conductod 1o compliance with the Commission regulations, and (3) the
yuntbinee b thys amendment will not be inimical to the comman defense and
wsoturity or to the health and safety of the public,

70 REFERENCES

1 GPEN Jetter €312 91-2046 dated August S, 1993, from R. |. Long to NAL with
attached Tuchnoeal) Specification Change Request No. 69

! Frogramuat ve Fovironmental [mpact Statement related to decountamination and
disposal of radiaactve wastes resulting trom March 28, 1979 accident at
Threo Mile DTsland Nuocloar Station, Unit 2. Supplement 2 (NUKEG 0683,
Supgtlement 2y June [987

Francips]l Contrabutar:  Lee B Thonuy

Hate
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UNITED STATES

i NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
J" £ WASHINGTON, 0.C. ZIE8-Q01
.:_..“‘ December 28, 1993

Docket No. $0-320

Or. Robert L. Long

Director, Corporate Services/
Director TMI-2

GPU Nuclear Corporation

Post Dffice Box 480

Middletown, Pennsylvania 17057-1398

Dear Or. Long:

SUBJECT: 1SSUANCE OF AMENDMENT NO. 48 FOR POSSESSION ONLY LICENSE NO. DPR-73
FOR THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION UNIT 2 (TAC NO. M69115)

The Commission has 1ssued the enclosed Amendment No. 48 to Possession Only
License No. DPR-73 for the Three Mile Island Nuclear Station Unit 2 (TMI-2).
This amendment extensively modifies the TMI-2 Appendix A and B Technical
Specifications consistent with your plans for post-defueling monitoring
storage of the facility. This amendment is in response to your application of
August 16. 1988 as revised by submittals dated September 19, 1988,

february 9, 1989, March 31, 1989, June 26, 1989, October 10, 1989,

November 22, 1989, June 21, 1990, October 15, 1990, November 7, 1990,
february 19, 1991, April 19, 1991, June 21, 1991, August 28, 1991, October 9,
1991, January 13, 1992, January 18, 1993, May 28, 1993, October 24, 1993, and
November 12, 1993.

Due to the extensive modification, the Appendix A and B Technical
Specifications are reissued in their entirety. You should discard all
existing copies and replace with a copy of the enclosed POMS Technical
Specifications for TMI-2. The revised pages of the enclosed POMS Technical
Specifications are ydentified by amendment number. These revised Technical
Specifications are effective upon issuance.

31 s) L1 S SR “? ‘”“b
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Dr. Robert L. Long - Z -

The staff has updated the Safety tvaluation (SE) that was initially issued for
this license amendment on February 20, 1992. The SE has been updated to
reflect Vicense amendments issued since February 20, 1992, correct minor
typographic errors, and includes the proposed unfiltered leak rate test that
was not completely developed at the time the original SE was issued. A copy
of the updated SE with change bars is enclosed. Notice of Issuance will be
inc luded 1n the Cnmmission biweekly Federal Register notice.

Sincerely,

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY

Michael 7. Masnik. Senior Project Manager

Non-Power Reactors and Decommissioning
Project Directorate

Division of Operating Reactor Support

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regqulation

bnc lnsures;

| Amendment Nu, 48 ta
License Bo, DPR 73

2. Safety Evaluation

1 wient losures
See next paqge
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Dr. Rabert L. Long -2 -

The staff has updated the Safety Evaluation (SE) that was initially issued for
this license amendment on February 20, 1992. The St has been updated to
reflect license amendments issued since February 20, 1992, correct minor
typographic errors. and includes the proposed unfiltered leak rate test that
was not completely developed at the time the original SE was issued. A copy
3f the updated SE with change bars 1s enclosed. Notice of Issuance will be
included 1n the Commission biweekly Federal Reqgister notice.

Sincerely,

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY

Michael 7. Masnik, Senior Project Manager

Non-Power Reactors and Decommissioning
Project Directorate

Division of Operating Reactor Support

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulaticn

tnclosures:

] Amendment No. 48 to
1icense No. DPR-713

2. Safety fvaiuation

cC wr/enclosures,
See nex! page

DISTRIBUTION:
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Or. Robert L. long g e

The staff has updated the Safety Evaluation (SE) that was initially issued for
thye Trcense amendment on Februyary 20, 1992. The SE has been updated to
reflect license amendments issued since February 20, 1992, correct minor
typographic errors, and includes the proposed unfiltered leak rate test that
was not completely developed at the time the original SE was fssued. A copy
of the updated SE with change bars is enclosed. Notice of Issuance will be
included 1n the Commission biweekly Federal Reqister notice.

Sincerely,

s O gt S0 R
72%1;4’2”H~4
Michael T. Masnik, Senior Project Manager
Non-Power Reactors and Decommissioning
Project Directorate

Division of Operating Reactor Support
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosures

1. Amendment No. 48 to
License No. OPR-73

2. Safety Evaluation

Cc =’'enclosures
See next page




Dr. R. L. Long
GPU Nuclear Corporation Unit No. 2

cc:

Regional Administrator, Regfon I
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
475 Allendale Road

King of Prussia, Pennsylvania 19406

Or. Judith H. Johnsrud

fnvironmental Coalition on Nuclear
Power

433 Orlando Avenue

State College, Pennsylvania 1680]

Ernest L. Blake, Jr., Esq.

Shaw, Pittman, Potts, and Trowbriige
2300 N Street. N.W.

¥Washington, D.C. 20037

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

Mr. Russell Schaeffer, Chairperson
Dauphin County Board of Commissioners
Dauphin County Courthouse

Front and Market Streets

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120

William Dornsife, Acting Director
Bureau of Radiation Protection
Department of Environmental Resources
P. 0. Box 2063

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120

Mr. Ad Crable

Lancaster New Era

8 wWest King Street

Lancaster, Pennsylvania 1760]

Ms. Michele G. Evans

Senior Resident Inspector (TMI-1)
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
P. 0. Box 31!

Middletown, Pennsylvania 17057

Mr. Frank F. Kooper
4155 Clark Road
Ann Arbor, Michigan 48104

Peter B. Bloch, Chairman
Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board Pane!
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
wWashington, D.C. 20555

Three Mile [sland Nuclear Station
Docket No. S0-320

Mr. Robert Rogan

GPU Nuclear Corporation

P. 0. Box 480

Middletown, Pennsylvania 17057

Mr. David J. McGoff

Office of LWR Safety and Technology
NE-23

U.S. Department of Energy
Washington, D.C. 20545

Mr. Wythe Keever

The Patriot

812 Market Street

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17105

Mr. Robert B. Borsum

B & W Nuclear Technologies
Sufte 525

1700 Rockville Pike
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Marvin ]. Lewis
780] Roosevelt Blvd. ¢62
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Amendment No. 48
License No. DPR-73

l. The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) has found that:

A. The application for amendment filed by GPU Nuclear Corporation (the
licensee) dated August 16, 1988, as supplemented by submittals dated
September 19, 1988, February 9, 1989, March 31, 1989, June 26, 19889,
October 10, 1989, November 22, 1989, June 21, 1990, October 15, 1990,
November 7, 1990, February 19, 1991, April 19, 1991, June 21, 1991,
August 28, 199], October 9, 1991, January 13, 1992, January 18, 1993,
May 28. 1993, October 24, 1993, and November 12, 1993, complies with
the standards and requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as
amended (the Act), and the regulations of the Commission as set forth
1n 10 CFR Chapter I;

B. The facility will be maintained in conformity with the application,
the provisions of the Act, and the rules and regulations of the
Commission:

(. There is reasonable assurance (i) that the activities authorized by
this amendment can be conducted without endangering the health and
safety of the public, and (11) that such activities will be conducted
tn compliance with the regulations of the Commission;

D. The 1ssuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common
defense and security or to the health and safety of the public; and

£. The issuance of this amendment iS in accordance with 10 CFR Part 5] of
the regulations Of the Commission and all applicable requirements have
been satisfied.
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2. Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical
Specifications as indicated in the enclosure to this T{cense amendment,
. d paragraph 2.C(]1) of Possession Only License No. DPR-73 is hereby
amended to read as follows:

(1) Technical Specifications

The Technical Specifications, as revised through Amendment No. 48,
are hereby Incorporated into this license. The licensee shall
maintain the facility in accordance with the Technical Specifications
and all Commission Orders issued subsequent to the date of the
possession only license.

3 This license amendment 1s effective as of the date of issuance.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

A Y Do

Seymour H. Weiss, Director

Non-Power Reactors and Decommissioning
Project Directorate

Division of Operating Reactor Support

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosure:
Technical Specifications

Date of lssuance: [ecamber 26, 1993
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SECTION 1.0

DEFINITIONS



DLEINUD_TLRMS

LD The DLEFINED TERMS of this section appear in capialized type and are apphicable
throughout these Technical Specificanons,

POUST DLEULLING MONITORED STORAGE

P2 POST DEFULLING MONITORED STORAGE (PDMS) 18 that conditon where TMI-2
detuchng bay bees complewed, the core debris removed from the reactor dunng the cleanup
period hasy been shipped ol siie and the facibty has heen placed in a stable, safe, and secure
condition

ANCTHON

IV AC THON shall be thase akdimonal roguirements specificd as corollary statements to ecach
st ation angd sl be paret af the speciticiations

QRFERABLL OPLRABILINY

V4N watem, subssyatem, un, companent of desice shall be OPERABLE or have
COF RN TEY when it s capable of pertarmung it yecitiod tuncionisy and when all necessary
Atendantsttnmentanot . contrals, clevtncal peowes. conhing or seal water, Le.ortcaton or other
iy caguepment that aee reguisted T the svsten, subssstem, tran, component, or device ©
Mt s tan oot ane sl capable of pertorming thear related support funcionts),

CHANNLL ¢ ALIBRATION

PY NG natrament CHASNNEDL CALIBRATION s a4 test, and adjustiment, as necessary, to
estahilabe Bt the channed satput eesponds with acceplable range and accuracy to knoswn vilues
of e paramewer which the channel measures or an accurate simulanon of these vidues
CHENSNET O NP IHRATHON shall encompass the entire channel including equipment activalion,
Aot ot o amd shed) be deemed ioanclade the CHANNEL FUNCTIONAL TEST.

CHANNLEL CHEON

e N CHANSELD cHECR shall e the qualitatine assessment ot channel behavior during
operanat o otnessglion i decemingtion shall include, where possible, companson of the
hannel i ation and o status with other indicabons and 'or status denved from = 'ependent
intnnnen!  hatnels measunng the syme mrar.eler

CHANNED TUNCTIONAL TEST

TN CHASNNEE BESNCTIONAL TEST shall be the imjectian of a simulated signal into the
VARG Ly e o te pranany wosor as practicable 10 venfy OPERABILITY including alarm

JAnd e Sy tunvhons

Three Mibe Island Unie 2 -1 Amendment 48
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LO_DEFINITIONS

.8 The FREQUENCY NOTATION specitied for the performance of surveillance requiremients
shall correspond to the intervals defined in Table 1.1,

CONTAINMENT ISOLATION
L9 CONTAINMENT ISOLATEON shall exist when:
| ach penetration s

| Closed by o manuad valve, a welded or bolted blind Tange. a deactivated automate
valve secured i the closed position or other equivalent mechanical closure to
provide nalanon of each penetration, or

Open and the pathway (o the envirconment provided with w HEPA filter, or

| Open i accordance with approved procedures.  Controls shall be unplemented 10
miunitize the e the penetration ts allowed open and o specify the condittons for
which the penetranon as open. Penetratons shall be expeditiously closed upon
complenion ol the conditinns specilied 1n the approved procedures, and

h Fie Fapepinent Hateh s closed. and

( Favh Contamment Nirlock 18 operable pursuant o Techmeal Specificanon 3, (1.3
BRAFCH RELEASL

A0 A RATOH REDTASE i the chseharge of a diserete volume.

CONTINUOUS RELEASE

FLE AN CONTINUOUS RELEASE 1y the discharge of a non-discrete volume, c.g.. !fom a
saiiine or ssatent Sl has ananput flow during the continuous release.

OLE SLEE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL

b Fhe OFLESETE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL (ODCM) shall contain  the
methodology and parameters used in the calculation of off-site doses resuling from radioactive
astorn and Bigusd etfluents, an the calcutaton of gascous and hiquid effluent monitoring
dharmy tp setpaunts, and in the conduct of the Radiological Environmenial Monitoring Program
The 0DCNM shall alsa contaun (1) the programs required by Section 6.7.4 and (2) descniptions
ot the mtarmation that should be included 1n the Annual Radiological Environmental Operating
andd Anniad Radhoactive ELfluent Release Reports required by Specifications 6.8.1.2and 6.8 1.3,

(29 ]

I'hree Mile Island - Upit 2 [- Amendment 48




L0 _DEFINITIONS

-p n 3 ..VI

113 A REPORTABLE EVENT shall be any of those conditians specified in Section 50.73 of
1) CEFR Pan SO,

STAGGERED TEST BASIS

Lo A\ STAGGERED TEST BASIS shall cansist of:

N A test schedule for nosystems, subsystems, trains or designated components
obtined by dividing the specified test interval into n equal subintervals,

b The tesing of one system, subsystem, trasm or designated components at the
begihming ot cach subinterval,

SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES

LIS SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES are those which atfect the actimiies associated with @
document o the document’s meaning or antent. Eaamples of non-substantive changes are: (1)
correctmg spelling: (2) adding (but not deleting) sign-off spaces: (3) blocking 1n notes, cautions,
¢l L 14 changes 0 corporate and personnel utles which do not reassign responsibilities and
which are not reterenced inthe PDMS Technecal Speatications: and (5) changes in nomenclature
or cdisorral changes which Clearly do not change tunction. meaning or intent.

I'hree Mile Island - Unit 2 1.3 Amendment 48




1O _DEFINITIONS

MEMBER(S : - PU

116 MEMBER(SY OF THE PUBLIC shall include all persons who are not occupationally
assocrated with the plant. This category does not include employees of the GPU System, GPU
contractors or vendors.  Also excluded from this category are persons who enter the site to
service equpment or to make deliveries.

UNRESTRICTED AREA

P17 An UNRLSTRICTED AREA shall he any area at or beyond the SITE BOUNDARY
access 10 which s not controlled by GPU Nuclear for purposes of protection of individuals from
exposure o radinon and radioactive matenals, or any area within the SITE BOUNDARY used
tor residential quarters or forindustnal, commercial, institutional. and/or recreanonal purpases.

SITE BOUNDARY

I Y The SITE BOUNDARY shall he that line beyond winch the Lind s neither owned. nor
leased, nor otherwise controlled by GPU Nuclear. The SITE BOUNDARY tor gaseous and
hygwd etuents shadi be as shawn in the QODOCM.

NEOES PERMIT

bobd The NPDES PERMIT o the Nauonal Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
Penmt Noo PAKOWQ2EO, effective January M), 1975, issued by the Environmental Protection
Apeney e AMetropohitan Edivonn Companv. This permit authornized Metropolitan Edison
Conpany o dischiarge controlied waste water from TMT Nuclear Station into the waters of the
Conpmomiealth of Pennsvlvama

Ihree Mle Island - Uinag 2 -2 Amendment 48




NOTATION FREQUENCY
\ Al least once per 12 hours
D Al least once per 24 hours
W At leas once per 7 davs
M At least once prer 3] diys
) AL least once per 92 days
SA At least once per 184 davs
\ AL least onee poer 12 months
K At lcast once peer |8 months
" Completed prior 1o cach release.
N A Not apphcable

Three Mile sland - Unit 2 1-5 Amendment 48
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SECTION 2.0

SAFETY LIMITS




e we

20 SAFETY LIMITS

There are no safety limits which apply to TMI-2 during PDMS.

Three Mile Island - Unit 2 2.1

Amendment 48




SECTION W4
LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR PDMS
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SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS



Y40 LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR PDMS AND SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
J4O0 ALPLICABILITY

LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR PDMS

VO I Linnting Condibons (ot PDMS and ACTTON reguirements shall be apphicable during
POST DEFUERLING MONITORED STORAGE or other conditons  spevified tor cach
speciticw tan

VO Y Adberende 1o the requirements of the Limittng Conditton tor PDMS and/or asseciated
ACTION within the spreaitied time interval shall constitute compliance with the speciticanon
[ she csem the Dty Condinon For PDMS i restored priof to expiranon of the syweevified
L aotessal, completion of the ACTION staiement s not reguored.

L b the esent o bamtng Conditon (or PDMS andior assoctated ACTION requirements
Cannet be satestie] becatse of Greumstances 1neaeess of those addresser) mn the speditication,
IR pPropinate achinns o ety the problem to the eadent possible uncder the Ciscumatances
Atk subsit a report e thie Comaonsvion pursaant 1o the reguirements of 10 CPFR SO 71

SURN LU L ANCE REQUIRLMENTS

o b sunvellince Regutements shall be met duning PDMS or other condians spexaitied tor
ke ulaal B onstiege Conditions tor PDMS anless otherwise stated in an indivadual Sueverllance
Regunemaen

P00 Fach Sunvedlans e Reguitement shall be performed within the specitied time interval with

A \ i noallowable extenuon not (o exveed 2977 ol tihe surseillance inersal
Al
h Aot o combimed ateeval ime tor any four consecntive tesiy not 1o

crvceed VIS mes the speviticd sueseillance interval

FOb Ddure s peetorm g Suneallance Requirement within the speciticd time interval shall
canstitole @ tidire 1o meet the OPERABILITY regumrements for a4 Limiing Condition far
IPDMS  Baceptiom o these requirements are sated in the indin idual Speaifications. Surverllince
Regairentents do not hove 1o be pertormed on ineperabic cquipinent

Ihree Mile Island - Uit 2 V4.0 Amendment 48




Va1 PRIMARY CONTAINMENT

LIMJONG CONDITIONS FOR PDMS

VLY Pamary CONTAINMENT [SOLATION shall be maintained.

APPLICABILITY: PDMS

\THON

Wih  CONTAINMENT ISOLATION not an accordance  with  requirements.  restore
CONTAINMENT ISOLATION within 24 hours.

SURNMLILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

CEL L Promay CONTAINMENT ISOLATION <hall be venfied quarterly with the totlowing

Lacephons

Kt olanon valves thar are lkacked closed shall be ventied annually on a guarserly
STAGGERED TIST BASIS, I a valve 18 Tound 1o be out of posiion, a cheek ot all
lewked Closed isalatton valves shall be performed

An independent venficaton of all 1solanon valve position changes shall be pertormed

\ Holted or welded biind Ranges which form a containment isolation boundary and the
Fappment Hatch shall be visually inspected for signs of degradaton andior leahage
every tve sears an an annugl STAGGERED TEST BASIS. It a problem iy discovered
wih g Mange, o check of all bolted or welded bhind Nanges shall be performed.

1

[hree Mile Island Uit ] Vid 1| Amendment 48




UNFILTERED LEAKN RATE TESTING

V1.1 2 The unhiltered leak rate from Containment with the RB Breather closad shall be less than
[ 100 of the rate through the RIB Breather,

APPLICABILITY  PDMS

ACTION

eodhe untiberad leak e dfrom Contianment with the RB Hreather closed 18 greater than 17100
vl the tate through the RE Breather or of the trend indicates that the 17100 value will be exceeded
within onge veear, then

a ldenuty the ewcessive leakage path,

nNGe necessary repairs and or adjustments,

Feertorm o addittonal nnbiltered feak rate tese, and

et and subimat o spreaal repart (o the Commission poursuant 10 Speccification & 8 2 within

the et W sy

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMINTS

S U0 e il anhibieeed deak rate test shall be performed twoy years tollowing cniry inio
FDONMS  Atter the minal anfilered feak rate test. the lest frequency will be determired by
compantg the raten of the antiliered keak rae 10 the RB Breather leak raie from previous and
catrent tesis BEhe test resabts indicate that the ratio of unfiltered leakage to breather ieakage is
teramng constant or decreasiag . then the neat interval shall be five years

Fhiree Mide sl ot Vg |2 Amendiment 4%



4 112 (con't)

It the teat results indicate that the rato of unflitered leakage to breather lcakage i increasing, 1€,
the Current ratio s greater than the previous ratio, then the neat inlerval <hall be determined by
the tolliming cquation

(0,01 -~ R )
! . __.___._.___._.2. -
L] v A - .
(K. = ."‘_]
a here N = the nent kestointenval,
N - the current test interval,
R, *  the previous ratio of unfiltered leakage 10
RB Yreather leakage
R the current ratio of untilicred leakage o

RH Hrugther lcahage

Fhe anntial salne of N oshall equal two years N° shall be the truncated intege? result from the
A e Cgithon in vears, but not more than five years nor less than one year.

