
Mr. Ja.es Knubel, Vice President 
• and Director - TMI 
GPU Nuclear, Inc. 
Post Office Box 480 
Middletown, PA 17057 

October 24, 1996 

SUBJECT: ·ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT NO. 51 FOR THREE MILE ISlAND NUCLEAR STATION, 
UNIT NO. 2 (TAC NO. M91710) 

Dear Mr. Knubel : 

The Co..ission has issued the enclosed ~nd8ent No . 51 to Possession-Only 
license No. DPR-73 for Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit No. 2. The 
a.endlent consists of changes to the Technical Specifications (TS) in response 
to your application dated February 16, 1995. 

The a.endlent revises the Technical Specifications (TS) to extend the 
surveillance interval for demonstrating operability of the containment 
airlock. It also revises the general surveillance requirements to allow a 
24 hour period to perfona an inadvertently •issed surveillance consistent with 
the Revised Standard Technical Specifications for Babcock and Wilcox Plants . 

A copy of the related Safety Evaluation ts also enclosed. A notice of 
issuance will be included in the Ca.mission biweekly Federal Register notice. 

Docket No . 50-320 

Enclosures: 
1. Amendment No . 51 to DPR-73 
2. Safety Evaluation 

cc w/enclosures : 
See next page 
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UNITED STATU 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

WASHitiOTOM, D.C.~ 

October 24, 1996 

Mr. Ja.es Knubel, Vice President 
and Director • TMI 

GPU Nuclear, Inc. 
Post Office Box 480 
Middletown, PA 17057 

SUBJECT: ISSUANCE OF AME~ENT NO. 51 FOR THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION, 
UNIT NO. 2 (TAC NO. M91710) 

Dear Mr. Knubel : 

The C~ission has issued the enclosed ~n~nt No . 51 to Possession-Only 
license No . DPR· 73 for Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit No. 2. The 
a.endMnt conststs of changes to the Technical Specificat·lons (TS) in response 
to your application dated February 16, 1995. 

The ..en~nt revises the Technical Specifications (TS) to extend the 
surveillance interval for de.onstrating operability of the contain.ent 
airlock. It also revises the general surveillance require.ents to allow a 
24 hour period to perfora an inadvertently afssed surveillance consistent with 
the Revised Standard Technical Specifications for Babcock and Wilcox Plants . 

A copy of the related Safety Evaluation is also enclosed. A notice of 
issuance will be included in the C~ission biweekly Ftderal Register notice . 

Docket No . 50-320 

Enclosures: 
I . ~ndMnt No. 51 to DPR-73 
2. Safety Evaluation 

cc w/enclosures : 
See next page 

Sincerely, 

J%-{dL/'7 uJ~ 
Lee H. Thonus, Project Manager 
Non-Power Reactors and Dec~issfoning 

Project Directorate 
Divis ion of Reactor Progra. "•nage.ent 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 
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J. Knubel 
GPU Nuclear, Jnc. Unit No. 2 

cc: 

Regional ~lnistrator, Region I 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Co.alssion 
475 Allendale Road 
King of Prussfa, Pennsylvania 19406 

Or. Judith H. Johnsrud 
Envlron~ental Coalition on Nuclear 

Power 
433 Orlando Avenue 
State College, Pennsylvania 16801 

Ernest l. Blake, Jr., Esq. 
Shaw, Plttun, Potts, and Trowbridge 
2300 N Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20037 

Stcretuy 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Co-aission 
Washington, D.C. 20555 

Mr. Russell Schaeffer, Chairperson 
Dauphin County Board of Co-atsstoners 
Dauphin County Courthouse 
front and Market Streets 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120 

Mr. Vlllla. P. Dornsife, Director 
Bureau of Radiation Protection 
Depart-.nt of Envtron.ental Protect ion 
13th floor, Rachel Carson State Office 

Building 
P. 0. Box 8469 
Harrisburg , Pennsylvania 17105-8469 

Mr . M Crable 
lancaster New Era 
8 Vest Kfng Street 
lancaster , Pennsylvania 17601 

Ms . Michele G. Evans 
Senior Resident Inspector (