Ol ratios tor successtul tests shall be used to determine the next test interval in the above
cunetion Following o Laded test the next test interval shall be one year

Phree SMide Soamd 1ot ! Vid 1y Amendment 44



CONTAINMENT AIR LOCKS

LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR PDMS

V113 Rach Containment Air Laxck shall be OPERABLE with at least one door closed except

when the air lock v being used for transit entry and eait in accordance with site-approved
provedures

APPLICABILITY  PDMS
ACTION

MWaith roct ontunment e L ook door OPERARLE . restore at feast one door e OPERABLI: status
within 24 hours

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

200V fach Containment o\ir Lok shadl be demonsteated OPERABLE at least once per three
wronthy by pertonimng o mechanical operability chech of cach Air Lack Door, including a visaal
maprey o of the compronents and ubncation if necessary and by visually inspecting the door wals
s sienihicant degradanon When buth Containment Air Lock doors are openesd simultancousy
senty e toltowang vondittens

" Phe capatihty evnts to expediiously close at least one Air Lock dowor,

h Ihe Air Lok doors and Containment Purge are configured to restrict the outliow
of it n acvordance with site-approved procedures, and

Fhe e [eonh doors are oycled o ensare mechanical operability within sesen davs
pror o openmg both doors

Lhree Stle Dband ime ] Vd Amendment 4%




IMITING COND R PDMS

1.2.1.1 No more than 42 kg of fuel (i.c., UQ;) may be removed froimn the Reactor Vessel without
prior NRC approval.

APPLICABILITY PPDMS
ANCTION:

When more than 42 kg of fuel has been removed from the Reactor Vessel, suspend all further fuel
removal activities and submit a safety analysis to the NRC for approvai of this activity and any
hurther tuel remaoval activities.

V212 No more than 32 Kg of fuel n the Reactor Vesse! may be rearranged outside the
geometries anatyzed n the Defuchng Completion Report and the criticality safety
analyses contined in GPU Nuclear letter €C312.92-2080, dated December 18, 1992,
swthout prior NRC approval,

APPLICABILITY: PDMS

ACTION

When more than 42 kg of tuel in the Reactor Vessel has been rearranged, suspend all turther fuel
rearrangement activities and suhaut a safety analysis to the NRC for approval of this activity and
any turther fuel rearrangement activities. 1 an external event were to occur that could potentally
vanse more than 42 kg of tael tn the Reactor Vessel to be rearranged. a report will be submitted
roohe NRC detaling the findings of any investigation into that potential rearrangement.

SURVEILLANCE REOUIREMENTS

1.2 11 None reguired as long as no tuel 1s removed trom the Reactor Vessel.

Py
2

202 None regoredd as long as no fuel in the Reactor Vessel 18 rearranged,
{ £

Three AMite Istand - Umil 2 3/4.2-) Amendment 48




3/4.3 CRANE OPERATIONS

LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR PDMS

St

Loads in excess of 50,000 Ibs. shall be prohibite! from travel over the Reactor Vessel
unicss a docketed Safety Evaluation for the activity is approved by the NRC.

APPLICABILITY: PDMS
ACTION:

With the requirements of the ahove specification not satisfied, place the crane load in a safe
condihon and correct the circumstances which caused or allowed the Limiting Condition for
PPDMS o be exceeded prior to continuing crane operations limited by Specification 3.3.1,

Prepare and subrmit a special report to the Commission pursuant to Specification 6.8.2 within the
next W) davs

Three Mite Islind - Unit 2 Va3 Amendment 48



/4.4 SEALED SOURCES
34.4.] SEALED SOURCE INTEGRITY
LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR PDMS

3.4.1  FEach sealed source containing radioactive material either in excess of 100 microcuries
of beta and/or gamma ermitting matenal or S microcuries of alpha emitting material (except as
noted i 4.4.1.2) shall be tree of = 0.005 microcuries of removable contamination.

APPLICABLE: PIIMS

ACTION:
3 lach sealed source with removable contanunation in excess of the above limit shall be

mnediately withdrawn trom use and:
I Either decontaminate and repair, or
s Pyispose in aceordance with Commission Regulations.

by The provisions of Spectfication 3.@.3 are not applicable.

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

TEST REQUIREMENTS
4411 Fach sealed sonree shall be tested for leakage and/or contamination by:

i The hicensee, or

h. Cither persans specitically authonized by the Comnussion or an Agreement State.
Ihe test method shall hive a detection sensitivity of at least 0.005 microcuries per test sample

44,12 Fach categary of sealed source shall be tested at the frequency described below.

& Source 1n use (excluding fi fete eviously subjected to core flux) - At

least omae per six months for all sealed sources containing radioactive materiat:
| With o halt-hife greater than 30 days (excluding Hydrogen 3) and

. in aay form other than gas.

Fhree AMile Esland - Uit 2 Vd.4-| Amendment 4%
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2URVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

b. Stored sources pot in use - Each sealed source and fission detector shall be tested
prior to usc or transfer to another licensee unless tested within the previous six
months. Sealed sources and fission detectors transferred without a certificate
indicating the last test date shall be tested prior to being placed into use.

c. Eission detectors - Each sealed fission detector shall be tested within 31 days

prior to being subjected to core flux or installed in the core and following repair
or maintenance to the source.

4.4.1.3 A report shall be prepared and submitted to the Commission on an annual basis if scaled

source or fission detector leakage tests reveal the presence of 20.005 microcuries of removable
contamination,

Three Mile Island -~ Unit 2 3/4.4.2 Amendment 48
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NOTE

The summary statements contained in this section
provide the bases for the Specifications of
Section 3.0 and 4.0 and are not considered a part
of these Technical Specifications as provided in
10 CFR 50.36.



3/4.0 APPLICABILITY
BASES

The specifications of this section provide the general requirements applicable to each of the
Limiting Conditions for PDMS and Surveillance Requirements within Section 3/4.

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

3.0.2 Ths spectfication defines those conditions necessary to constitute compliance with the
terms of an individual Limiting Condition for PDMS and associated ACTION requirement.

1.0.} The specificatien detines the action and reporting requirements for those circumstances
where the ACTION statement for Limiting Conditions for PDMS was excecded.

4.0.1 This specitication provides that surveillance activities necessary to ensure the Limiting
C‘ondions for PDMS are met and will be performed during the condition for which the Limiting
Conditions for PIMS are applicable.

4402 The provisions of this specification provide allowable tolcrances for pertorming
survetllance acuvinies beyond those specified in the nominal surveillance interval. These
tolerances are necessary to provide operational flexibility hecause of scheduiing and performance
conmiderations.  The phrase "at least™ associated with a surveillance trequency does not negate
this ullowahle tolerance value and permits the performance of more frequent surveillance
dctivibies,

The tolerance values. taken either individually or consecutively over 3 test intervals., arc
sulficiemly restrictive to ensure that the rehiability associated with the surveillance activity is not
degraded bevond that ohtiined tfrom the nor 1nal specified interval.

4.0.3 The provisions of this specitication set forth the criteria for determination of compliance
with the OPERABILITY requirements of the Limiting Conditions for PDMS. Under this criteria.
cquipment. systems or components are assumed to be OPERABLE if the associated surveillance
activiies have been saustactorily pertormed within the specified time interval. Nothing in this
provision 1s 1o he construed as defining equipment, systems or components OPERABLE. when
sach tems are found or known to be noperable although still meeting the Surveillance
Ruequirements -
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8/4,] CONTAINMENT SYSTEMS
BASES
V4 || PRIMARY CONTAINMENT

34.1.1.1 CONTAINMENT ISOLATION

CONTAINMENT ISOLATION is maintained to assure the Containment is properly maintuned as a
conamination barrier for the residual contamination which remains inside the Containment. One barner
either outside or inside of the Containment on each penetration is acceptable. See the PDMS SAR Section
7.2.1.1. Venfication of CONTAINMENT ISOLATION is primarily accomplished by visual inspection;
hawever, 1n cases where this is not practical due to the valve or valves being located in a locked high
radiation arca, documented evidence of the valves closure may be used. Penetrations which have been
wolated by chamn locked valves provide a high degree of assurance that CONTAINMENT ISOLATION
s beng mamained and, therefore, require only annual surveillance on a STAGGERED TEST BASIS.
Penctrations which have been closed by bolted or welded blind flanges provide an even higher degree of
assurance that CONTAINMENT ISOLATION 1s being maintained and. therefore, require surveillance
only every five vears also on a STAGGERED TEST BASIS. However, if a valve is found out of position
or o problem wih a flange s discovered. a complete verification check would be performed to provide
assurance that CONTAINMENT ISOLATION is being maintained.

yall2u

Fhe Reactor Busldhng fire analysis presented in SAR Section 8.2,5 Case 3 assumes that the mass tlowrate
of untiltered leakage 1s less than 1710 of the mass flowrate released through the 99% efficient RB
Rreather HEPA filter. SAR Section 7.2, 1.2.3 provides the details of the calculation using an unfiltered
leak rate est to demonstrate comphiance with this Limiting Condition for PDMS.  The test interval 1s
vanable due to the uncertaunty inherent in maintaining the unfiltered leakage to a small fraction of the
leakage through the RB Breather

34113 CONTAINMENT AIR LOCKS

[he Contunment Air Locks must be maintained OPERABLE to provide CONTAINMENT [SOLATION.,
These air locks will be used during entries into the Containment to ensure that radioactive matenals are
nat unnecessanly baing released to the eavirons. The preferred method for ensuring that radioactive
materials are not rededased during these entnies 1s to maintain at least one door closed at all times; however,
o arcumstances require. both doors may be open simultaneously in accordance with site-approved
procedures
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34,2 REACTOR VESSEL FUEL

34,21 : VES : VAL/

NRC Inspection Report 5(-320/90-03, dated June 14, 1990, imposed restnctions on the removal
and/or rearrangement of the residual fuel in the Reactor Vessel. In particular, the NRC stated
in Section 3.0, “Safe Fuel Mass Limit,” of that inspection report that the appropriate safe fuc!
mass hmit in the Reactor Vessel (RV) was determined to be 93 kg of core debris. Based on
industry practice. a limit of approximately 45% of the SFMI. was placed on the amount of core
debnis that may be removed from the RV or rearranged in the RV. This limit is specified to
ensure subenucality even after dua! errors. Thus, if the fuel in the RV 1s rearranged outside the
analvzed geometnes used in the Defueling Completion Report or the criticality safety analyses
contamed in GPU Nuclear letter C312-92-2080, dated December 18, 1992, the 42 kg limit will
apply to the rearranged fuel. Further, of any fuel 1s removed from the RV 1n the future. the 42
kg himit wall also apply to that tuel
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A load drop into the RV may cause reconfiguration of the core debrnis outside the analyzed
geometnies used in the Defuelng Completion Report RV criticality analysis.
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Y44 SEALED SOURCES
V4.4.]_SEALED SOURCE INTEGRITY

The Bmitaton on removable contamination for sources requinng leak testing, including alpha
ciuttess, s hased on 10 CFR 70.39(¢) hmits for plutontum.  This limitation will ensure that

leakage trom byvproduct. source, and Speaial Nuclear Matenal sources will not exceed allowable
intake values
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DESIGN FEATURES



.0 DESIGN FEATURES
S CONTAINMENT

CONEIGURATION

ST The Contunment Bulding s o steel ined. reinforced concrete building of cyhndrical
shape. with a dome roof and having the following design features:

A Nominal inside diameter = 130 feet.

h Nominal innide height = |57 feet.

. Mimmum thickness of concrete walls = 4 feet

W Mutmam tuckness of concrete reof = 3.8 leet

v Minmum thickness of concrete floor pad = 3.5 feet.
| Nominal thickness of steel hiner = /2 inch

T Nettrc s volume = 201 x 10 cubic feet.

H Design Pressure = 5.0 pag.
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SECTION 6.0

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS




6.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS : -
6.1 RESPONSIBILITY

6 1.1 The PDMS Manager 1s responsible for the management of overall unit operations at tnit
2 imd shall delegate 1n wnting the succession 10 this responsibility during absence.

0.2 _ORGANIZATION

OPUNUCLEAR ORGANIZATION

6 201 The GPEE Nuclear Corporation (GPUNC) organmizabon for unit management and technical
sapport shall be as i Secton 10,5 of the PDMS SAR.

ML 2 ORGANIZATION
622 The umt orgamizanon shail be as described in Sechon 10.5 ol the PDMS SAR and an
mdndeal gabified e radiation protection procedares shall be on site whenever Radivactive

Woaste Mangpement activilies are (n progreess,

68 UNITSTARE QUALIFICATIONS

6 U Lach member of the amr statt shall meet or exceed the mintnoum qualitications of ANSI
NIS 97 tor comparable posiions unless otierwise noted in the Techmceal Specitications. The
reguirenents of ANSEN K =19 71 that pertann to aperator license qualifications for umit staff shall

nol appls

6 32 Ihe management positon responsble for radiological control or his deputy shall meet or
ereerd e gualiticanans of Regulalory Guide 1.8 of 1977, Each Radiological Controls
Fechmensnan a responsibie pasinan shidl meet or exceed the qualifications of ANSINIB. E-1971,
paragraphs 45 2 or 4.1 2, or be formally qualified through an NRC-approved TMI Radiation
Controls raming progron. All Radiological Controts Technicians will be qualified through
traumog aml excunmaton o cach arca or specitic task related to their radiological controls
Hinctions prioe o thaer pertormanee of those tasks.

0.4 TRAINING

4 1 A retramng and repliccement trmming program for the unit staff shall be mamntained and
shall ineet of exceed the requirements and secommendanons of Regulatory Guide |8 of 1977,
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The Vice President of each division within GPU Nuclear Corporation shall be responsible for
ensunng the preparition, review, and approval of documents required by the activities described
i Sectons 6.5.1.1 through 6.5.1.7 within his functional area of responsibility as assigned in the
GPUN Review and Approval Matnx. Implementing approvals shall be performed at the cogmizant
manager level or above

ACTIVITIES

6501 Fach procedure sequired by Section 6.7 and other procedures including those for tests
and eapeniments and SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES thereto shall be prepared by a designated
meivadualtsh ar group knowledgeahle in the area affected by the procedure. Each such procedure,
and STHS FANTIVE CHANGES thereto, shall be given a technical review by an individuals(s)
or rroup wiher than the preparer, hut who may be from the same organization as the individual
wwho prepared the provedure or change

68 12 Proposed changes o the Techmeal Specitications shall be reviewed hy a knowledgeahle
mdiwadiadesy or group other than the indivadualts) or group who prepared the change.

S b Proposed tests and expenments shall he reviewed hy a knowledgeable individual(s) or
graup other than the preparer but who may he from the sarne division as the individual who

prepared the esis and experniments

6.8 L Proposed modilications to unit Structures, systeims, and components necessary to maintam
the  PDMS  condimon as desenhed  in the PDMS  SAR  shall be designed hy an
idividiitlzarganizanon kaowledgeable in the areas attected by the proposed modification. Each
such madificanon shall bhe technically  reviewed by an individual/group  other  than  the
imdivtdual group which dessgned the modification but may be from the ~ame group as the
mehvidual who designed the moditication,

o S 1S Invesugauon ar all violanons ot the Technical Specifications including the preparation
sl lorwarding: of reports covenng evaluatton and recommendations 1o prevent recurrence, shall
b reviewed by @ knowledgeahle mdividual(s)/group other than the individual/group which
performed the investiganon

6 S 16 All REPORTABLE EVENTS shall be reviewed hy an individual/group other than the
wdividual /group which prepared the report.

6.3 17 Individuats respansible for reviesss performed 1n accordance with Sections 6.5.1. 1
through 0.5 | 6 shall melode o determmaton of whether or not addiional cross disciphnary

review s peeessary. I deemed necessary, such review shall
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ACTIVITIES (con't)

h.c performed by the appropriate personnel. Individuals respansible for reviews conside:red under
Sections 6.5, 1.1 through 6.5.1,5 shall render determinations in writing with regard to whether
or not 6.5.1.1 through 6.5.1.5 constitute an unrcviewed safety question.

RECORDS

(.5 1-8 Wnlien records of activities performed in accordance with Sections 6.5.1.1 through
6.5.1.7 shidl be mamtained 1n accordance with Section 6.9,

QUALIFICATIONS

6.5.1.9 Resnonsible Techmeal Reviewers shall meet or exceed the qualifications of ANSI/ANS
Ul oof 1978 Section 4.6, or 4.4 for applicable disctplines. or have 7 years of appropnate
cxpenience n the tield of his ar ber specialty,  Credit toward expenience will be given for
advanced degrees on a ane-to-one basis up 1o a maximum of two years. Responsible Technical
Reviewers shadl be designated in wrniting.

.5.2 INDEPENDENT SAFETY REVIEW
FUNCTION

6 5.2 1 The Viee President of cach division within GPU Nuclear Corpoacanon shall be responstble
tor ensuring the mdependent safety review of the subjects descnibed in Sectton 6.5.2.5 wiathin his
assipned arca of review responsibrlity, as assigned in the GPUN Review and Approval Matnx

6.5.2.2 Independent satety review shall be completed by an individual or group not having direct
responsibility tor the performance of the activities under review, but who may be from the same
lunctionally cogrmizant orgamzation as the individual or group performing the original work.

6.5.2.3 GPU Nuelear Corporation shall collectively have or have access to the experience and
competence required lo independently review subjects in the following arcas:

it Nuclear Uimit operanons

h Nuclear engineering

¢ Chenustry and radiochbemistry
d Merallurgy
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EUNCTION tcon'y)

...._I:,,’,c_,\

Instrumentation and control

Radwlogical safety

Mcchanical engincening

Electnical engineering

Administrative controls and guality assurance practices

Other appropnate ficlds such as radioactive wasie management operatons dssociated with
the umque characterisnes of TMI-2,

6524 Conwultants mav be utilized as determined by the cogmizant Vice President to provide
cexpert advice

RESPONSIBILITIES

6.5 25 The tallowing subtects shall be tindependently reviewed by Independent Safety Reviewers
LISKS) iy the tunctionally assigned devisions

d

Writen safety evaluations of changes in the tacility as described i the Satety Analysis
Report, of chianges i pracedures as descnibed in the Safety Analysis Report, and of tests
ar expeniments not described in the Safety Analysis Renort, which are completed without
pnor NRC approsal under the provisions of 10 CFR S0.89(a)(1). This review is to
verity thal such changes, tests ar expenitnents did not involve a change in the Technical
Speaifications or an unreviewed safety quesnon as defined in 10 CFR 50.59(a)(2). Such
reviews need not be performed prior to implementaton,

Propased changes 0 procedures, praposed changes in the facility, or proposed tests or
cyvpermments, any of which mvolves a change in the Techmeal Specifications or an
woreviewed satety guestion as defined in 10 CFR 50.59(c). Matters of this kind shall he
resicssed pooe o submntal to the NRC.

Proposed changes to Techmical Specifications or icense amendments shall be reviewed
prior to submittal to the NRC for approval.

Viatabons, deviations, and reporable events which require reporting to the NRC 1n
wriingg Such reviews are pertarmed after the fact. Review of events covered under this
subsectiun shall anclude results of any investigations made and the recommendations
resulting trom such investigations to prevent or reduce the probability of recufrence of
the event
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ARMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

RESPONSIBILITIES tcon't)

¢ Wniten summarnies of audit reports in the areas specified in Section 6.5.3,

! Any other matters tnvolving the plant which a reviewer deems appropnate for
conuderation or which 18 referred to the independent reviewers.,

QUALIEICATIONS

6 8 2 6 The ISRs shall erther have a Rachelor's Degree in Engincenng or the Physical Sciences
#nd five years of professional level experience in the area being reviewed or have nine years of
appropriate experience m the ficld of his or her specialty. An individual performing reviews may
possess competence in more than one specially area. Credit toward expenence will be given (or
advanced degrees on aone tor-one basis up 0 a maumum of two years

RECORDS

68 YT Reports of revicws encompassed i Section 6528 shall be maintained 10 accordance
with Section 64

6 S U AUDITY

o SUT Auditn of amit achivittes shalt be pertormesd in aceavdance with the TMLE-Z PDNMS QA
Plan  These aadits shastl encompass

Ny he contotinance of unit operations to provisions contained within the Technical
Npecitications and applicahle hicense condimons. The wudit frequency shail be
feast onee per 12 months.

h The performance of activities required by the PDMS QA Plan.  The audit
fregueney shall be at least once per 24 months.

The Radisnon Protection Plan and applicable implemennng procedures.  The
andit treqguency shall be at deast once per 12 months,

o Ihe Lire Protechon Program and implementing procedures at least once per 24
manths

At ndependent tire protection and loss preveation program  inspoection and
techimical audht shall be performed annually utihzing either gqualified licensce
pensonnel ar an outside fire protection 1irm

! An inspection and audit of the fire protecion and loss prevention progrium by an
anitside qualitied tire consultant at intervals no greater than 3 years.
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ADMINISTRATIVE ¢ ,

0.5.3 AUDRITS (con't)

£ The ODCM and implementing procedures at least once per 24 months,

h Any other arci of unit operation considered appropriate by the PDMS Manager
or the OIice ot the President - GPUNC.

RECORDS

65832 Audn reports encompassed hy Section 6.5.3.1 shall be forwarded for action to the
management postions responsible for the areas audited and the I0SRG within 60 days afer
vomnpletion of the audit. Upper management shall be informed in accordance with the TMI-2
PDOMS OA Pl

0.8 3 INDEPLNDLENT ONSITE SAEETY REVIEW GROUP. (IOSRG)
FUNCHON

S 3L The TOSRG shall be a tull-uime group of engineers, independent of the unit s1aff, and
[owatted onsite

ORGANIZANTTON

6hSd42a 'me TOSRG staft shall be as specified 1n the TMI-1 Tech, Specs. (License No
DR St

h Ihe TOSRG shall report to the director responsible for nuclear safety
assessment and wall perform their function for bath TMI Unit | and Unit

Y

IRESPOMSMBILITY

h S 43 The penodic review functions of the IOSRG shall include the following on a selective
and ovenaew hasis

Ihe mdependent review activities stated in Section 6.5.2.5 which may be
performed atfter the fact.

P

Iy Assessment of unit operabons and performance and unit afely programs
from a nuclear safely perspective.

¢ Any other matter involving safe operations of the nuclear power plant that
the onute 1OSRG manager or the PDMS Manager deems appropnate for
vonsiderision,
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ALUTHORITY

6 S 4.4 The TOSRG shall have access 10 the unit and unit records as necessary to perform its
cvaluations and asscssinents. Based on ats reviews, the [OSRG shall provide recommendations
to the management pasitions responsible for the areas reviewed.

QUALIEICATIONS

H 94 S The IOSRG enponeers shall have either: (1) a Bachelor's Degree in Engincering or the
Phvsaical Sciences and three years of professional leve! expenence in the nuclear power field
wclhuding techmeal supporting functsons. or (2) e1ght years of appropriate experience 1n nuclear
powers plant operations and/or technology,  Credit 1oward expenence will be given (or advance
deerees on o one-lo one bass up to 4 maxmum of two ycars.,

RECORDS
fOS e Keporis of evalisanons and sssessments cncampassed 0 Secnon 6.5 403 shalt be
prepared . approsed. and aranammed o the Manager. TMIEY Department, the division vice

presiden respansible for nuclear satety assessment and the management positians responsible for

e Sireas res iewed
co REPORKTARLL EVUINT ACTION
bl The aellowing actions shall be taken for REPORTABLE EVENTS

L Phe Nuclear Regutanory Comimssion shail be notified and/or a report suhnntted
passuant o the regairements of Sectton SG.73 10 10 CEFR SO, and

b lach REPORTARBLE EVENT shall undergo an ndependent sately  review
pursiant to Speaificanon 6.5 2.5 d.

67 PROCEDURES AND PROGRAMS

7 1 MWrmen procedures shall be ostablished, implemented. and mamntaned (or the activites
secesyty toomaginbun the PODMS condition as desenbed m the PDMS SAR S BExamples o1 ihese

Ao e Jdre

o Fechnical Speaiticatnon niplementation

h Radioactive waste management and shipment.
\ Kadiason Protectton Plan implementation.

! Fare Pratecgon Program inplementation

L Flousd Protecnion Program amplementanon
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ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

0.7 PROCEDURES AND PROGRAMS (con't)

6.7.2 Each procedure required by Section 6.7.1, and SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES thereto, shall
be reviewed and approved as described in Section 6.5.1 prior to implementation and shall be
reviewed penodically as cqured by ANSI N18.7-1976.

6.7.3 Tempaorary changes o procedures in Section 6.7.1 above may be made provided:

h

The intent ot the onginal procedure is not altered;

The change s approved by two memhers of the responsible organization qualitied
1n ac.ordance with Section 6.5.1.9 and knowledgeable in the area affected by the
precedure. For changes which may affect the operational status of unit systems
or cquipment, at least one of these individuals shall be a member of unit
management or supervision: and

The change s documented, reviewed and approved as descrnibed in Section 6, 5. |
willun 14 diys of Linplementation.

tn 74 The following programs shall he established. inpiemented. and niintained:

Radioactive Effluent Co rogr

A program shall he provided conforming with {0 CFR 50).36a for the control of
radhoactive effluents and for maintaiming the doses to MEMBERS OF THI:
PUBLIC rram radicactive eftluents as low as rcasonably achievable.  The
progrim (1) shall be contained in the ODCM, (2) shall be implemenied by
operatng procedures, and (1) shall include remedial actions to be taken whenever
the program limits are exceeded.  The program shall include the following
clements:

. Limitations on the operability of radieactive liquid and gaseous monitoring
instrumentiation including surveillance tests and setpaint determination in
accordance with the methodology tn the ODCM,

[unitanons on the concentrations of radioactive material released in ligud
ettivents to UNRESTRICTED AREAS conforming to {0 CFR Part 20.

Y

Appendix B, Table 2, Column 2,

3 Montoning, sainphng. and analysis of radioactive liquid and gaseous
e luents in accordance with 10 CFR 20.1301 and with the methodology
and parameters in the ODCM,
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ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

0.7 PROCEDURES AND PROGRAMS (con't)

4,

4]

Lim:tations on the annual and quarterly doses or dose commitment 10 a
MEMBER OF THE PUBLIC from radioactive materials in liquid effluents
released from ecach unit to UNRESTRICTED AREAS conforming to
Appendix | to 10 CFR Part 50,

Determination of cumulative and projected dose contributions from
radioactive effluents for the current calendar quarter and current calendar
year in accordance with the methodology and parameters in the ODCM at
least every 31 days,

intations on the operability and use of the liquid and gascous effluent
reaiment systems to ensure that the appropriate partions of these systems
are used to reduce releases of radioactivity when the projected doses in a
1 -day peniad would exceed 2 percent of the guideiines for the annual dose
or dose commitment conforming to Appendix | to |0 CFR Part S0,

Linutistions on the dose rate resulting from radioactive material released in
gascous effluents to areas beyond the SITE BOUNDARY conforming o the
doses associated with 10 CFR Part 20. Appendix B, Table 1. Column [,

limtanons on the annual and quarterly air doses resulting from noble gases
released in paseous effluents from each unit to areas beyond the SITE
BOUNDARY conforming to Appendix | to 10 CFR Part 50,

Limnanons on the annual and quarterly doses to 8 MEMBER OF THE
PURBLIC from tntium and all radionuclides in paruculate form with halt-
lives greater than 8 days in gaseous effluents released from each unit to
arcas bevond the SITE BOUNDARY conforming to Appendix 1 to |0 CFR
Part SO

Radiological Environmental Monitoring Program

A program shall be provided to monitor the radiation and radionuclides in the
environs of the plant. The program shall provide (1) representative measurements
ot radioactivity in the highest potential exposure pathways. and (2) verification

ot

the accuracy of the effluent momtoring program and modeling of

covironmental exposure pathways. The program shall (1) be contained in the
ODCN . (2) conform to the gurdance of Appendix | to 10 CFR Part 50, and (3)
inciude the following:
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ARMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
6.7 PROCEDURES AND PROGRAMS (con't)

. Monitonng, sampling, analysis, and reporting of radiation and
radionuclides in the environment in accordance with the methodology and

parameters in the ODCM,

2. A Land Usc Census to ensure that changes in the use of arcas at and
beyond the SITE BOUNDARY are identified and that modifications to the
momtoring program are made if required by the results of the census, and

1 Participation in an Interlaboratory Comparison Program to ensure that
independent checks on the precision and accuracy of the measurements of
radivactive materials in environmental sample matrices are performed as
part of the quality assurance program for environmental monitoring,

6.8 REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

ROUTINE REPORTS

6.X.1 In addivon to the applicable reporting requirements of Title 10. Code of Federal
Regudations, the followang reports shall he in accordance with 10 CFR S0.4 unless otherwise
noted. Somme ot the reporting requirements of Title 10, Code of Federal Regulations are repeated
below,

ANNUAL RADIOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENTAL OPERATING REPORT

6. R 1.1 The Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Repott covering the operation of the
umt dunng the previous calendar year shall be submitted before May | of each year. The report
shall include summarries, interpretations, and analysis of trends of the results of the Radiological
Environmental Monitoring Program for the reporting period. The material provided shall be
consistent with the objectives outlined in (1) the ODCM and (2) Sections [V.B.2, IV.B.3, and
IV.Cof Appendix 1to 10 CFR Part S0.

ANNUAL RADIOACTIVE EFFLUENT RELEASE REPORT

6.8.1.2 The Annual Radiological Effluent Release Report covering the operation of the unmit
during the previous calendar year shall be submitted before May | of each year. The report shall
inclucde a summary of the quantities of radioactive hquid and gaseous effluents and solid wasle
released from the umi. The material provided shall be (1) consistent with the objectives outlined
in the ODCM and (2) in contormance with 10 CFR 50.36a and Section [V.B.I of Appendix | to

10 CEFR Part SO
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6.8.1.3 Annual reponts covering the activitics of the unit as described below during the previous
calendur year shall be submitted prior to March | of each year.

Reports reguired on an annual basis shall include:

it A tabulation of the number of station, utility and other personnel (including contractors)
for whorn momtonng was required, receiving exposures greater than 100 mrem/yr and
thair associated person-rem exposure according to work and job functions’. e.g.,
survelllanee. routine maintenance, special maintenance (the dose assignment to vanous
duty tunctions may be estimates based on pocket dosimeter. T 4, or film badge
measurements). Small exposures totaling less than 20% of the indiviwual total dose need
not he accounted for, In the aggregate. at least 80% of the total whole body dose
received from external sources shall be assigned to specific major work functions.

BIENNIAL REPORTS

6N 14 Biennal reponts (e, once every two yedrs) covening the actvities of the unit as
desenbed below during the previous two calendar years shall be submitted pnior to March | of
every other vear

Reports requited on o ienmal basis shall include:
| AT changes made tw the PDMS SAR dunng the previous two calendar years.
) All changes. tests, or experiments meeting the requirements of 10 CFR 50,59

SPECIAL REPORTS

h X2 Special reports shall be suhmitted in accordance with 10 CEFR 50.4 within the time penod

speciticd for cach reporn

6. 8.3 NONROUTINE REPORTS
A report shall he subnutted in the event that an Exceptional Occurrence as specified in Section
t 1 U occurs.  The report shall be submuted under one of the report schedules described below.

A sigle subatiad may be made for a multiple umt station. The submittal should combine thosc
seelions that are common o all units at the station.
“This tabulanon supplements the requirements of Article 20.2206 of 10 CFR 20.
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0.8 REPORTING REQUIREMENTS (con't)

6.8.3.1 Those events specified as prompt report occurrences shall be reported within 24 hours
by tetephone, telegraph, or tacsunile transmussion to the NRC followed by a written report to the
NRC within 30 days

THIRTY DAY EVENT REPORTS

6.8 1.2 Nonroutine vvents not requinng a prompt report as described in Subsection 6.8.3. 1, sh.i
he repored to the NRO either within 30 days of their occurrence or within the time limit specified
hy the reporting requirement of the corresponding certification or permit issued pursuant to
Secttons 301 or 02 of PL92-SM). the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (FWPCA)
Amendiment ot 19720 whichever time duration following the nonroutine event shall result in the
carlier subnuttal

CONTENT OF NONROUTINE REPORTS

6 X A Wnten W-day reports iand, to the extent possible, the prehminary telephone, telegraph,
ur tacsiile reports shall (a) desenbe. analyze, and evaluate the occurrence, including extent and
magnitade of the impact, (b) describe the cause of the occurrence. and (c) indicate the corrective

achon Gncluding any sigmiticant changes made in procedures) taken to preclude repetiion of the
occurrence and o prevent similar occurrences involving similar components or systems.

69 RECORD RETENTION
9 1 The tollosang records shall be retained for at least five years:
i Records of sealed source and fission detection leak tests and results.
h Ruecords of annual physical inventory of all sealed source material of record.

69 2 Ihe tollowing recards shall be retained as long as the Licensee has an NRC license to
aperate or possess the Three Mile Istand tacility.

o Rercords and logs of unit operation covenng time interval at cach power level.

h Records and logs of prineipal maintenance activities. inspections, repawr and
replacement of principal ttems of equipment related to nuclear safety and
radhoactive wasie systems.

v ALL REPORTABLE EVYENTS submitted to the Commisston.

d Records of survesliance activities. inspections and calibrations required by these
Techmeal Speciticalions.

Three Mile tsland - Umit 2 6-12 Amendment 48




ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

0.9 RECORD RETENTION (Con't)

c. Records of changes made to the pracedures required by Recovery Technical
Specification 6.8.1 and PDMS Technical Specification 6.7.1.

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

£ Records of radioactive shipments.

h Records and logs of radioactive waste systems operations.

f Records and drawing changes reflecting facility design modifications made to
systems and equipment descnbed in the Safety Analysis Report. TER. SD, or
Safety Evaluation previously submitted to NRC.

| Records of new and irradiated fuel inventory, fuel transfers and assembly burmnup
histories,

3 Records of transient or operational cycles for those unit components designed for
a limited number of transients or cycles.

| Records of reactor tests and expenments.

m Recaords of training and qualification for current members of the untt staff.

n Records  of in-service inspections  previously required by the Techmcal
Speeiticatons.

0 Records of Quality Assurance activities required by the Operating, Recavery, or
PDMS Quality Assurance Plans.

P Records of reviews performed for changes made to procedures or equipment or
reviews of 1ests and experiments pursuant to [0 CFR 50.59.

q Records of meenngs of the Plant Operation Review Committee (PORC) and the
Generaton Review Commitiee (GRC), and reports of exaluations prepared by the
IOSRG. o apphicable to TMI-2.

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

\ Records of unit radiatton and contamination surveys.

L Records of radiation exposure reccived by alt individuals for whom monitoring
was required.

Three Mile Istand - Unit 2 6-13 Amendment 48




ARMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
6.9 _RECORD RETENTION (Con't)

u, Records of gaseous and liquid radioactive material released to the cnvirons,

v. Records of reviews performed for changes made to the OFFSITE DOSE
CALCULATION MANUAL.

6.10_RADIATION PROTECTION PROGRAM

Procedures for personnel radiation protection shall be prepared consistent with the requirements
ol 0 CFR Part 20 and shall be approved, maintained, and adhered to for all operations involving
personnet rachation cxposure,

0. L1_HIGH RADIATION AREA

[n licu of the “Control device” or “alarm signal” required by paragraph 20.1601 of 10 CFR 20.
cach high radiation arca <hall be controlled as specitied in the Radiation Protection Plan.

6,12 _OFESITE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL (ODCM)
SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES to the ODCM:

i Shal! be documented and records of reviews performed shall be retained as
required by Specification 6.9.2 v, This documentation shall contain:

| sufrnicient information to suppart the change together with the appropriate
analyses or evaluinons justifying the change(s) and

. A determination that the change will maintain the level of radioactive
¢ffluent control required by 10 CFR 20.1301, 40 CFR Part 190, 10 CFR
50.36a. and Appendix | to 10 CFR Part 50 and not adversely impact the
accuracy or reliabibty of effluent, dose, or setpaint calculations.

h Shall became etfective after review and acceptance by GPU Nuclear management.

¢ Shall be submitted to the Commussion (n the form of a complete. legible copy of
the enirc ODCM as a part of or concurrent with the Annual Radioactive Effluent
Release Report for the penod of the report in which any change to the ODCM
was made.  Each change shall be identified by markings in the margin of the
affected pages, clearly indicating the area of the page that was changed, and shall
indicate the date (e.g.. month/year) the change was implemented.
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1 EXCEPT 1

UNUSUAL OR IMPORTANT ENVIRONMENTAL EVENTS

6.13.1 Any occurrence of an unusual or impartant event that causes or coul:{ potentially cause
agnificant environmental impact causally related with station operation shall be recorded and
reported to the NRC per Subsection 6.8.3.1.  The following are cxamples of such cvents;
cxcessive hird urpachion events on cooling tower structures or meteorological towers {i.e.. more
than 16X in any one day): onsite plant or ammal discase outbreaks. unusual mortality of any
species protected hy the Endangered Species Act of [973: fish kills near or downstream of the
sle

LXCELDING LIMITS OF RELEVANT PERMITS

63D Any occurrence of eaceeding the himats specttied in relevant permits and certificates
saneth by ather Federal and State agencies which are reportahle to the agency which issued the
permn shall he reported to the NRC in accordance with the provisions of Subsection 6.8, 1.2
This reguirement shadl apply only to topics of National Environmental Protection Actt (NEPA)
concern within the reguirements of the permits and certificates noted in Section 6. 14,

6.14_STATL AND FEDERAL PERMITS AND CERTIFICATES

Section U1 of PLW2SO0 reginres any apphicant for a Federal license or permit to conduct iny
activily which may resabt in any discharge intoy navigable waters to provide the licensing agency
2 certification 1rom the State having junsdichon that the discharge will comply with applicahle
provistons of Sections 301, 302, 306, and 307 of the FWPCA. Section 401 of PL 92-500 further
requites that any ceritication provided under this section shall set forth any effluent limitations
and other lmitations, and monioring requirements necessary to assure that any applicant for a
bederad heeme or peemat will comply with the applicable limitations. Certifications provided in
acvordance with Secnon 401 set forth conditions on the Federal license or permit for which the
certificat n s provided.  Accordingly, the licensee shall comply with the requirements set forth
w the <408 certtication dated Novemhber 9, 1977 or ats currently applicable revision, issued to the
beensee by the Pennsyivama Department of Environmental Resources. which requires, among
wiher things. that the heensee comply with effiuent imitations stipulated in the NPDES PERMIT
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ARMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS
014 STATE AND FEDERAL PERMITS AND CERTIFICATES (con't)

Changes or addition to the required Federal and State permits and cenrtificates for the protection
of the environment noted in this suhsection shall he reported 1o the NRC within 30 days. In the
esent that the licensee imbiates or becomes aware of a request for changes to any of the water
quality requirements. ity or values stiputated in any certification or permit issued pursuant to
Sechons 401 and 302 of PPl 92.500. NRC shall be notified concurrently with the authonizing
peney  Dhe notficanon to the NRC shall include an evaluation of the environmental impact of
the tesised reguirement, it or value being sought.

I, dunng NRC's review ol the proposed change. 1t 1s deternuned that a potentially severe
covitonmental impact could result from the change. the NRC will consult with the authorizing
AUy o determne the approprane action to be taken,
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UNITEO STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. O C. 20653.000)

1.0 |NTRODUCT]ON

By letter of Auqust 16, 1988, as supplemented'. the General Public Utilities
Nuclear Corparation {the |icensee) requested an amendment to Facility
Operating License No. OPR-73 for the Three Mile Island Nuclear Station Unit 2
(TM1-2). The Auqust 16, 1988 letter included the proposed amended fiucility
lhrcense for Post-Defueling Monitored Storage (PDMS), proposed Technical
Specifications, and the PDMS Safety Analysis Report (SAR). The propcised
amendment would permit the Jicensee to place the TM]|-2 fac{lity in a monitored
storaqge condition. This document updates the February 20, 1992 Safety
fvaluation (Sf). r1ssued by the NRC staff, by including in this updated SE,
revisions to the licensee application and changes made to the technical
specifications by intervening license amendments issued through December 1993,
It also corrects minor typographical or administrative errors in the initial
SE. Changes to the initial SE are indicated by vertical lines in the right
marqgin,

In response to the licensee amendment request, the staff issued, in

Auqust 1989, Final Supplement 3 to the "Programmatic Environmental Impact
Statement Dealing with Post-Defuelting Monitored Storage and Subsequent
Cleanup” (PEIS). On April 12, 1990, the licensee informed the staff that it
had completed defueling efforts at the TMI-2 facility. On April 25, 1991, the
staff published a notice of opportunity for a prior public hearing regarding
the license amendment request for a POL and the proposed changes to the
technical specifications allowing for long term storage of the facility (56 FR
19128). On February 20, 1992, the staff issued a safety evaluation (Sf) and
technical evaluation report (TER) that evaluated the licensee amendment
request, for both the POL and the PDMS Technical Specifications.

‘tetters of September 19, 1988, February 9, 1989, March 31, 1989, June 26,
1989, October 10, 1989, November 22, 1989, June 21, 1990, October 15, 1990,
November 7, 1990, February 19, 1991, April 19, 1991, June 21, 1991, August 28,
1991, October 9, 1991, January 13, 1992, January 18, 1993, May 28, 1993,
October 24, 1993. November 12, 1993,
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In respante to the staff notice of opportunity for a prior public hearing,
Mr. fric Epstein petitioned to Intervene. Upon the encouragement of the
Atomic Safely and Licensing Roard (ASLB) assigned to this docket, a
settliement agreement was filed with the ASLB. on September 25, 1992, between
the putitioner, the licensee, and the NRC staff. Based on the settlement
agreement, the ASIB dismissed the proceedings on October 16, 1992.

On January 15, 1993, the licensee forwarded for staff review a proposed I1st
of rematning PDMS reGuirements and commitments that had to be completed prior
to isuuance of the POL and the PDMS technical specifications. This 1ist was
qenerated from (1) the safety analysts report submitted by the licensee in
wort of {te |icense amendment request, (2) the february 20, 1992, safety
evaluatton 1esued hy tne staff, and (3) from several meetings at TMI-2 that
wore gl tendwl by members of the public. The staff has reviewed this 1ist and
In g Ieltter dated May 19, 1993, found it acceptable. The licensee has
requented changes to the 1ist on May 28. 1993 and October 24, 1993. The staff
evaluated the proposed chanqes and issued a revised 1i1st and an applicable
Satety fvaluation i each case., the most recent revised list (Revision 2) on
Hovoember 16, 19913,

n July 6, 1993, the NR( staff tssued a letter to the licensce that concluded
that the fuel in the TM1-2 reactor vessel will remain subcritical, with an
alrquate marqin of safety, during bolth the steady state and postulated
actrdont conditions. Based on this conclusion the staff issued Amendment 45
on September (4, 1993, which modified facility Operating License No. PR-73,
faor 1M1 2 to a POL. The POL allows the licensee to possess but not opera'e
the 1MI-2 Tacilnty

Although the POL Amendment was 1ssued on September 14, 1993, the current
technteal apecifications are not compatible with PDMS. The PDMS Technical

S 1facations could nat be implemented until the final phases of the current
Cleanup offort were compliled, the NRC staff had verified the Implementation
of the POMS requirements and commitments, and the }icensee had satisfied a
number of PDOMS 1iconse conditions. Therefore, the purpose of this act.ion is
ta tesue the POMS Technical Specifications now that the licensee is rcady to
pnter POMS, the POMS requirements and commitments have been satisfied. and bl

liceme conditiony are met

2.0 DISCYSSION AMD EVALUATION

the potential for the routine release of any significant quantity of
ratfinact tve material from TMI-2 during PDMS has been minimized by the removal
of as« much of thee fuel and core debris as reasonably achievable and the
decontamination of large sectians of the reactor and auxiliary and fuel

handl inqg building AFHB surfaces, equipment and piping. Routine releases were
taiculated to be significantly below the gquantity specified in 10 CFR Part SO,
Appenidix | fur annual release to the environment.

Chapter 8 of the licensee PDMS SAR evaluated seven potential accident
scenarios that could occur during POMS. The selection of accidents was. based
on a generic study of a PR decommissioning following an accident. The
accidents evaluated were: 1) vacuum canister failure: 2) accidentd]l spraying
of conCentrated contamination with high pressure spray, 3) accidental cutting
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nf contaminated pipe; 4) accidental break of contaminated pipe; 5) fire 1nside
fontaynment. 6) apen penetration; and 7) the rupture and release of resins
1r0m the Makeupb and Purification Demineralizers. Additionally, in PEIS
wpplement 3, the staff identified three potential accidents resulting in an
atmoupheric release. These were 1) a fire in the stairwell/elevator
structure, 2) the rupture of a HEPA filter during decontamination activittes.
and 3) the spi1ll of decantamination salution in the reactor building.

The staff reviewed the types of activities that would be permitted during PDMS
and the licensee accident analyses and performed independent evaluations of
v1Ght potential accidents. These were: 1) vacuum canister failure, 2) high
bressure spray of contamination, 3) cutting contaminated pipe, 4) break of
vortamingted pipe. 5) elevator/stairwell fire in containment, 6) D-rings fire
tncontainment . 7) contatnment penetration failure and 8) the rupture and
ridease of roviny from Makeup and Purification Demineralyzers. Although few
Aetivitaen are expacted to be conducted during POMS, routine surveillance,
prevoentive marntenance and stabilization activities will occur, if migratian
al rahoactive matertal 15 detected. For the most severe accident, the fire
in the D rings 1n containment with no operation of the ventilation system, the
tntal hody and bone dose to the maximally exposed individual at the site
boundary 15 49 and S1 mrem, respectively (POMS TER Section 5.4). This is
appravimately 0.2 percent of the 10 CFR Part 100 linmits. The staff reviews
found that accident (onsequences for the defueled. non-aperating condition at
1Ml 2 are aygnaifrcantly reduced compared to past decontamination and defueling
nperatrnny The staff determined that, with the post-accident, i1noperable and
wonent o 1ly detunled condition of TMI-2. the probability and consequences of
presanusly analyszed accidents has been lessened due to the remova) of the
fuel . par-tiral decontamination of the facility, and reduced level of activity
*hat w11l be conducted during POMS.

fhee wtaft reviewed the licensee Defueling Completion Report (DCR) and the PDOMS
A The followtng canclusions of this Safety Evaluation are based on the
information in the licensee reparts and on the conclusions in the staff PEIS
Supiplement Mo 3 and the POMS TER: 1) defueling of the reactor has been

accomplished ta the exten! reasonably achievable, 2) all fuel and core debris
which have been remowed from the reactor and assoctlated systems have been
Whipped otfite, 3) the results of analyses indicate that there is no

potential fur cratecality 1n the fuel remaining in the TMI-2 facility during
eithee normal ar accident conditions, 4) remaining radloactive waste from the
major TMI-2 decontamination activities has been shipped offsite or packaged
and «taged tor shipment offsite., S) radiation levels within the facility have
been reduced cych that plant monitoring, maintenance and i1nspections can be
portarmed, 6) radiological surveillance of activities during POMS will be
cnndutted in accordance with the approved Nffsite Dose Calculation Manual and
1o compliance with the reqgulatory requirements of 10 CFR Part 20 which will,
wilh the approved Radiation Protection Plan, ensure adequate control of
occupat tonal exposure and protection of workers, 7) the surveillance program
propased by the licensee will adequately monitor the PDMS environmental
protection systems, B) the environmental manitoring activities for TMI-2
Juring POMS, tncluded in the TMI Site Radiological Environmental Monitoring
Plan. will ensure adequate environmental surveillance and control, 9) fire
prevent 1on, ditection, and control as specified by the approved Fire
Pratect ton Progrum fvaluation will assure adequate reduction of fire potential
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as wnll as detection and control during PDMS, and 10) the requirements
delineated in the proposed Technical Specifications for PDMS provide assurance
that the facility will be maintained in a safe condition that will not
negatively 1mpact the environment.

Ay stated above, the staff issued a Safety Evaluation (SE) on february 20,
1992, which evaluated each specific change to the Appendix A and 8 Technica!
Specifications requested by the licensee for PDMS. The SE provided an
nvalualr10n of the PDMS Technical Specifications, as proposed in the PDMS SAR
through Amendment 15 (dated January 13, 1992), and compared them to the
Appendix A and B Tecknical Specifications for TMI-2 as of February 20 1993
(through License Amendment 40, i1ssued March 6, 199]). Since February 20.
1992. hoth the Appendix A and 8 Technical Speciftications and the proposed PDMS
fechnycal Specifications have heen amended. The Appendix A and B Technical
“psc tficatrons have been amended seven times. Amendment 4], issued on

March 2, 1992, deleted the requirement for a TM[-2 Deputy Director. Amendment
42. 1wsued on June 5. 1992 deleted the requirement to sample for Sr-89.
Amendment 43, 1ssued on May 26, 1993, relocated the requirements related to
radhological effluents to the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual (0DCM).
Amengdment 44, 1ssued on July 12, 1993, removed the requirement for the NRC
vtatt to preapprnove procedures for disposal of the Accident Generated Water
(AGWY  Ameondment 85, yssued on September 14, 1993, granted a POL to the
lvcenee hut did not change any of the Appendix A or 8 Technical
Specitications.  Amendment 46, issued on November 8, 1993. corrected an
pmisyian to Amendment 43. Amendment 47, i1ssued on December 6, 1993, removed
voferange to the AGW from the technical specifications., The PDMS SAR, which
cantains the POMS Tochnical Specifications in Section 9, has been amended four
times (PDMS SAR Amendment 16 dated January 18, 1993, Amendment 17 dated

Mav 78, 1993, Amendment 18 dated October 24, 1993, and Amendment ]9 dated
Mipveenbers 12, 1993) since 1s«uance of the February 20, 1992 SE.

Thee licensee 1nfarmed the NRC staff by letter (GPUN C212-93-2072) dated
Hovemher |7, 1993, that all the requirements and commitments for entry into
NS have been satisfred. In a separate letter (GPUN €312-93-2073), also
fatedd Novembor 12 1993, the Ticensee informed the NRC that they would be
vigdy 1o transityon to POMS within the next 30 days. The staff has
ymtependent Iy veer1fisd that the licensee has satisfied all the requirements
and commitments 1dent1fred yn the enclosure to the November 16, 1993 letter to
the Ticenseoe fram the staff The staff has documented the verification that
the POMS requirements and commitments have been satisfied by the licensee n
SRU Inspection Report Ho. 50-320/93-07, dated December 23, 1993, and in NRC
statt meinoranda to R. Dudley dated December 17. 1993, December 23, 1993,
Decembor 27, 1993, and December 28, 1993.

(On September 14, 1993, the staff i1ssued license amendment 45 granting the
reensen a POL Paragraph 2 of the POL contatned three license conditions
that must be satisfied prior to entry into POMS. The first License

Candition 2 D, Speci1al Auxiliary and fuel Handling Building Ventilation Study.
requtead the submission of one year of data from a special auxiliary and fuel
hanidtaing burlding (AFHB) ventitation study. The licensee complied

with 'hic roqQuivement amd submitted the data on December 22, 1993 The staff
haw eoyiewnd the qubmittal by the licensee and found 1t acceptable.
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The sercond License Condition, 2.E, Unfiltered Leak Rate Test, required the
submittal of a surveillance requirement for the reactor building. On

January 18, 1993, 1n Amendment 16 to the POMS SAR, the licensee submitted the
proposed surveillance requirement, ltem 8} below discusses the proposed
surveililance requirement  The staff has reviewed the licensee submittal and
ha', found 1t acceptable,

The third Liconge Condition, 2.F, Additional Submittals Prior to PDMS,
recquires the licensee to submit and i1mplement a number of plans, or
aviluations prior to entry tnto POMS. It also requires the licensee to submit
1o the MRC the rewults of the completed plant radiation and contamination
wirveys prior Lo entry nto PDMS. The licensee submitted the results of the
urvieys hy letter dated Navember 12, 1993. The staff has determined that the
wubmittal) fulf1lis the requirement in Yicense condirtion 2.F to subm:it the
resulty of therr radiologycal surveys.

Lrconys. Canditron 2. F alse required the submittal and implementation of the
following: 4 PDMS Quality Assurance Plan, an Offsite Dose Calculation Manual
(GHEMY, & POMS Fare Protection Program Evaluation, a Site Flood Protection
Pian, o S1te Radiation Protection Plan, and a Radiological Enviranmental
Momitoring Plan,  The licensee submitted the PDMS Quality Assurance Plan by

[ «*tor (dated Auquet 23, 1988, The staff approved the licensee plan by letter
dated June 3, 1993 fhe ODCM was submitted by the licensee as part of the
application of License Amendment 43, dated May 26. 1993. The staff determined
that tne O(M was acceptahle and tssued License Amendment 43 on May 26. 1993.
[hee DM Fsee Protectson Plan Evaluation was submitted on Octobe: 14, 1993.
Tt wtaft o a memorandum dated December 7, 1993 found the plan acceptabie.
Ihe Site Floot Protection Plan 1s contained in TM[-]1 Emergency Procedure 1202-
12, ated Augquet 21, 1992, and was submitted to the NRC by letter dated
Linuary &4, 1993 The <i1aff has compared the procedure to the current TM[-2
tornnical spesciticatyons and has found the procedure acceptable Yn a

monor andum daterd Oecembar 21, 1993, The Site Radiation Protection Plan was
ubmitted 10 the MHC by letter dated January 4, 1993, The stafi has reviewed
the plan and hasy. tn inspection report 50-320/93-07, dated December 23, 1993
topndd 1t o be acenptable,

The Yadiglogical bneyronment al Monitoring Program Plan i- contained in TMI-2
brocedure 60!5 BLN 3520, 01, effective October 30. 1992. and submitted to the
HR{ by Twettere dated Januyary 4, 1993, The staff, 1n a memorandum dated

Do wtetreer 17, 1993, taund the plan acceptable.

Therutare, the tatt has concluded that the licensee has sati<7ied the license
canditions tar untry 1ate POMS specified by Sections 2.D. 2.E. and 2.F of POL
Nev DPKR 73

4 0 PROPOSED (HANGES 10 LICENSE DPR-73

Thee statt has ewvaluated the proposed PDMS Technical Specifications. contained
In the POMS SAR thraugh POMS SAR Amendment 19, dated November 12, 1993, and
conpared them to the current TMI-2 Appendix A and B Technical Specifications
theaugh Amerdiraent 47, dated December 6, 1993. The portion of the SE
swetaining t0o the 1h1censesr POL request (items 1 through 27) has been deleted
Linte Thaoe chdangery were 1ssued in TMI-2 License Amendment 45 dated
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Septemher 14, (993, The i1tem number of each change has been renumbered to
reflect the removal of those changes granted by License Amendment 45, tissued
on September 14, 1993. The staff has determined that the changes to the PDMS
Tachnical Specifications, proposed by the licensee in Amendments 16 through 19
of the PUOMS SAR, are conststent with the April 25, 1991 Notice of
Lonsideratron ¢f Issuance of Amendment to Facility Operating License and
Opportunity for Hearing for the requested amendment {56 FR 19128).

1. Ghange: license DPR-73. Technical Specifications, Section I,
Definitions, |.2, Recovery Operations Plan, delete the entire parag.aph
and replace with "|,2 Post-Oefueling Monitored Storage (PDMS) is that
condition where TM[-2 defueling has been completed. the core debris
removed from the reactor during the cleanup period has been shipped
offsite and the facility has been placed in a stable. safe. and secure
corvfrtion M

Evaluatron:  This propnsed Technical Specification change deletes the
detinition of the Recovery Operations Plan and instead provides the
dofanytron of the status of the facility when the facility is ready for
entry 1nto PDMS.  The staff finds this change acceptable., since the
Rernvery Operstions Plan is no longer necessary because the surveillance
reguirements cantained in the Recovery Operations Plan will be
incorporated 1n the proposed POMS Technical Specifications.

2  (hange* laicense DPR-73, Technical Specifications. Section |,
Detinrtinns, 1.3 MODE, delete the entire paragraph.

fvaltuatian:  This change r noves the definition of MODE (see Chapter 2
1f the POMS TER for an ext wration of MODEs). Because of the post-
actrdent . 1noperahle and casenti1ally defueled condition of the facility.
they gre of MODES v 11 be discontinued at the start of POMS. The staff
finde thiy change acceptable.

The wore "FACILITY" has been deleted to be consistent with the proper
termtnalogy nsed 1n the current technical specifications and to correct
M, administrative error tn the terminology used the initial St. The
Aabf binds this change also acceptable.

3 thanae  Litense DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 1,
Optinitions, | &, Change the ident:fication of this paragraph to 1.3.
tvaluatiun This 1¢ a format change only and improves the clarity and

teadabiitty of the document. The staff finds this change acceptable.

4 Lhange  License OPR-73, Technical Specifications. Section 1.
Pefinttiony, 1.5, Uelete.” Implicit 1n this definition shall be the
dssumpt ton that all necessary attendant instrumentation, controls,
~rarmal and emerqency electrical power sources. “and replace with "
when a1l necescary attendant instrumentation. controls., electrical
Lower * (hange the 1dentiftcation of this paragraph to 1.4.

and

fvaluatron Thry change alters the definition of operability by
deleting reterence to the requirement for emerqgency electric
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power sources during PDMS. During POMS, electrical power will not be
required to safely shut down the plant or mitigate the consequences of
an accident. The plant is already shut down and the analysis of
potential accidents does not rely on the use of emergency electric power
sources to stay within the regulatory limits for radioactive releases
(see PDMS TER Section 6.6.1). Because of the post-accident, inoperable
and essentially defueied condition of the faciltty, there are no active
safety systems requiring emergency power during PDOMS. The staff finds
this change acceptable.

Change: Ulicense DPR-73, Technical Specifications., Section I,
Definitions, 1.6. Change title from "REPORTABLE EVENT" to "REPORTABLE
EVENTS.® the paragraph on Reportable Events is renumbered 1.13.

fvaluation: This 1s a format change only and improves the clarity and
readabrlity.  The staff finds this change acceptable.

Change.  License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section |,
Definitiony, 1.7, delete the entire paragraph related to Containment
integrity

tvaluation: (ontainment Integrity was applicable only to Mode !. The
licenser 15 currently 1n Mode 3 (see Chapter 2 of the PDMS TER for an
sxplanatron of faci1lity modes). Therefore, this definition refers to a
reguirement that no longer exists, is not applicable to PDMS and can be
deleted The staff finds this change acceptable.

thange: License DPR-73. Technical Specifications, Section 1},
Defrortrans, 1.8, renumber the existing paragraph as 1.5 and replace it
with * An instrument CHANNEL CALIBRATION 1s a test, and adjustment, as
nevessary, to estabiish that the channel output responds with acceptable
range 4nid accuracy to known values of the parameter which the channel
measares or an accurate simulation of these values. CHANNEL CALIBRATION
vhall #ncompass the entire channel including equipment activation, alarm
nr trip. and shall be deemed to include the CHANNEL FUNCTI[ONAL TEST."

fvaluation: The licensee 1s updating the definition of CHANNEL

CAl [BRATION to be consistent with the standard Technical Specification
definition  The staff finds this change adds to the clarity of the
Techmycal Specificattons and 1s acceptable.

(hange [1eenwe DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section |,
Dnfiactions, 1.9, renumber this paragraph }.6.

fvaluatian: This 13 a format change only and improves the clarity and
readability of the document. The staff finds this change acceptable.

(hange: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 1},
NDefinitions, §1.10. delete existing paragraph and replace with "1.7 A
CHANNEL FUNCTIONAL TEST shall be the injection of a simulated signal
into the cthannel as close to the primary sensor as practicable to verify
OPERABILITY ynctuding alarm andfor trip functions.”
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Evaluation: The Yicensee is updating the definition of CHANNEL
FUNCTIONAL TEST to be consistent with the standard Technical
Specrfications definition. The staff finds this change acceptable.

Change  License DPR-73, Technical Specifications., Section 1,
Definitions, |.!l, renumber this paragraph as 1.14.

fvaluation: This 15 a format change only and improves the clarity and
reacdability af the document. The staff finds this change acceptable.

(hange: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 1, Defini-
tiwony, 1.12, «hange the number of the paraygraph from 1.12 te 1.8 and the
table number from 1.2 to 1.].

fvaluation: Thic 15 a format change only and improves the clarity and
veadaility of the document. The staff finds this change acceptable.

Change Lrcense DPR-T3. Technical Specifications. Section |.
Defanitiona, | 13, delete this entire paragraph.

Evaluatian:  This change removes the definition of FIRE SUPPRESSION
WATLR SYSTEM bucause the Technical Specifications requirements for a
tire suppression water system have been deleted. The fire protection
program for TM[-2 during PDMS, described in the PDMS SAR (7.2.2)., 1s
wpecifred 1n the fFire Protection Program Evaluation manual which g
referenced 1n the POMS TER (6.4.3). A Fire Protection Program
fvaluatton 15 required by POL license condition 2.F. This change
impliement HNRC Generic Letter B8B8-12, dated August 1, 1988 entitled
“Romaval of Fire Protection Requirements from Technical Specifications.”
The staff finds this change acceptable.

(hange- License DFR-73. Techntcal Specifications, Section 1,
Detinitions, 1.14. delete this entire paragraph.

fvaluatton.  This change will remove the definition of REVIEW
SIGNIFICANT which specified specific topics that formerly required
vaview during the cleanup. The term "REVIEW SIGNIFICANT" is no longer
used 1n the revised PDMS Technical Specifications. therefore, defining
the term 1s no longer necessary. The staff finds this change
aceepltaohle

{hangn 1icenswe OPR-73. Technical Specifications, Section ],
Dedanations, 1.15. delete entire paragraph.

Fvaluathion:  This change removes the definition of CORE ALTERATION,
which 15 the movement or manipulation of any reactor component
{'ncludrng core debris or fuel ([i.e., UD,]) within the reactor pressure
vessel with the head removed and fuel 'n the vessel. ODue to the post-
accident, 1noperable and essentially defueled condition of the reactor,
no CORE ALTERATION activities as would take place 1n an gperating
reactor can he conducted. There 15 a Technical Specification on Fuel
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Removal/Rearrangement (proposed Technical Specification 3.2.1.])) which
1s very explicit and needs no definition of terms, The staff finds this
change acceptable,

{hange: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section ),
Definitions, ].16, delete entire paragraph.

Evaluation: Since the reactor has had approximately 99 percent of the
fuel removed. decay heat generation 1s insignificant, therefore,
technical specifications on decay heat removal are unnecessary. The
wtaff finds thts change acceptable.

hange License DPP-73, Technical Specifications, Section |,
fefinitsons, 1.17, delete the entire paragraph.

Fvaluation: The SE 15 updated. The definition of "ACCIDENT GENERATED
WATER" was removed from the current technical specifications by License
Amendment 47, dated December 6. 1993. This 1s an administrative change
that the <taff finds acceptable.

hange: Ltcense DFR-73, Technical Specifications, Section |,
Definition,, 1.18. 1.19. and 1.20. delete these three paragraphs in
thetr entrrely,

Evaludtun The definitions of LICENSED OPERATOR, SENIOR LIJCENSED
OFfRATOR, and FUEL MANDLING SENIOR REACTOR OPERATOR are removed.
Section 6,2 2 of the current Technical Specifications no longer requires
ircensed Operator, Senior Licensed Onerator, or fuel Handling Senior
Reactor Operator. These positions were required during defueling. The
IM]-2 tacility 1s currently i1n a post-accident, i1noperable and
ossverttally defueled condition. Since there is no fuel in the reactor
and no reactor fuel on site to be handled, there 135 no need for
requirements for NRC licensed operators or fuel handling personnel.
(onsidering the post-accident, 1noperable and essentially defueled
rondition ot the facility, the staff finds this change acceptable.

hanae enve DPR-73, Technical Specifications. Section |,
Nefinition., 1,21, delate the entire paragraph and replace with:

“1 .9 CONTAINMENT [SOLATION shall exist when:
L faeh penetration s

1. Clused by a manual valve, a welded or bolted blind flange, a
deactivited automatic valve secured in the closed position or
other eguivalent mechanical closure to provide 1solation of each
penetration, or

2 Opon o and the pathway to the environment provided with a HEPA
thl g o

3 Opon 1n accordance with approved procedures. Controls shall be
implemented to minimize the time the penetration 15 allowed open
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and to specify the conditions for which the penetration is open.
Penetrations shall be expeditiously closed upon completion of the
conditrans specified in the approved procedures. and

h The fquipment Hatch 1s closed , and

¢ fach Containment Airlock is operable pursuant to Technical
Specification 3.1.1.3."

fvatuation: Changes modify the wording and add the provision for HEPA
tyitration of open penetrations. The wording changes do not reduce the
qual ity of the COHNTAINMENT |SCLATION or alter the intent of the
Technical Specification. The provision for HEPA filtration of open
penetrations permits installaticn of an atmospheric breather line
withaut permitting an unfiltered release pcint. Considering the post-
stC1dent . 1naperable and essentially defueled condition of the facility,
the ~taff fyads this change acceptable.

lhee SE hay been revised to delete “and sealed”. tYhe words "and sealed”
wire nadvertently added to the February 20, 1992 version of the SE and
do nat appear tn the current Appendix A Technical Specifications. The
af!t famds thys change also acceptable.

Change:  License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section |,
[iefainttions, Table 1.1, delete thys Table in 1ts entirety,

bvaluatyon table 1.} defines the conditions for Modes 1. 2 and 3 (see
(hapter 2 of the PDMS TER for an explination of facility modes). Since
the reoactor has been defueled to the extent reasonably achievable. fuel
#nisters containing core debris has been removed from the reactor
buirlding and from the site, and the facility is being placed in a
dntasled, non-aperating monitored storage, the mode definitions will no
lonqer be applicable tn the facility. The staff finds this change
wenptable

I hange:  Liconse DPR-73, Technical Specifications. Section |,

Detynmitrons . Table 1.2, renumber the Table 1.1 and add "P Completed
prinr to each release " Change abbreviation "N.A." for Not Applicable
fo RSN

fvaluation: The FREQUENCY NOTATION defined in the Table will be needed
tar wurvetllance, calibration and sampling activities. The addition of
the FREQUENCY NOTATION “P" provides definition for sampling of batches
prinr 10 relepase. Renumberinq of the table improves clarity and
roafahy oty The staff finds this change acceptable.

Thee St has bein revised to correct a minor typographical error. The
teorm "N/ A" 1¢ substituted for the term "N.A." which was incorrectly used
I the fabeusry 20, 1992 SE. The staff also finds this change

eephlable,
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Lhange: Licerze DPR-73. Technical Specifications, Section 1,
Definitions. add “1.10 A BATCH RELEASE is the discharge of a discrete

vo ume.,"

Evaluation: The definition of a BATCH RELEASE is needed because the
facility may he cequired tn process, sample, and release discrete
volumes of liquid effluent during POMS. The staff finds this change
ac(eplable,

Change: License OPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section |,
Definttions. add “1.11 A CONTINUDUS RELEASE is the discharge of a non-
dyscrote volume, e.q.. from a volume or system that has an input flow
during the continuous release.”

[valuation: The definition of a CONTINUOUS RELEASE 1S needed because
the facil1ty may be required to process, monitor, and release continuous
volumes of effluent during PDMS. The staff finds this change
attepltable,

{hanger:  License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section !,
Oetinitrons, Renumber 1.22 OFFSITE DOSE CALCULATION MANUAL to .12, and
¢hanap the words “Fnvironmental Radiological Monitoring Program” to
‘Radiological Fnvironmental Monitoring Program”. Ffoilowing the words
The ODCM «hail al«o contain” revise “(!) the Radioactive Effluent
tontrals and Radiological Enviranmental Monitoring Programs required by
Sectinn 6 B.4" to "(1) the programs required by Section 6.7.4" and
deleta the remainderof the paragraph and replace with "and (2)
doucriptions of the information that should be included in the Ainnual
iadhvalogical Environmental Operating and Annual Radioactive Effluent
fietease Reports required by Specifications 6.8.1.2 and 6.8.1.3."

fvaluation:  The S{ has been updated to reflect the changes in the
current Technical Specifications as a result of the i1ssuance of License
A endment 43, dated May 26, 1993, which removed the details of the
radinlogical monitoring reguirements from the Technical Specifications
and placed them in the ODCM. Thts 1s a format change only, primarily
vengabering the Specifications as appropriate and improves the clarity
and eeadabi ity at the document . The staff finds this change
acteptable,

(hange:  License OPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section |,
Definitions, add "1, 15 SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES are those which affect the
artivities assocrated with a document or the document’'s meaning or
intent.  Examples of non-substantive changes are: (1) correcting
spedling; (2) adding (but not deleting) sign-off spaces; (3) blocking in
notes, cautrons, etc.; (4) changes in corporate and personnel tit les
which do not rveassign responsibilities and which are not referenced in
the POMS Technicay Specifications: and (5) changes 'n nomenclature or
afitorval cnanges which clearly do not change function. meaning ar
fHtent

fvaluathon.  This change defines what is meant by a SUBSTANTIVE CHANGE
ty assure that apprapriate reviews, authorizations, and approvals are
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provided for changes that substantially alter the meaning or intent of a
document . The «taff finds this change acceptable.

Change: License DPR-73, Tezhnical Specifications. Section 1. Defini-
tions, chanye the number from 1.23 to }.16.

fvaluation: The SE has been updated to reflect the prior incorporation
nf the definition of "MEMBER(S) OF THE PUBLIC" in the current technical
pec1fication, by Amendment 43, dated May 26, 1993. The SE has been
revised to renumber the definition paragraph. This 1s a format change
only and 1mproves the clarity and readability of the document. The
wtaff findy thie change acceptable.

(hanyr:  [rcense DPR-73, Technical Specifications. Section |,
Detinitrons, «hange the number from |.24 to |.17 and change the first
part te read “An UNRESTRICTED ARFA shall be any area at or beyond the
SITE BOUMDARY access ta which 14 not controlled by GPU Nuclear for
purpaseys nf protection,

[valuaton The St hds been updated to reflect the prior i1ncorporation
nt o the defimition af “UNRESTRICTED AKEA" 1n the current technical
wpecifications as 3 result of Amendment 43, dated May 26. 1993, The
term "licensee” 15 changed to “GPU Nuclear” and the definition paragraph
I romember o Iheve revision 1mprove the clarity and readability of
the docament Thee statt finds these changes dacceptable,

{hange:  trcense DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section |,

et instione, . channe the number from 1.25 to 1.18 and add a second
entengd The SITE BOUNDARY for qaseons and liquid effluents shall be
in shown 1o ODEM

{valuattin:  The S[ has been updated to reflect the prior 1ncurporation
of the detrnition of “SITE BOUNDARY” 1n the current technical
spoctfrcatyons ws o result of | icense Amendment 43, dated May 26, 1993,
The detainatson paragraph 15 also renumbered.00CM.  This 1s a format
harige that amproves the readability of the document. The staff finds
'his change acceptable

fhange  License IPR-73. Technical Specifications, Section |,
Pefinttions. add "1 19 The XPDES PERMIT 15 the National Pollutant

Macharge Flamination System (NPDES) Permit No. PA0009920. effectave
Jamitary 16, 1975, issued by the Environmental Protection Agency to
Metropol ttan tdison Company. This permit authortized Metrcopolitan Edisan
(ompany ta Jrscharge controlled waste water from TME Nuclear Station
In!n the water4 of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.”

fvaluation Ihis change adds the deftnition for NPDES Permit which s
yequrtred as 3 re<ylt of combining Appendix A and Appendix B Technical
Specibacations into a single set of proposed POMS Technical
Specrfrcations The staff finds this change acceptable.

ihanage License DPR 73. Technical Specifications., Section 2., title
baue. dolete “and Limtting Safety System Settings.”
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Evaluattan  ‘hie change revises the title page to indicate the contents
of the Section  Since there are no Safety Systems required for the post
accident. inoperable and essentially defueled condition of the facility
during POMS, nn 11miting safety system settings are necessary. The
vtaff finds this change acceptable.

f.hanqe L1cense DPR-73. Technica) Specifications, Section 2.0, SAFETY
IMITS, add after “. . TMI-2" “during PDMS."

fvaluation: This change provides more specificity to the statement and
improvers clarity and consistency clarity. The staff finds this change
acnptable

( hangy [1cense UPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3. Title
Page . Delite the page tn ats enlirety and replace with: “"Section 3/4,
lyevtang tonditirons for POMS and Surveillance Requirements.”

I vatuataon: Thts change revises the numbering and title of the section
ta tnerectly adentafy 1ty contents. This change was an administrative
change 1o tmprove readability of the document and made as a result of
Cambiining the lechnical Specifications 1nto a document incorporating the
veguirsment . for a post-accident, i1noperable and essentially defueled
regctor facylity The staff finds this change acceptable.

thange {ycente PR 73, lechnical Specificatyons, Section 3, Limiting
Conditione far Operation, Paracdraph 3.0.1, delete "Operation” and “the
FACTUETY MODEY anid replace with “"PDMS" and "POST-DEFUEL ING MONITORED
STORAGE . reepectively.,

Fvaluat ton Thrs specrfication defines the applicability of each
piectfacataion 1n terms, of the condition of the faciltity, 1.e., POMS.
Kooauee of the post-accident, 1noperable and essentially defueled
ontitinn of the tacaility, the staff finds this change acceptable.

Fhanegss Laoenaes PR 73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting
wd1tiaes tor Operation, Paragraph 3.0.2, delete “Operation” tn line
e aned Line tenr ot the specifitation and replace with "POMS" 1n each

Pl e

Coaluattpn Thas apecification defines those conditions necessary to
sttty compliance with the specifications in terms of the condition

o the tacristy,  Becouse of the post-accident., ingperable and

coentially detueled condrtion of the facility, the staff finds this
Hanges aci eptable

Change Lycense DPR-73, Technical Sperifications, Part 3., Limiting
(omditrons for Operation. Paraqraph 3.0.3, delete “operation” in the
tyvit sentence amdd "Section 50.73 of 10 CFR 50" in the last sentence of
the wpoacrticatron and replace them with “PDMS” and "10 CFR S50.73"

" :('i“ vy

tvaluyatron Ih1s specification delineates the ACTION to be caken for
crovumstdnees not directly provided for 1n the ACTION statements.
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Wecause: of the post-accident, inoperable and essentially defueled
condition of the faci)lity, the change from “operation” to "POMS™ 1s
appropriate. The editorial change 1n the method of referencing the Corfe
of federal Hequlations 1s also acceptable.

(hange:  License OPR-73, Technical Specifications. Part 3, Limiting
tand1t1ans for Operation, 3.1, 3.1.1, 3.1.1.1, 3.1.1.2, 3.1.1.3.
11 1 4, delete theowe paragraphs in their entirety.

fvaluation.  These proposed Technical Specifications are related to
bourated water injection and boron concentration in water systems for
reactivity tontrol.  Since the reactor has been defueled and criticality
15 nat posuthle, reactivity control is not necessary (See PDMS TER.
Seetron 91 4)  Dur to the post-accident. inoperable and essentially
ffaedet conititinn ot the facility, the «taff find< this change
Acteplable

Charge Lreence DPR-T3, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting
tendottans far Opevation, 3.3, 3.3 1, 3.3.1.1 delete these paragraphs.

tvaluatron Int< change removes the requirement for neutron monitoring
in.trumentation,  Based on the results of the licensee's Defueling
Completran Report and the subsequent NRC staff review and approval. the
porccitbility of an anadvertent criticality 1s precluded at TM}-2 (see
PIMS TIR. Sectinn 65 | 4) Therefore, neutron monitoring instrumentation
Lo nat eegurrngd The «taff finds This change acceptable.

Pande  Lrcerse DPRO23. Technica! Specifications. Sectyon 3, Limiting
Landit sons for Operation. 3.3.3. 3.3.3.4, 3.3.3.5. and 3.3.3.7. deleate l
PRt it qetr itihe

Fvaluation:  This change removes requirements related to meteorological,
paqent gl parameters, and chlorine detection instrumentation. These
instrument ation systems are required for operdating reactors to ensure
detection ot putentially hazardous conditions. For the post accident,
tngperahle and wosentt1ally defueled condityon of TMI-2, these instrument
sy deme are not nesded.  The staff finds these changes acceptable.

The SE haw bween corrected to include the deletion of the section number

and heading for Section 3.3.3.  The february 20, 1992 SE farled to

'he lade the deletion nt thry sectron heading. The staff finds this

admini Lt dative change also acceptable. |

vhange  Litense DPR-73, Technical Specifications., Section 3, Limiting
tond1tions for Operatson, 3.3.3.8, delete this paragraph.

fvaluation Thiy change removes from the current Technical
Sprecrfrcatrons the requirement for fire detection instrumentation. The
requirements for fire detection and suppression during POMS are
contarmed ap the fire Protection Program Evaluation document and in
Sotion ?7.2.2 of the PDMS SAR. Maintenance of an approved Fire
fegrection Program Evaluation prior to entry into POMS is required by
proposed PDMS license condition 2. F. This change implements Generic
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letter 88-12. dated August 2. 1988 entitled, "Removal of Fire Protection
Requirements from Technical Specifications.” The staff finds this
change acceptable,

{hange: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limtting
Conditions for Operation, 3.4, 3.4.1, 3.4.2, 3.4.9, 3.4.9.1, and
3.4.9,2. delete these paragraphs.

fvaluation: These changes will remove requirements for reactor vessel
water leve) monitoring, reactor coolant temperature controls, and
assurance that the reactor vessel is open to the reactor building
atmosphere . During POMS, the reactor vessel will be drained, the decay
heat generated from the residual fuel will be negligible, and the
reactor vessel will be covered but not sealed. Considering the post-
act 1dent. naperable and essentially defueled condition of the facility.
the staft fainds these changes acceptable.

thange: Licenwe UPR-73, Technical Specifications. Section 3, Limiting
fonditians far Operation, 3.5 and 3.5.1, delete these paraqraphs.

bvaluation: Th-+ change will remove the requirement for direct

ammunications beiween the Control Room or the Command Center and
perrsonnel 1r the reactor butiding. Since there 15 no requirement for
fanteal Room staffing during POMS, the staff finds this change
dvceptable

Ehange - License OPR-73, Technical Speciftcations, Section 3, Limiting
andittans for Opseration, 3.6.1.1.a. 3.6.1.1.b, and Table 3.6.2, delete
fhewe sections Renumber Sections 3.6 and 3.6.1 as 3/4.) and 3/4.1.1]
rospes ttvnty

Evaluation:  These changes will remove requirements for primary
cantarament inteqrity and deletion of the table 1isting penetrations
without douhle 1solation. Contd'nment Integrity was applicable to only
Yo | during defueling,  The licensee ts presently in Mode 3 and
decfurding 1 completed {see Chapter 2 of the POMS TER for an explanation
nt Modes ) Theretore, this requirement 1s no longer applicable. Ouring
I'PMS . modafications to containment penetrations may be made as long as
bnaldatton 1, maintarned. Technical Specifications for primary
antarnment 1so0lation are provided 1n the proposed PDMS Technical
Specitications in Section 3.1.1.1 of the POMS Technical Specifications
{~en Item 42 below)., Listings of reactor containment penetrations.
therr function during POMS and their isolation capabilities are prowvided
tte the POMS SAR Section 7.2.]1 and the PDMS TER Section 6.2.]1. Based on
the avarlability of appropriate information and controls in supporting
dactimontation, the staff finds this change acceptable.

Thee S rmas been revised to anclude the renumbering of Sections 3.6 and
Uop 1 ot the current Appendix A Technical Specifications to correct an
afmintsteataier orvar.,  The february 20, 1992 version of the SE failed to
tnc Jude thas requested change.  The renumbering of the two Ssections s a
tpeeat change only The staff f.1ds this change also acceptable.
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Change: License DOPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting
Conditions for Operation, 3.6.1.2, under Applicability delete "Modes 2
and 3" and replace with "POMS", change the number from 3.6.1.2 to

Al ALY,

Evaluation: The current technical specification requires primary
containment tsolation only for Modes 2 and 3 (see Chapter 2 of the POMS
TER for an explanation of Modes). This change specifies that the
Limiting Condition for Operation is applicable to POMS. The licensee 13
currently 1n Mode 3. Since this proposed change extends the current
requirement to PDMS, the staff finds this change acceptable,

Change: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting
Ltonditiuns for Operation, 3.6.1.3, delete the paragraph in its entirety.

Evaluatron: This change removes the requirement for Containment Air
Lock operabtlity during Mode | defueling (see Chapter 2 of the POMS TER
for a description of modes). Since the reactor has been defueled and 1s
no lunger 1n Mode | and the requirements for containment airlock
operabiVity during other modes is contained in related Technical
Specifications, the staff finds this change acceptable. Additional
requirements during POMS pertaining to airlocks are found in proposed
POMS lechnical Specification 3.1.1.3 (item 45 below).

Lhange: License DPR-73. Technical Specifications. Section 3, Limiting
tond1tions for Operation, 3.6.1.4 and 3.6.1.5, delete these paragraphs.

fvaluyation: These changes remove the limitations on primary containment
prossure and air temperature. The reactor has been defueled. The
pramary containment will he vented to the atmosphere and maintained at
ambient pressure or ventilated using the building purge system. There
ire no stymificant sources of heat that would result in an increase in
the ambient temperature inside containment. Therefore, there is no
necessit f. pressure or temperature limitatfons during POMS. It is
expected that pressure changes will closely follow ambient atmospheric
pressure. Temperature will remain relatively stable due to the massive
heat sink of the building and its contents. The staff finds these
changes acceptahte.

Change: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting
(onditions for- Operation. 3.6.1.6. delete the following:

"3 6.1 6 tach Containment Air Lock shall be OPERABLE with at

least one doar closed unless otherwise specified per the
(riter1a of Recovery Operations Plan Section 4.6.).6.1.

APPL |CABIL]TY: Modes 2 and 3."

and replace with:

"3 1.1.3 tach Containment Air Lock shall be OPERABLE with at
least one daor closed except when the air lock is being used
for transit entry and exit in accordance with site-approved
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procedures.

APP TY: PDMS

Evaluation: Normal entry and exit procedures require at least one door
closed. Occasionally, items that exceed the internal Jimensions of the
atr lock must be transported into and out of the reactor building
necessitating opening both airlock doors. Procedures will minimize the
amount of time both airlock doors are open. Considering the post-
accident. inoperable and essentially defueled condition of the facility
and the administrative controls for entry and exit during PDMS, the
staff finds this change acceptable.

Change: Llicense DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting
Conditions for Operation, 3.6.3, and 3.6.3.], delete the paragraph in
its entirety.

fvatuation: This change removes the requirements for operability of the
tontainment Purge Exhaust System. The Containment Purge Exhaust System
will only be used when ventilation of primary containment is necessary,
i.e., prior to a manned entry. No active continuous ventilation of the
containment building 1s required. This is no longer a safety related
.y.tem necessary to mitigate the consequences of an accident and limit
of farte dose to within j0O CFR Part 100 1imits considering the post-
accident, 1ngperable and essentially defueled condition of the facility.
Normal containment atmospheric breathing will be by a filtered pathway
tuo the AFHB, Specifications for operability of the Containment Purge
txhaust System and 'ts 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
recquirements 1n other documentation, the staff finds this change
acceptable

(hange:  License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting
t.ondttion, tor Operation, 3.7.6, delete the section and Subsection
2.7.6.1 1n thelr entirety.

fvaluation: This change removes the requirements for flood protection
trom the current TM[-2 Technical Specifications. Fflood protection
measures for TMI-2 are found in the PDMS SAR (7.1.4). Since the site is
shared with TMI-1 (an operating reactor), the Technical Specifications
{Section 3.14.1) for TMI-]1 require periodic monitoring of the dike
around the i1sland.

The SE has been revised to tnclude the deletion of Subsection 3.7.6.1.
Reference to this subsection number was inadvertently omitted from the
February 20, 1992 version of the SE. The february 20, 1992 version
d1scunses deletion of Section 3.7.6, which includes subsection 3.7.6.1
but d1d not reference the subsection number in the SE. The staff finds
this change also acceptable.

Thee sta3ff 15 also updating the evaluation for this proposed change. The
l1censee has prepared a flood protection procedure, that has been
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implemented, incorporating the requirements in the current technical
specifications. The staff has reviewed the procedure, and has
determined, in a letter to R. Dudley dated December 21, 1993, that the
procedure incorporates the requirements contained in the current
technical specifications.

Change: License OPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting
f.ondrtions for Operation, 3.7.7 and 3.7.7.]1 delete these paragraphs in
their entirety,

Lvaluatian: This change removes the Control Room habitability
requirements. There is no need to assure habitability of the control
ronm for operator corrective and mitigative actions to ensure reactor
safe shutdown. During PDMS, there i5 no requirement to staff the TM]-2
Control Room. The staff finds this change acceptable.

Change: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting
fenditions for Operation, 3.7.9, revise the section as follows: change
the number from "3.7.9" to "3/4.4% and from “3.7.9.1" to "3.4.1;" add
"3/4.4.]1 Sealed Source Integrity." change the reference in the first
paragraph from “4.7.9,2" to "4.4.1.2:" and change the APPLICABIL!TY from
"Modes 1. 2. and 3" to "PDMS." (hange ACTION from “1. €Either
decaontaminated or repaired or 2. Disposed of in accordance with
{nmmission Requlations.” to “1. Either decontaminate or repair. or

2 Dispose wn accordance with Commission Regulations."”

fvaluation: These changes identify the requirement as applying to POMS
andd tmprove the Clarity, readability and consistency of the document.
The staff finds these changes acceptable.

{hange: License DPR-73. Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting
{ontrtions for Operation, 3.7.10 (includes 3.7.10.]1 and 3.7.10.4),
delete this section in its entirety.

fvaluatton: This change removes the specifications for fire suppression
water systems and fire hose stations. Responsibility for site fire
mamial suppression has been transferred to the TMI-) facility and
associated Fire Protection Program Evaluation. This change is
consistent with the staff position contained in NRC Generic Letter 88-12
dated August 2. 1988, which results in fire protection requirements 1n
the technical specifications being transferred to the Fire Protection
Program fvaluation. POL License Condition 2.F. requires implementation
ot an approved PDMS Fire Protection Program Evaluation prior to entry
into PDMS. Specific commitments for TMI-2 fire protection systems and
fire respanse are provided in the PDMS SAR (Section 7.2.2) and Fire
frovectiun Program Evaluation. The staff finds this change acceptable.

Change: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting
Canditirons for Operation 3.8 (includes 3.8.1, 3.8.1.1, 3.8.2, 3.8.2.1,
3.8.2 1.1, 3.8.2.1.2, and 3.8.2.2.1). delete the section in its
entirety.
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Evaluation: This change removes electrical power system specifications
applicable to Mode | (see Chapter 2 of the PDOMS TER for a description of
Modes). Since the plant is no longer in Mode |, the specifications are
not applicable to the post-accident, inoperable and essentially defueled
condition of the facility. The staff finds this change acceptable.

Change: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting
Conditions for Operation, 3.9, 3.9.1, 3.9.2, 3.9.3 and 3.9.4. delete
these sections in their entirety.

Evaluation: These changes remove radioactive waste storage
specifications (spent fuel storage pool and transfer canal) applicable
to Modes | and 2 (see Chapter 2 of the PDMS TER for a description of
Modes). Since the plant is no longer in Modes | or 2, the
specifications are not applicable to TM[-2 now or during POMS. Al
canisters containing fuel and core debris and radioactive waste from
maJor decontamination activities have been removed from the TM]-2
facility. The fuel pool and transfer canal will be drained and
maintained dry after the Accident (Generated Water disposition is
completed. Consequently, no requirements for fuel pool or transfer
canal water ievels are needed. The staff finds these changes
acceptable.

Change: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting
Condi1tions for Operation, 3.9 12.1 and 3.9.12.2, delete these sections
in their entirety.

fvaluation: This change removes specifications for operability of the
ventilation systems for the Fuel Handling Building and the Auxiliary
Building. The licensee commitments for maintenance and testing of these
ventilation systems are provided in the PDMS SAR (7.2.6.1 and 7.2.6.2).
The POL. requires (Paragraph 2.0.) that the licensee demonstrate that
airborne concentrations within the AFHB during PDMS will not exceed a
small percentage of release limits. The staff finds this change
acceptahle.

Chanqge: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting
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 areas" with "reactor
vessel". delete sub-items a through e; replace "Mode 1" with “PDMS":
under the heading ACTICN replace "Limiting Condition for Operations”
with “Limiting Condition for PDMS", replace "Specification 3.10.1" with
"Specification 3.3.1"; and replace “Specification 6.9.2" with
"Specification 6.8.2".

Evaluation: Changes to this specification revised upward the load limit
over the reactor vessel from 2400 1bs to 50,000 1bs. The requested
change also deletes load limitations over the incore instrument seal
table and guide tubes. deep end of transfer canal canisters and areas
not previously analyzed. These changes reflect the requirements
gstabiished to protect against potential reconfiguration of the core
debris outside the analyzed geometries used in the Defueling Completion
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Report. (See Section 5.1.4 of the PDIMS TER.) These changes also reflect
the revised status of the facility, the reduced risk of accidents, and
the estimated quantity of Special Nuclear Material (SNM) in the
facility. The staff finds these changes acceptable.

The February 20, 1992 St has been updated to correct an administrative
oversight where the staff failed to evaluate the licensee proposal to
change the wording under the heading ACTION from “Limiting Condition for
Operations” to "Limiting Condition for POMS". The staff finds this
administrative change improves the clarity of the specification. The
ntaff finds the change also acceptable.

Change: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting
Conditions for Operation, 3.10.2, delete this section in its entirety.

fvaluation: This change removes the specifications for load limits in
the Fuel Handling Building. Since all the fuel canisters containing
fue! and core debris have been removed from the TMI-2 facility and no
reactor fuel remains in the Fuel Handling Building, no specifications
are necessary. The staff finds this change acceptable.

Change: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting
fonditions for Operation. 3.1.1.2, add the following:

“3.1.1.2 The unfiltered leak rate from Containment with the
RB Breather closed shall be less than 1/100 of the rate
through the RB Breather.

APPLICABILITY: PDMS

ACTION: 1f the unfiltered leak rate from Containment with the RB
Breather closed is greater than 1/100 of the rate through
the RB Breather or if the trend indicates that the 1/100
value will be exceeded within one year, then:

a {dentify the excessive leakage path;

b Make necessary repairs and/or adjustments;

C, Perform an additional unfiltered leak rate test. and

d. Prepare and submit a special report to the Commission
8:;:?ﬁnt to Specification 6.8.2 within the next 30

fvaluation: This change adds specifications for an unfiltered leak rate
test to ensure that the high-efficiency particulate air (HEPA) filtered
reactor building breather continues tu be the most probable leak path
from the containment building. The staff finds this additional
requirement acceptable because it provides a quantitative estimate of
leak rate during PDMS.
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Change; License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting
Conditions for Operation, 3.2.1.1, add the following:

3/4.2 REACTOR VESSEL FU
3/4.2.]1 REACTOR VESSEL FUEL REMOVAL/REARRANGEMENT
LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR PDMS

3.2.1.1 No more than 42 kg of fuel (i.e., UQ,) may be removed from the
Reactor Vessel without prior NRC approval.

APPLICABILITY: POMS

ACTION

When more thain 42 kg of fuel! has been removed from the Reactor Vessel,
suspend all further fuel removal activities and submit a safety analysis
to the NKC for approval of this activity and any further fuel removal
activities,

Evaluation: This change establishes limitations for removal of fuel
from the Reactor Vessel to ensure that accidental criticality is
precluded. The staff has determined (POMS TER 5.1) that the Safe Fuel
Mass Limit (SFML) for fuel (1.e., UO,) in the reactor vessel is 93
kilograms. To assure that criticaliiy calculations remain valid and
that the geometry of the remaining fuel remains as defined in the
criticality calculations, the proposed PDMS Technical Specifications
prohibit taking any action which would result in the movement of 45% of
the SFML (93 x 0.45 = 42 kilograms) from the reactor vessel without
specific prior approval of the NRC. The staff finds this change
acceptable,

Change: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 3, Limiting
Conditions for Operation. 3.2.1.2. add the following:

“3.0,1.2 No more than 42 kg of fuel in the Reactor Vessel may be
rearranged outside the geometries analyzed in the Oefueling Completion
Report and the criticality safety analyses contained in GPU Nuclear
letter C312-92-2080. dated December 18, 1992, without prior NRC
approval,

APPLICABILITY: POMS

ACTON:

when more than 42 kg of fuel in the Reactor Vessel has been rearranged,
suspend all further fuel rearrangement activities and submit a safety
analvsis to the NRC for approval of this activity and any further fuel
rearrangement activities. [f an external event were to occur that could
potentially cause more than 42 kg of fuel in the Reactor Vessel to be
rearranged. a report will be submitted to the NRC detailing the findings
of any investigation into that potential rearrangement.”
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Evaluation: This change establishes limitations for rearrangement of
fuel in the Reactor Yessel to ensure that accidental criticality is
precluded {see POMS TER 5.1). The staff finds this change acceptable.

The SE has been updated to include a reference to a licensee submittal
In support of the licensee's conclusion. The staff finds the change

also acceptable.

(hange: Lticense DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4,
Surveillance Requirements, 4.0.1, delete the paragraph and replace it
with:

“Surveillance Requtrements shall be met during PDMS or other conditions
specified for individual Limiting Conditions for PDMS unless otherwise
.tated in an individual Surveillance Requirement.”

Evaluation. This change removes the reference to the Recovery
(Operations Plan and places the Surveillance Requirements for POMS in the
proposed POMS Technical Specifications which provides clarity and
consistency 1n the Technical Specifications. The staff finds this
change acceptable. Succeeding Items 60 through 82 similarly involve
proposed changes to the current Recovery Operations Plan that will be
tncorporated n the proposed POMS Technical Specifications.

{hange: License No. DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4,
Surveillance Requirements 4.0.2, in the first sentence delete "of the
Recovery (perations Plan”.

tvaluation: This change removes reference %o the Recovery Operations
Plan as related to Surveillance Requirements. Since the Recovery
Operations Plan 1s not applicable to the post-accident, inoperable and
essenttally defueled condition of the facility, the staff finds this
change acceptable.

Change: License OPR-73, Recovery Operations. Plan, Section 4,
Survetillance Requirements, 4.0.3, delete the paragraph and replace 1t
with the following:

“fajlure to perform a Surveillance Requirement within the specified time
interval shal) constitute a failure to meet the OPERABILITY requirements
for a Lymiting Condition for PDMS. Exceptions to these requirements are
stated in the individual Specifications. Surveillance Requirements do
not have to be performed on inoperable equipment."

Evaluation: This change redefines the criteria for perfermance of a
Surveilllance Requirement to be more appropriate to the post-accident,
rnoperable and essentially defueled condition of the facility. The
staff finds this change acceptable.

Change: 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 paragraphs in their entirety.




63,

64

65

« o

Evaluation: This change removes the surveillance requirements for
assuring operahility of systems for injection of borated coo?ing water
for criticality control. Injection systems for borated cooling water
are no longer needed for criticality control since the reactor has been
defueled. The staff finds this change acceptable.

Change: Llicense 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 paragraphs and table.

Evaluation: This change removes the surveillance requirements for
neutron monitoring instrumentation. QDue to the post-accident,
noperable and essentially defueled condition of the facility, the staff
finds this change acceptable.

Change: License DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4,
Surveillance Requirements, 4.3.3, 4.3.3.4, 4.3.3.5, and 4.3.3.7. Delete
these paragraphs and associated Tables 4.3-5 and 4.3-7.

tvatuation; This change removes the surveillance requirements for
operating reactors for the meteorological instrumentation, the essential
parameters monitoring instrumentation, and the chlorine detection
system. The essential parameters monitoring instrumentation, and the
chlorine detection systems were only required during defueling (Mode 1).
The meteorological instrumentation was only required during Modes 1 and
2 (see Chapter 2 of the POMS TER for an explanation of facility modes).
The facility 1s currently in Mode 3 and these requirements are not
applicable. The licensee requested change deletes sections that are no
longer applicable to a post-accident, inoperable and essentially
defueled facility. The staff finds these changes acceptable.

The SE has been revised to include the deletion of section heading
4.3.3. This section heading was added by License Amendment 43, dated
May 26, 1993. The February 20, 1992 St, which predated the fssuance of
License Amendment 43 did not consider the elimination of this section.
Since this license amendment removes all subsections to this section
heading, the staff finds removal of the section heading is also
acceptable.

Change: License OPR-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 assocCiated Table 4 .3-11.

tvaluation: This change moves the surveillance requirements for fire
detection instrumentation and circuits to the Fire Protection Program
Evaluation document and Section 7.2.2. of the POMS 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. Implementation of the fire Protection Program
Evaluation is required by POL license condition 2.F. This change is
consistent with NRC .“&neric Letter 88-12, dated August 2, 1988, entitled
“Removal of Fire Prgtedtion Requirements from Technical Specifications "
The staff finds this change acceptable.
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Change: License DPR-73, Recovery Dperations 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 water leve) monitoring and reactor coolant system chemica?
parameters Since the reactor has been defueled and the reactor vessel
drained, these surveillance requirements are no longer needed. The
staff finds this change acceptable.

Change: License OPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4, Surveil-
lance Requirements, 4.5 and 4.5.]1. Delete these paragraphs.

fvaluation: This change removes the surveillance requirement for
verifying that communication channels are open between the Control Room
or the Command Center and personnel in the Reactor Building and fuel
handling buiylding. Since the control room and command center are not
statfed during POMS and considering the post-accident, inoperable and
esuentially defueled condition of the facility, the staff finds this
change acceptable.

(hanqe: License [JPR-73. Recovery Operations Plan. Section 4, Surveil-
lance Requirements, 4.6, 4.6.1. 4.6.1.1a, and 4.6.1.1b. Delete these
paratraphs

Ivaluatyon: This change removes surveiltlance requirements for primary
tontainment integrity, specifically for the daily verification that
modified containment penetrations are closed by a valve, blind flange,
or diegactivated automatic valve secured in its position. Containment
Inteqrity was applicable only to Mode | (see Chapter 2 of the PDMS TER
for an expianation of facility modes). The licensee is no longer in
Mede | lhis surveillance requirement is not applicable now or during
POMS and can he deleted. Surveillance requirements of primary
tontainment 1s0lation are given in proposed PDMS Technical
Spiercrfrcations Section 4.1.1.1, The staff finds this change acceptable.

{hange. License DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4,
Survei)llance Requirements, Section 4.6.1.2. Delete the section and
roplace 1t with the following:

“4.1.1.1 Primary CONTAINMENT 1SOLATION shall be verified quarterly with
the following exceptions:

4 [solation valves that are locked closed shall be verified annually on
4 guarterly STAGGERED TEST BASIS. If a valve is found to be out of
position. a check of all locked closed isolation valves shall be
performed.

h. An 1ndependent verification of all isolation valve position changes
shalil be performed.

c. Holted or welded blind flanges which form a containment isolation
boundary and the Equipment Hatch shall be visually inspr:ted for
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signs of degradation and/or leakage every five years on an annual
STAGGERED TEST BASIS. If a problem is discovered with a flange, a
check of all bolted or welded blind flanges shall be performed.”

Evaluation: Verification of containment isolation is necessary to
ensure the control of the radioactive material remaining in the reactor
containment building. Considering the post-accident, inoperable and
es.ent1ally defueled condition of the facility, the staff concludes that
the revised Technical Specifications provide adequate assurance of
containment i1solation. Thus, the staff finds this change acceptable.

The February 20, 1993 SE has been updated to include a requirement for
surveillance of the equipment hatch. Amendment 16 to the PDMS SAR,

dated January 18. 1993. submitted by the licensee, requested the change.

The staff finds the surveillance requirement appropriate and the

requested Chanqe also acceptable. ]

fhangye: Llicense DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4,
Surveillance Requirements, 4.6.1.3 and 4.6.1.3.1. Delete these
sections,

Evaluation: This change removes the surveillance requirement for
Lontainment Air Lock operability during Mode ! (see PDMS TER Chapter 2
for an explanation of facility modes}. The reactor has been defueled
and 1s no longer in Mode i. This surveillance requirement is not
applicable now or during POMS and can be deleted. Other requirements
for Containment Air Lock surveillance are contained in proposed PDMS
Technical Specification 3.1.1.3 (see [tem 45 above). The staff finds
this chanqe acceptable.

Change: License DPR-73. Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4,
Surveti}lance Requirements. 4.6.]1.4a, 4.6.1.4b, and 4.6.1.5. Delete
these sections.

tvaluation: These changes remove the surveillance requirements for
primary containment pressure and air temperature. Since the reactor has
been defueled and most containment systems deactivated, there is no
significant source of heat within the containment. The containment will
be passively vented to the atmosphere via the HEPA filtered breather
line. Thus. there 1s no necessity to provide surveillance of the
pressure and temperature instrumentation. The staff finds this change
acceptable,

Change: (icense DPR-73. Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4,
Surveillance Requirements, 4.6.1.6 and 4.6.1.6.1. Delete these sections
and replace them with the following:

"4.1.1.3 fach Containment Air Lock shall be demonstrated OPERABLE at
least once per three months by performing a mechanical operability check
of each Air Lock Door, including a visual inspection of the components
and lubrication if necessary and by visually inspecting the door seals
for significant degradation. When both Containment Air Lock doors are
opened simultaneously, verify the following conditions:
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a. The capability exists to expeditiously close at least one Air Lock
door;

b. The Air Lock doors and Containment Purge are configured to restrict
the outflow of air in accordance with site-approved procedures; and

¢. The Air Lock doors are cycled to ensure mechanical operability within
seven days prior to opening both doors."

Evaluation: The licensee proposes deleting the seal leakage pressure
test for the containment air lock doors. The containment will not be
pressurized. and seal leakage will be measured under proposed PDMS
Technical Specification 4.1.1.2 (see Item 8] below). The remaining
surveillance requirements (mechanical operability check and the
containment unfiltered leak rate test) are adequate and in keeping with
the post-accident, inoperable and essentially defueled condition of the
facitity. The staff finds these changes acceptable.

Change: License DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4,
Surveillance Requirements, 4.6.3 and 4.6.3.1. Delete these sections in
their entirety.

fvaluation: This change removes the requirements for surveillance of
the Containment Purge Exhaust System. The Containment Purge Exhaust
system will only be used when ventilation of primary containment is
necessary. This is no longer a safety related system necessary to
mitigate the consequences of an accident and 1imit offsite dose to
within 10 CFR Part 100 1imits considering the post-accident, inoperable
and essentially defueled condition of the facility. Specifications for
operabilitv of the system and its components are provided in the PDMS
SAR 7.2.1.3. Thus, due to the limited applicability and delineation of
requirements in other documentation, the staff finds this change
acceptable.

(hanqge: License DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4,
Surveillance Requirements, 4.7, 4.7.6, 4.7.6.1, 4.7 ¢ 2 and 4.7.6.3.
Dclete these sections.

Evaluation: This change removes the requirements for surveillance for
flood protection from the current TMI-2 Technical Specifica-
tions/Recovery Operations Plan. Since the site i1s shared with TMI-] (an
operating reactor), surveillance activities are common to both
facilities and are contained in the Technical Specifications for TMI-1
(TM1-1 Technical Specification Section 3.14.1). Flood protection
measures for TM]1-2 are described in the PDMS SAR (Section 7.1.4). 1In
addition, POL License Condition 2.F. requires the licensee to have
implemented a flood protection plan prior to entry into POMS. The staff
finds this change acceptable.

Change: License DOPR-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
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Room Emergency Air Cleanup System. License Amendment 30, {ssued May 27,
1988, eliminated the requirement for licensed operators at TMI-2 once
the licensee achieved Mode 2 (see Chapter 2 of the PDMS TER for an
explanation of facility modes). The surveillance requirement is not
applicable now or during POMS and can be deleted. Considering the post-
accident, inoperable and essentially defueled condition of the facility,
there is no need to assure habitability of the control room for operator
corrective and mitigative actions to ensure reactor safe shutdown.

Also, during POMS, the TMI-2 Contro! Room need not be staffed. The
staff finds this change acceptable.

Change: (1cense OPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4,
Surveillance Requirements, Section 4.7.9, revise the section as follows:
delete the number "4.7.9," change the numbers from "4.7.9.1, 4.7.9.2,
and 4.7,9.3" to 4.4.1.1, 4.4.1.2 and 4.4.1.3, respectively. The words
“startup sources and” in 4.7.9.2 (a) and (c) and "startup source and"
alwo in {c) shall be deleted.

fvaluation: This change deletes reference to startup sources, which are
no longer present at the TMI-2 facility. The staff finds this change
acceptable.

The February 20, 1992 SE has been revised to include the reference to
Section 4.7.9.2 immediately preceeding "(a) and (c)"and delete the word
"sealed”. The section reference was added to the above change
description to improve clarity. The word "sealed" was iremoved from the
above chanqe description since its inclusion in the February 20, 1992
version of the SE was an administrative error. The staff finds the
proposed changes also acceptable.

(hange: Llicense DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4,
survetllance 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 and corresponding Table 4.7-1.

fvaluation: This change removes the Surveillance Requirements for fire
suppression systems including fire hose stations from the current TM[-2
technical Specifications. The site fire suppression responsibiltities
have been delegated to TMI-]1 (in the Fire Protection Program
fEvaluation). Fire detection capabilities and Surveillance Requirements
for TMl-2 are provided in the POMS SAR 7.2.2. Additionally, the
licensee 1S required, under POL license condition 2.F. to have
implemented a POMS Fire Protection Program Evaluation prior to entry
inta POMS. This change is consistent with NRC Generic Letter 88-12,
dated August 2. 1988 entitled "Removal of Fire Protection Requirements
from Technical Specifications.” The staff finds this change acceptable.

fhange: Llicense 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.

fvaluation: This change removes the Surveillance Requirements for both
AC and DC power for the facility. Considering the post-accident,
inoperable and essentially defueled condition of the facility, and the
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fact that no active systems are required to assure safe shutdown of the
facility or mitigate the consequences of an accident that might result
in offsite dose exceeding 10 CFR Part 100 1imits, loss of electrical
power would have no effect on safety at the facility. The staff finds
this change acceptable.

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.

tvaluation: This change removes the Surveillance Requirements for water
leve) monitoring of the spent fuel pool and the fuel transfer canal.
Since all canisters containing fuel and core debris have been removed
from the TM]-2 site and the spent fuel pool and fuel transfer canal will
be drained and maintained dry for the majority of POMS, Surveillance
Requirements for water level are not needed. The staff finds this
change acceptahie,

(hange: License DPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan. Section 4,
Survei1ltance Requirements. Sections 4.9.12.1 and 4.9.12.2, delete these
sections 1n their entirety.

[valuatiun:  This change removes the Surveillance Requirements for the
fuel Handling Building/Auxiliary Building Air Cleanup Systems. The
licensee proposed deleting the requirement for operability of both the
fuel Handling Building and Auxiliary Building air cleanup systems. The
«taff has found the licensee proposal acceptable (See Item 53 above),
These systems will remain operational with surveillance requirements for
these systems given in the PDMS SAR 7.2.6.1 and 7.2.6.2. These systems
are not safety related systems necessary to mitigate the consequences of
an accident and 1imit offsite dose to within 10 CFR Part 100 limits,
Considering the post-accident, inoperable and essentially defueled
condition of the facility, the staff finds this change acceptable.

Change: License OPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4, add the
following Surveillance Requirements, 4.1.1.2.

4 1.1.2 The 1nitial unfiltered leak rate test shall be performed two
yrars following entry into PDMS. After the initial unfiltered leak rate
test., the test frequency will be determined by comparing the ratios of
the unfiltered leak rate to the RB Breather leak rate from previous and
current tests. |If the test results indicate that the ratio of
unfiltered leakage to breather leakage is remaining constant or
decreasing, then the next interval shall be five years.

1f the test results indicate that the ratio of unfiltered leakage to
breather leakage is increasing, i.e., the current ratio is greater than
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the previous ratio. then the next interval shal))l be determined by the
following equation:

82.
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where: N' - the next test interval,

H - the current test interval,

R, » the previous ratio of unfiltered leakage
to RB Breather leakage

R, = the current ratio of unfiltered leakage
to RB Breather leakage

The initial value of N' shall equal two years. N' shall be the
truncated integer result from the above equation. in years, but not more

than five years nor less than one year.

Only ratios for successful tests shall be used to determine the next
test 1nterval in the above equation. Following a failed test the next
test ynterval shall be one year.

Evaluation: The licensee proposes the above surveillance requirement
for the unfiltered leak rate test of the reactor building. The
February 20, 1993 St has been updated to include the specific
syrveillance requirement that was submitted by the licensee for review
by Amendment 16 to the licensee PDMS SAR, dated January 18, 1993.
Details of the surveillance requirement are consistent with the
discussion contained in the initial SE. The staff finds that the
requirement will ensure adequate surveillance by requiring periodic
testing of containment isolation during PDMS. Future testing frequency
15 determined by test results. Therefore, the staff finds the change

acceptable.

{hange: License OPR-73, Recovery Operations Plan, Section 4,
Surveillance Requirements, 4.2.1.). and 4.2.1.2, add the following:

"4.2 1.1 None required as long as no fuel is removed from the Reactor
Vessel

4.2.1.2 None required as long as no fuel in the Reactor Vessel is
rearranged.”

tvaluation: A Limiting Condition for PDMS establishes specifications
for removal and rearrangement of fuel from and within the reactor
vesse). No Surveillance Requirements are needed unless fuel movement or
rearrangement s performed. The staff finds this change acceptable.
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Lhange: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, SeCtion 5, Design
features. Delete the entire section and replace with the following:

2.0 DESIGN FEATURES
2.) CONTANMENT
CONF [GURATON

5.1.1 The Containment Building is a steel 1ined, reinforced concrete
building of cylindrical shape, with a dome roof and having the follow g
design features:

a. Nominal inside diamete} = 130 feet.

b. MNominal inside height = 1§7 feet,

¢. Minimum thickness of concrete walls = 4 feet,

i, Minimum thickness of concrete roof = 3.5 feet.

. Minimum thickness of concrete floor pad = 13.5 feet.
f. Hominal thickness of steet liner « 1/2 inch.

q. Net free volume = 2.] x 10° cubic feet.

h. Design Pressure = 5,0 psig.”

fvaluation: This change removes design features such as exciusion area.
site boundary, and design temperature and consolidates the design
features of the containment building into one section. The design
features most important for ensuring containment and control of
radioactive material at TMI-2 are those of the reactor containment
huilding which are provided. The sfte exclusion area (current Technical
Specification 5.5.1) and low population zone (current Technical
Specification 5.1.2) are more appropriate for an operating facility.
IM1<2 15 essentially defueled and inoperable. No fission product
release from the remaining core debris is expected, other than some
potential., but insignificant airborne release of materfal. There fs no
accident scenario that would result in an offsite dose to the maximally
pxposed member of the public in excess of 25 rem to the whole body or a
tota! radiation dose in excess of 300 rem to the thyroid from iodine
exposure (see PDMS TER Section 5.4.13). Therefore, no exclusion zone or
low population zone needs to be defined (10 CFR Part 100.11). These
areas are identified in the TMI-1 Technical Specifications. The Site
Boundary for gaseous effluents (current Technical Specifications 5.1.3)
and the Site Boundary for 1iquid effluents (current Technical
Specification 5.1.4) will be identified in the Dffsite Dose Calculation
Manual (see proposed POMS Technical Specification 6.7.4 and Item 115
below). Contafnment design pressure and temperature (current Technical
Srecificatfon 5.2.2) are no longer applicable to TMI-2. The total water
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and steam volume of the reactor coolant system (current Technical
Specification 5.4.2) is no longer appropriate since the system will be
flecwatered. Since the licensee proposed eliminating the requirement for
maintafning the neteorological tower, the requirement for fdentifying
the location of the meteorological tower (current Technical Specifica-
tyon 5.5 and 5.5.1) can be eliminated. Considering the post-accident,
inaperable and essentially defueled condition of the facility, the staff
finds these changes acceptable.

Change: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Controls, Section 6.1.1, delete the entire section and
roplace with the following:

“6.1.1 The PDMS Manarjer 1s responsible for the management of overall
unit operations at Unit 2 ard shall delegate in writing the succession
to thys responsibility during absence.”

Evaluation: This change establishes the responsibility for the facility
vuring POMS and provides clarification. The staff finds this change
acceptable

The SE has been updated to reflect a change in the title of the onsite
(MI-2 manaqger. The February 20, 1992 version of the SE refers, in

Section 6.1.1. to the "Manager, TMI-2 Department." The licensee, in
Amendment 18. dated October 24, 1993, to the PDMS SAR, changed the title
to "PDOMS Manager." There is no change in the duties or responsibilities

ot thys i1ndividual. The staff finds the change also acceptable.

Change: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Controls, Section 6.2.]1, delete the entire section and
renlace with the following:

“6.2.1 The GPU Nuclear Corporation {(GPUNC) organization for unit
manggement and technical support shall be as in Section 10.5 of the PDMS
SAR."

Evaluation: This change deletes the requirement to maintain a separate
orgatization plan that defines, in part, the Corporate Organization.
The proposed change transfers the requirement to maintain the current
corporate organization to Section ]0.5 of the PDMS SAR. This is
consistent with past staff gquidance contained in Generic Letter 88-06
dated March 22, 1988, directing licensees to remove organfzational
charts from Technical Specifications. The staff finds this change
acceptable.

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 organtzation shall be as described in Section 10.5 of
the PDMS SAR and an individual qualified in radiation protection
procedures shall be on site whenever Radioactive Waste Management
activities are in progress.”




87

8.

- 32 -

Evaluation: This change removes the requirement to maintain a current
diagram of unit organization in the Organizational Plan. The proposed
change transfers the requirement to maintain current unit organization
in Section 10.5 of the POMS SAR. This is consistent with past staff
guidance contained in Generic Letter 88-06, dated March 22, 1988,
directing licensees to remove organizational charts from Technical
Specifications. The staff finds the proposed change acceptable,

The change also  'moves all requirements from the current Technical
Specifications for minimum shift crews and licensed operators at the
facility. Licensed operators are no longer needed at TMI-2. Therefore,
the staff finds the proposed change acceptable.

The licensee also proposes maintaining the requirement for an onsite
individual qualified in radiation protection procedures whenever
Radioactive Waste Management activities are in progress. The
requirements or the site fire brigade are found in the fire Protection
Prrogram tEvaluation. Considering the post-accident. inoperable and
vocentially defueled condition of the facility, and that a reference is
retained reqarding organization requirements and administrative
controls, the staff finds this change acceptable.

Chanye: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Controls, Section 6.3.1, delete the second sentence and
replace with “The requirements of ANSI N18.1-1971 that pertain to
operator license qualifications for unit staff shall not apply."

tvaluatron: This change remaves the reference to Modes 2 and 3 and
clarifies the wording (see Chapter 2 of the POMS TER for an explanation
nf facility modes). The staff finds this change acceptable because
fluring POMS the mode of the facility ts not relevant and operator
license qualifications are not needed for a post-accident, inoperable
and essentially defueled facility.

(hange: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Controls, Section 6.3.2, Jelete the paragraph and replace
with the fallowing:

"6.3.2 The management position responsible for radiological control or
his deputy shall meet or exceed the qualiftcations of Requlatory Guide
1.8 of 1977. Each Radiological Controls Technician in a responsible
position shall meet or exceed the qualifications of ANSI N18.1-1971,
paragraphs 4.5.2 or 4.3.2, or be formally qualified through an NRC-
approved TM! Radiation Controls training program. All Radiological
Controls Yechnicians will be qualified through training and examination
in each area or specific task related to thefir radiological controls
function prier to their performance of those tasks. "

Evaluation: This change clarifies the qualification requirements for
personnel responsible for radiological control during PDMS to ensure
consistency. The staff finds this change acceptable.
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Change: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Contruls, Section 6.4.1 and 6.4.2, delete these
paragraphs and replace with the following:

“6.4.1 A retraining and replacement training program for the unit staff
shall be maintained and shall meet or exceed the requirements and
recommendations of Regqulatory Guide 1.8 1977."

fvaluation: This change clarifies the training requirements which apply
during POMS. The change eliminates the requirement for a training
,rogram for the fire Brigade from the current Technical Specifications.
The requirement for fire Brigade training is found in Section I, B.I of
the current Fire Protection Program Evaluation. The staff finds this
change acceptable.

(hange: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications. Section 6.
Administrative Controls, Section 6.5.1, delete the paragraph and replace
with the following:

“The Vice President of each division within GPU 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 h1s functional area of responsibility as assigned
in the GPUN Review and Approval Matrix. Implementing approvals shall be
perfarmed at the cognizant manager level or above."”

fvaluation Thiy change establishes and clarifies the responsibilities
faor technical review and contro! during POMS. The staff finds this
thange acceptable.

Change: Ji1cense OPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Controls, Section 6.5.1.1, replace "Technical
Speci1fication 6.8" with "Section 6.7°, and in both the first and second
sentences replace “changes” with "SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES", and
"tndividual(s) /qroup” with "individual(s) or group”. In the first
sentance, replace "test” with "tests".

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

(hanqge: 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 individual(s) or group other than the
individual(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.

Change: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Controls, Section 6.5.1.3, renumber the Paragraph
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"6.5.1.4" and after components in the first sentence add "necessary to
maintain the POMS condition as described in the PDMS SAR".

Evaluation: This change ensures that the control applies to POMS and
provides clarity to the document. The staff finds this change
acceptable.

Change: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Controls. Section 6.5.1.4, renumber the Paragraph 6.5.1.3
and change “individual(s)/group" to "individual(s) or group".

Evaluation: This change is a format change and provides clarity to the
document, The staff finds this change acceptable.

(hange: ticense DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Controls, Section 6.5.1.5, delete the paragraph and
replace with the following:

"6.5.1.5 Investigation of all violations of the Technical Specifications
including the preparation and forwarding of reports covering evaluation
and recommendations to prevent recurrence, shall be reviewed by a
knowledgeable individual(s)/group other than the individual(s)/group
which performed the investigation."

fvaluatron: This change removes the administrative controls related to
the security plan from the TM]-2 license and establishes criteria for
review of invectiqations of violations of Technical Specifications. The
licensee maintains a combined physical security plan with TM]-1 (see
IM[.2 License Condition 2.C.(2)). Administrative control of the site
security plan 1s specified by TMI-} Technical Specification 6,5.1.8.

The criteria for review of investigations of violations of Technical
Specifications 1s appropriate. The staff finds this change acceptable.

Change: License DOPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Controls, Section 6.5.1.6, delete the paragraph and
replace with the following:

"6.5.1.6 A1l REPORTASLE EVENTS shall be reviewed by an individual/group
other than the individual/group which prepared the report.,"

fvaluattion: This change removes the administrative controls related to
review 0f the emergency plan and establishes criteria for independent
review of REPORTABLE EVENTS. The emergency planning for TMI-2 is
incorporated in TMI-1 planning. Considering the post-accident,
inoperable and essentially defueled condition of the facility, there are
no events which could result in a release approaching the levels
established 1n the Protective Action Guide. The critertia for
independent review of REPORTABLE EVENTS is appropriate. The staff finds
this change acceptable.

Change: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Controls, Section 6,5.1.7, delete the paragraph in its
entirety.
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Evaluation: This change removes 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 POMS,
the staff finds this change acceptable.

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 consideréed under Sections 6.5.1.1 through
6.5.1.5 shall render determinations in writing with regard to whether or
not 6.5.1.1 through 6.5,1.5 constitute an unreviewed safety question.

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

thanye: {1cense DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6, :
Administratiyve Controls, Section 6.5.1.9, delete the paragraph in 1ts
ontirety.,

tvaluation: This change removes administrative controls related to

reviews of support division procedures at TMi-2. Since the support

givision will not exist during POMS, elimination of this criteria 1s
appropriate The staff finds this change acceptable.

(hange .  Licenvwe DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Controls, Section 6.5.1.10. renumber this Section
6.5 1.8, delete the paragraph and replace with the following:

“6,5.1.8 Written records of activities performed in accordance with
Sections 6.5.1,1 through 6.5.1.7 shall be maintained 1n accordance with
Section 6.9 "

fvaluation: Fhis 1s a format and numbering change to improve the
«larity and readabilaty of the document. The staff finds this change
acceplahle

fhange. Lice.se 0rR-73. Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Controls. Section 6.5.).11. renumber this Section
6.5.1.9; delote the paragraph and replace with the following:

"6.5.1.9 Responsible lechnical Reviewers shall meet 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 experience in the
field nf ni1s or her specialty. Credit toward experience will be given
for advanced degrees on a one-to-one basis up to a maximum of two years.
Rissponsible Technical Reviewers shall be designated in writing.”

fvaluation: This change renumbers the paragraphs to provide consistency
in the document and clarifies the responsibitities for technical
reviewers. The staff finds this change acceptable.
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Change: Lic~nse NPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Controls, Section 6.5.2.1, delete the paragraph and
replace with the following:

"6.5.2.1 The Vice President of each division within GPU Nuclear
Corporation shall be responsible for ensuring the independent safety
ruview of the suh)ects described fn Section 6.5.2.5 within his assigned
area of review responsibility, as assigned {n the GPUN Review and
Approva) Matrix."®

Evaluation. This change reflects the revised organization which will be
tn place during POMS and assigns the responsibility for independent
wafety review. The staff finds this change acceptable.

{hanqe: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6.
Administrative Controls., Section 6.5.2.2. delete the second sentence of
the paraqraph, and substitute “individual or group” for

Intfivacdual /group” twice 1n the first sentence.

Evaluatiaon:  This change clarifies the responsibility for independent
safety reviews during POMS. The current Technical Specification
requires that an independent safety review be conducted on those TMI-2
documents that are determined to be REVIEW SIGNIFICANT, The term REVIEW
SIGNIFICANT was created for and is unique to TMI-2 and applicable during
the IM[-2 cleanu,s. The requirement for independent review of documents
15 transferrrd to Section 6.5.2.5 of the proposed POMS Technical

Spec tfications (see Item 106 below). Instead of identifying a cateqgory
of dotuments that are REVIEW SIGNIFICANT, the actual documer:t type is
ident 1 fred in the proposed POMS Yechnical Specifications. The staff
finds thys change acceptable.

(hange: License DPR-73. Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Controls, Section 6.5.2.3 §j, delete this item and
renumber the following item.

fvaluation. This change removes administrative controls related to
emerqency plans, organization, procedures, and equipment. Rev. 3 to the
(orporate Emerqgency Plan, dated April 10, 1990, combined the emergency
action levels of both TMI-1 and TM]-2 once TMI-2 entered Mode 2 (see
(hapter 2 of the POMS TER for an explanation of facility modes). Since
emergency response and actions for the site have been delegated to TM[-]
and cansidering the post-accident, inoperable and essentially defueled
condition of the facility., the staff finds this change acceptable.

Change: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Controls, Section 6.5.2.4, insert after the word utilized
“as determined by the cognizant Vice President”.

Evaluation: This change provides clarification as to what position is
authori2ed to determine the need for consultants. The staff find this

change acceptable.
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Change: Li;ense DPR-73, Technical Specifications, 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 shall be independently reviewed by
INDEPENOENT SAFETY REVIEWERS (ISRs) in the functionally assigned
divisions.

a. Written safety evaluations of changes in the facilities as described
1n the Safety Analysis Report, of changes in procedures as described
In the Safety Analysis Report, and of tests or experiments not
described in the Safety Analysi~ Report, which are completed without
prior NRC approval under tre provisions of 10 CFR 50,59(a)(l). This
review 1s 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 10 CFR 50.59(a)(2). Such reviews need
not be performed prior to implementation,

b Proposed changes in procedures, proposed changes in the facility, or
proposcd tests or experiments, any of which involves a change in the
Techntical Specifications or an unreviewsd safety question as defined
'n 10 CFR 50,59(c). Matters of this kind _hall be reviewed prior to
submittal to the NRC.

Proposed changes to Technical Specifications or | <ense amendments
shall be reviewed prior to submittal to the NRC for approval.

 Vinlations, deviations, and reportable events which require reporting
to the NRC 1n writing. Such reviews are performed after the fact.
Heview of events covered under this subsection shall finclude results
of any investigations made and the recommendations resulting from such
nvestigations to prevent or reduce the probability of recurrence of

the event

o Written summaries of audit reports in the areas specified 1n
Section 6.5.3,

f  Any nther matters involving the plant which a reviewer deems
appropriate for consideration or which is referred to the
independent reviewers."

Evaluation: This change removes reference to the Safety Review Group
(SRG) which no longer exists. The responsibilities of the Safety Review
roup were assumed by the Independent Onsite Safety Review Group (IOSRG)
on June 30, 1990. This change clarifies the independent reviewer
requirements to reflect the organization and responsibilities
established for POMS. The Independent Onsite Safety Review Group
requires independent safety review by Independent Safety Reviewers
(ISRs). The staff finds this change acceptable.
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Change: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Controls, Section 6.5.2.6, delete the paragraph and
replace with the following:

QUAL [FJCATJONS

"6.5.2.6 The [SRS shall either have a Bachelor Degree in Engineering or
the Physical Scrences 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 specialty. An individual performing reviews may
po.sess competence in more than one specialty area. Credit towards
experience will be given for advanced degrees on a one-for-one basis up
e & maximum of two years."”

tvaluation: Thig change deletes the term REVIEW SIGNIFICANT (see [tem
13 above) and incorporates Section 6.5.2.8 of the current Technical
Spiataficatiane an this section., There are also format changes to
impraave ¢larity and readability. The staff finds this changes
acceptable.

Changet  License DPR-73, Technica! Specifications, Section 6.
Administrative Controls. Section 6.5.2.7, delete “6.10" and replace with

--6 9 "

fvaludation: This change 1S a format revision to improve the clarity and
readability of the document. The staff finds this change acceptable.

{hange: ticense OPR-73. Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative {ontrols, Section 6.5.2.8, delete this section in 1ts
entirety

tEvaluation: This section i incorporated in its entirety in
Section 6.5.2.6, The staff finds this administrative change acceptable.

{hanqe .  License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Part 6,
Administrative (ontrols. Section 6.5.3 and 6.5.3.1. Delete Section
6.5 3 1 1n 1ty entirety and replace with the following:

"6 5.3 1 Audtits of unit activities shall be performed in accordance
with the TM[-2 POMS (A Plan. These audits shall encompass:

4. Ihe conformance of unit gperations to provisions c¢ontained
within the Technical Specifications and applicable license
condityons, The audit frequency shal) be at least once per 12

months.

b. The performance of activities required by the POMS QA Plan. The
audtt frequency shall be at least once per 24 months.

t. The Radiation Protection Plan and applicable implementing
procedures. The audit frequency shall be at least once per }2
months.
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d- The Fire Protection Program and implementing procedures at least
once per 24 months.

e. An independent fire protection and loss prevention program
inspection and technical audit shall be performed annually
utilizing either qualified licensee personnel or an outside fire
protection firm.

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

g- The ODCM and implementing procedures at least once per
24 morths.

h. Any other area of unit operation considered appropriate by the
POMS Manager or the Office of the President - GPUNC."

fvaluation: This change establishes the audit program for those
programs and activities that will be in effect during POMS. The
proposed change deletes the requirement to perform audits on training
and qualification program, the nonconformances and corrective actions
proqram, and the emergency plan. The licensee has proposed adding
aurf1ts on the ODCM. The licensee also proposed some administrative
change's to 1mprove the clarity and readability of the specification.
lhe deletion of the training and qualification program audit and the
nonconformances and corrective actions audit reflect the change in the
factlity from one that is actively being cleaned up to a stored
facility. The emergency plan audit 1s required by the Site emergency
plan administered by TM]-1. The staff finds these changes acceptable.

The SE has been updated to reflect a change in the title of the
onsite TMI-2 manager. The February 20, 1992 version of the SE
refers, 1n Section 6.5.3h., to the "Manager, TMI-2 Department”. The
licensee, tn Amendment 18, dated October 24, 1993, to the PDMS SAR,
changed the title to "POMS Manager." There is no change in the
dqut1rs or responsibilities of this individual. The staff finds the
change also acteptable.

Change: License OPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Controls, Section 6.5.3.2, in the first sentence delete
“e1ther the SRG {unt1] implementation of [OSRG) or the Independent
Onsite Safety Review Group (upon its implementation)", and replace with
“the IOSRG". delete the last sentence and add the following sentence:

“Upper management shall be informed tn accordance with the TMI-2 PDMS QA
Plan."

Evaluation: The Safety Review Group (SRG) is no longer in existence.
Its function 1s performed by the Independent Onsite Safety Review
Group (10SRG). The requirement for IOSRG review of audits is removed
from this section since it is redundant with the requirement of PDMS
proposed Technical Specifications 6.5.4.3.a and 6.5.2.5.e. Adding
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the proposed sentence clarifies when documents are to be forwarded to
manayement. The staff finds these changes acceptable.

fhange: License DPR-73, Technlcal Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Controls, Section 6.5.4, and succeeding subsections
b:5.4,1, 6.5.4.1.1. 6.5.4.2, 6.9.4.2.1, 6.5.412.%.,-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 these sections in their
entirety,

tvaluation: This change removes the administrative controls related to
the Safety Review Group (SRG). Since the Safety Review Group no longer
exI1sts and has been replaced by an Independent Onsite Safety Review
iroup (10SRG) with its attendant administrative controls contained in
POMS proposed technical Specification 6.5.4, the staff finds this change
araptatyle

fhange: L[icense DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administratiyve Controls. Section 6.5.5, renumber this section (as 6.5.4)
and subsections and make the following changes: delete 6.5.5.1.1 in its
antirety: 1n 6.5.5.2a delete "except for an additional position to
wupport to TM[-2 activities”; 1n 6.5.5.3a delete the word "safety"; in
6.5.5.3c adelete "Dffice of the Director, TMI-2" and replace with "PDMS
Msnager”. and n 6.5.5.6 renumber with 6.5.4.6 and replace "Office of
the Drrpctor, TM1-2" with "POMS Manager".

fvaluation These changes provide clarification of responsibilities and
pusitions +n place during POMS and mproves readability and consistency
nt the document . The staff finds these changes acceptable.

The SE has been updated to reflect a change in the title of the onsite
IM]1-2 manaqer, The February 20. 1992 version of the SE refers. in
Sectinns 6.5 53¢ and 6.5.4.6, to the "Manager, TM]-2 Department." The
licensee, 1n Amendment 18, dated October 24, 1993, to the POMS SAR,
changed the title to “PDMS Manager." There is no change in the duties
ur responsibilities of this individual. The staff finds the c) nge also
arcaptable,

(hange: l1icensee OPR-73. Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Agministrative Controls. Section 6.6, delete 6.6.}a, 6.6.1b, and
6.6.1¢c and replace with the following:

4. The Nuclear Requlatory Commission shall be notified and/or a
report submitted pursuant to the requirements of Section 50,73
to 10 7FR 50. and

bh. tach REPORTABLE EVENT shal) undergo an independent safety review
pursuant to Specification 6.5.2.5 d."

Evaluation: This change reflects the revision in definitions and
criteria during POMS for REPORTABLE EVENTS and their

invest igations. The change also removes reference to the Safety
Review Group (SRG) which has been superseded by the Independent
Onsite Safety Review Group (IDSRG). The staff finds this change
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Change: License DPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Controls, Section 6.8, renumber section heading 6.8 to
6.7. Change "MEMBER(S)" 1n 6.8.4a. to "MEMBERS", change "TABLE Il" in
6.8.4 3. 2) to "Table 2", change "10 CFR 20.106" in 6.8.4 a. 3) to "10
CFR 20.1301", and renumber Section 6.8.4 to 6.7.4. Delete Sections
6.8.1, 6.8.2. and 6.8.3 in their entirety and replace with the
following;

"6.7 PROCEDURES AND PROGRAMS

6.7.1 Wratten procedures shall be established., implemented, and
maintained for the activities necessary to maintain the POMS
confition as described in the POMS SAR. Examples of these
artivities are

¢ Technical Specification implementation.

h. Radipactive waste management and shipment.
Hadratron Pratection Plan implementation.

4. Fire Protection Program implementation.

. tlood Pratection Program implementation.

6.7 2 Fach procedure required by Section 6.7.1. and SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES
thereto, shal) he reviewed and approved as described in Section 6.5.1
prior to mplementation and shall be reviewed periodically as required
hy AMS] N18.7-1976

6.7.3 Temporary changes to procedures in Section 6.7.1 above may be
matfer provided

A. The 1ntent of the original grocedure is not altered.

b The change i, approved by two members of the responsible
organizattion qualified yn accordance with Section 6.5.1.9 and
knowledqeabhle in the area affected by the procedure. For
changes which may affect the operational status of unit systems
or equipment. at least one of these individuals shall be a
member of unit management or supervision, and

¢ Ihe change 15 documented, reviewed and approved as described in
Section 6.5.1 within 14 days of implementation."”

Evaluation: This change removes references and administrative
controls related to programs (such as Recovery Operations Plan) no
longer applticable to the post-accident, inoperable and essentially
defueled condition of the facility. The proposed changes to
Section 6.7.3 are consistent with Standard Technical
Specifications, Babcock and Wilcox Plants (NUREG-1430). Additional




116.

117

=T

informition 1s provided in the POMS SAR 7.2.4 and the POMS TER
Section 6.6.3. The staff finds this change acceptable.

The SE has been revised to correct an error in the reference to the

requlations ("Appendix B. Table [I, to "Appendix B, Table 2") and to
reference the current regulations (10 CFR 20.1301). The staff finds
these changes also acceptable.

Change: License OPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Auministrative Controls, Section 6.9, renumber to 6.8. and make the
following changes:

In current Sec*ion 6.9.] delete “submitted” in the second line and add
this sentence after the first sentence "Some of the reporting
requirements of Title |0, Code of federal Regulations are repeated
helow" and renumber the Section 6.8.1.

Evaluation: These changes provide clarification and consistency to the
Jocument and 'mprove readability. They delete sections and reports that
are no longer required or have been completed and modify remaining
reporting requirements consistent with current regulations. The staff
finds the changes acceptable.

fhanye License DPR-73, Technical Specifications., Section 6,
Administrative Controls., Section 6.9.1.2. Change 6.9.1.2 to 6.8.1.2 and
delete “prior to May 1" and replace with "within 60 days after January
1. Renumber 6.9.1.4 to 6.8.}.3; delete the number 6.9.1.5 and retain
the narrative: 1n the renumbered 6.8.1.3a, add "“for whom monitoring was
reguired” after the parenthetical expression “(including contractors)"”,
replace "manrem” with "person-rem”; change footnote 2 at the bottom of
the page to reference "Article 20.2206 of 10 CFR 20" instead of "Article
20 407 of 10 CFR 20": and replace the paragraph symbol "§" with the word
“article”; after "e.g." 1n the narrative of 6.8.1.3a, delete "reactor
operations and", "inservice inspection”, and "(describe maintenance),
waste processing, and refueling.” Place next sentence in parentheses.
Dilete the existing 6.9.1.5b in its entirety.

tvaluation  The SE has been updated to reflect the changes in the
current Appendix A Technical Specifications that resulted from the
1ssuance of License Amendment 43, dated May 26, 1993. The submittal date
for the annual radiological operating report is changed consistent with
License Amendment 43, dated May 26. 1993, and the sections are
renumbered. Renumbered section 6.8.].3a is revised to remove ambiguity
on reporting requirements. The SE is revised to include minor changes in
wording to improve clarity and readability of the document, reference a
renumbered section. reference the current regulations, and remove
reference to operations at the facility that are no longer applicable in
the permanently shutdown and defueled condition. The staff finds these
administrative changes acceptable.
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Change: License DRP-73, Technica! Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Controls, add the following:

BIENN]AL REPORTS

6.8.1.4 Bienntal reports (i.e.. once every two years) covering the
activities of the unit as described below during the previous two
calendar years shall be submitted prior to March ] of every other year,.

Reports required on a biennial basis shall include:

a. A1l changes made to the POMS SAR during the pravivus two calendar
years.

h.o A1l changes. tests. or experiments meetirqQ inr ruquirements of 10 CFR
S0.59.

Evaluation. These changes update the feLruary 20 1997 .t by including
this technical specification on reporting requirerent . that ‘~as
incorporated 1n the current technical specifications by Licar se Amendment
43, Jdated May 26. 1993. The staff finds this administrative change
acceptable

{hanqge: License ORP-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Controls, renumber Section 6.9.2 to 6.8.2.

tvaluation. This 3s an update to the February 20. 1992 SE. License
Amendment 43. dated May 26, 1993 changed the section numbering of the
requirement to submit special reports. This change is an administrative
change to provide clarification and consistency to the document and
improve readability. The staff finds this change acceptable.

Change: License DRP-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Controls, add the following:

6.8.3 MNONRQUTINE REPORTS

A report shall be submitted in the event that an Exceptional Occurrence
as specified 1n Section 6.13 occurs. The report shall be submitted under
one of the report schedules described below.

PROMPT REPORT

6.8.3.1 Those events specified as prompt report occurrences shall be
reported within 24 hours by telephone, telegraph, or facsimile
transmission to the NRC followed by a written report to the NRC with

30 days
THIRTY DAY EVENT REPOQRTS
6.8.3.2 Nonroutine events not requiring a prompt report as described in

Subsection 6.8.3.1, shal) be reported to the NRC etther within 30 days of
their occurrence or within the time 1imit specified by the reporting
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requirement of the corresponding certification or permit issued pursuant
to Sections 40] or 402 of PL 92-500, the Federal Water Pollution Control
Act (FWPCA) Amendment of 1972, whichever time duration following the
nonrout {ne event shall result in the earlier submittal.

CONTENT_Of NONRQUTINE REPORTS

6:8.3.3 Written 30-day reports and, to the extent possible. the
preliminary telephone, teleqgraph, or facsimile reports shall

(a) describe. analyze, and evaluate the occurrence, including extent and
magni tizde of the impact, (b) describe the cause of the occurrence, and
{c) 1ndicate the corrective action (including any significant changes
made 1n procedures) taken to preclude repetition of the occurrence and to
provent «imilar occurrences involving similar components or system.”

fvatuation: These changes are adminystrative requirements necessary to
implament sections of the proposed POMS Technical Specifications. The
staff finds these changes acceptable.

(hange: License OPR-73. Techniral Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Cuntrols, Section 6.10, renumber to 6.9. and make the
following chanqges:

In the current Technica! Specifications 6.10.] (POMS proposed Technical
Specifications 6.9.1) delete 6.10.1c. In 6.10.2 (now 6.9.2) part e.
Holets "Specatications 6.8.1.a. b.. c.. and f." and replace with
"Recovery Techntical Specification 6.8.1 and POMS Technical Specification
6 7.1", part n. delete "performed pursuant to these” and replace with
“sreviously required by the"; part o. after Operating add ". Recovery, or
POMS . part q. delete “the SRG or by"; part t. delete "all individuals
entering radiation control areas” and add "all individuals for whom
monitoring was required”.

fvaluatton: These changes delete redundant requirements, provide

¢ lars1fication to the document, and update the references to documents,
programs and activities that will be in place during POMS. The staff
tinds these changes acceptable.

The SE 1s being updated by chanaing the wording in the requirement for
recards retentien for monitored individuals as requested by the licensee
'n Amendment [8. dated October 24, 1993, to the POMS SAR. Records of all
persannel monitored, regardless of whether or not they entered a
radration control area, would be required to be maintained. The staff
ftnds this change also acceptable.

Change: License OPR-73, Technical Specifications, Section 6,
Administrative Controls. Section 6.11, renumber to 6.10; Section 6.12
renumber to 6.11 and change the reference to "20.203(c)(2) of 10 CFR 20"
to "20.1601 of 10 CFR 20"; Section 6.13 renumber to 6.12 and change the
reference to "10 CFR 20.106" to "10 CFR 20.1301" in the current Technical
Specification 6.13a.2. In Section 6.]12 replace "Changes to the OOCM"
with "SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES to the DOCM". Change “Specification 6.10.2 v"
to "6.9.2 v"
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Evaluation. This section of the SE has been updated from the February
20, 1992 version. A detailed discussion of Section 6.12 is no longer
tncluded in the SE since it has alreiady been incorporated in the current
Appendix A Technical Specifications by License Amendment 43, dated May
26, 1993, The proposed change from "changes" to "substantive changes”
will eliminate the requirement to document minor typographical changes
that are discovered 1n the ODCM, and reference current regulations.
These changes are administrative in nature and will improve the clarity
of the document. The staff finds these changes acceptable.

Change: License OPR-73. Technical Snecifications, Section 6,
Administrative (ontrols, add the following:

6.13  EXCEPTIONAL OCCURRENCES
UNUSUA[ OR JMPORTANT ENV]RONMENTAL EVENTS

/.13.1 Any eccurvrnce of an unusual or important event that causes or
rould potentially cause significant environmental wmpact causally related
with station operation shal) be recorded and reported to the NRC per
Subnection 6.8.3.1. The following are examples of such events:

exce.sive hird impaction events on cooling tower structures or
meteoroloqgical towers (i.e., more than 100 in any one day): onsite plant
n+ antmal disease outhreaks; unusual mortality of any species protected
by the [ndangered Species Act of 1973; fish kills near or downstream of
the syte

{XCREDING LIMITS OF RELEVANT PERMITS

h 13.2 Any occurrence of exceeding the limits specified 1n relevant
premite and certificates issued by other Federal and State agencies which
are reportable to the agency which issued the permit shall be reported to
thie NPC an accordance with the provisions of Subsection 6.8.3.2. This
risquirement shall apply only to topics of National Environmental
Protection Act (NEPA) concern within the requirements of the permits and
certificates noted in Section 6.14.

§.14 STATE AND FEDERAL PERMITS AND CERT[FJCATES

Section 40] of PL 92-500 requires any applicant for a Federal license or
premit to conduct any activity which may result in any discharge into
nav1gabte waters to provide the licensing agency a certification from the
State having Jurisdiction that the discharge will comply with applicable
provisions of Section 301, 302, 306, and 307 of the FWPCA. Section 401
of PL 92.500 further requires that any certification provided under this
section shall 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 limitations.
Certifications provided in accordance with Section 401 set forth
condittons on the Federal license or permit for which the certification
1s provided. Accordingly, the licensee shall comply with the
requirements set forth in the 40! certification dated November 9, 1977 or
its currently applicable revision, issued to the licensee by the
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Pennsylvania (Qepartment of Environmental Resources, which requires, among
other things, that the licensee comply with effluent limitations
stipulated in the NPOES PERMIT,

Changes or additions to the required Federil and State permits and
certificates for the protection of the environment noted in this
subhesaction 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, 1imits or values stipulated in any
cortificatiaon or permit 1ssued pursuant to Section 401 and 402 of

Pl 92-500, NRC shall be notified concurrently with the authorizing
agency. The notification to the NRC shall include an evaluation of the
pnvironmental impact nf the revised requirement, limit or value being
sotght .

Ll cduring NRI review of the proposed change, it ts determined that a
potent 1ally sovere environmental impact could result from the change, the
NIt will cansult with the authorizing agency to determine the appropriate
Wwtion to be tdaken. "

tvaluation: lhese sections, with slight wording modifications, are
tranvferred from Appendix B of the current Environmental Technical
Specificatians to the proposed POMS Technical Specifications. These
changes are administrative requirements necessary to implement secticns
of the propoued POMS Technical Specifications. The staff finds these
changes ateeptable

lhe SE hay been revised to include a change in the reference section
number tonm 6 13 to 6.14. This change is a result of reformatting the
techinical specifications, The staff finds this administrative change also
acceptable

fhange . License DPR-73, Environmental Technical Specifications,

Appendix B, make the following changes: Sections 4.6. 4.6.1, 4.6.2, and

5 4. arcv renumbered 6.13. 6.13.1, 6.13.2, and 6.14, respectivelv, and are
transterced 10 the proposed PDMS Technical Specifications. 3Sewtions 3.0,
.0 4.1, 452, 43 A 60 B8 504 Dol 85 5.3 dry 65 39 S0, .k
and 5 6.1 are section headings that contained studies or requirements
that have bheen completed or deleted by previous amendments. Removal of
the section headings does not change the licensee's requirements.
Sections 1.0, 5.7, 5.7.1. 5.7 2 and 5.8 are adminiztrative requirements
necessary to maintain the Appendix B Technical Specifications as a
separate document. Sections 4.6 and 5.4 of the current technical
specitications (6.13 and 6.14 of the proposed POMS Technical
Specifications), Section 5.6.2, 5.6.2a, 5.6.2b and 5.6.2c in the current
technical specifications (6.8.3, 6.8.3.1, 6.8.3.2, and 6.8.3.3 of the
proposed POMS Technical Specifications) are administrative requirements
necessary to implement sections of the proposed POMS Technical
Specitications and are renumbered and included in the proposed PDMS
Technical Specifications.

Evaluation: Since both the radiological and non-radiological
requirements are retained in either the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual




SAR R

or the proposed POMS Technical Specifications, the staff finds these
changes acceptable.

The SE has been updated to reflect the changes in numbering of section
titles and headings in the current Appendix 8 Technical! Specifications
resulting from License Amendment 43, dated May 26, 1993. The staff finds
the changes also acceptable.

125. Change: License DPR-73, Appendix A Technical Specifications, delete the
following list of headings and empty tables: 3.3.2, 3.4.1, 3.7.4,
2.7.10.2, 3.7.10.3, 3.7.11, Table 3.8-1, Table 3.8- 2 4 S A BN e B F

437, Fable §-3-2, Table 4.3¢3, 4.3.9.8.4. 4.4.1. 4.7.4. 4.7.4.1, '
4.7.10.2, 4.7.10.3.1, £.7.10.3.2, 4.7.11, 4.8.1.2, 4.8.).3. 5.48.1.
£.5.0.2. 6.7, 5.8.2.9, B5.1.6.6.9.1.7, 5.9:1. B 5:9:1.9, a0d 6.8:1.19

fvaluatiyon: These sections and tables consist of headings with no
associated text and empty tables. Since these sections and tables
contain no specifications or requirements, they may be deleted. The
stalf finds these changes acceptable.

The SE has been updated to reflect the deletion of Table 4.3-3. The

february 20. 1992 version of the SE included Table 4.3-3. Table 4.3-3 E
was deleted from the current Technical Specifications by License

Amentment 47. dated December 6, 1993. The staff finds the change also
acceptable,

lhe staff has concluded that 1) the TMI-2 facility can safely be placed in
long-term monitored storage and the facility configuration during storage
under both routine and accident conditions will not result in impacts that
excenrd thase 1dentified 1n the staff's PEIS Supplement 3, 2) no credible
accrdent for the TMI-2 facility in the defueled condition could result in the
release of radioactive materials to the environment in quantities that would
require prntective actions for the public, and 3) there is reasonable
assurance that the health and safety of the public will not be endangered by
the proposed defueled, non-operating monitored storage condition of the
reactor. Therefore, the staff finds the proposed amendments to the license
acceptable

5.0 STATE CONSULTA

In accordance with the Commission regulations, a representative of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania was contacted on December 21, 1993 about the
proposed 1ssuance of the amendment. The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania had no
comments on the proposed amendment at that time.

6.0 [NVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

Pursuant to 10 CFR Parts 51.20 and 51.92, an environmental impact statement,

Supb]ement 3 of the Programmatic Environmental [mpact Stgggmgnt Related to
Decontamination and Disposal of Radioactive Waste Resulting from March 28,
] inal _Supplement

1979 Accident, Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit 2 - Fj
Dealing with Post-Defueling Monitored Storage and Subsequent Cleanup (PEIS
Final Supplenent 3), was prepared and issued August 1989. That document
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concluded that the proposed PCMS of TMI-2 would not have a significant impact
on the quality of the human environment.

in accordance with 10 CFR 51.21, 51.30 and 51.35, the staff has also prepared
(58 FR 68673, dated December 28, 1993) an Environmental Assessment regarding
the proposed PDMS that evaluates the 19 amendments to the licensee POMS SAR
issued since the August 1989 PEIS Supplement 3 was prepared. The purpose of
the evaluation was to determine if the PEIS Supplement 3 §s still valid. The
staff concluded in the Environmental Assessment that the licensee proposal is
st1l]l within the scope of the impacts evaluated tn PEIS Supplement 3 and will
not have a significant effect on the quality of the human environment.

7.0 CONCLUSON

The Commisston has concluded, based on the considerations discussed above,
that because the amendment does not involve a significant increase in the
probabiltty or consequences of accidents previously evaluated, or create the
possibility ot a new or different kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated, and does not involve a significant reduction in a margin
of safety, the amendment does not involve a significant hazards consideration.
fThe Commission finds that (1) there is reasonable assurance that the health
and safety of the public will not be endangered by the proposed activities,
and (2) such activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission
requlations and (3) the issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the
common defense and security or the health and safety of the public.

Principal Contributor: Michael T. Masnik

Nate: December 28. 1993
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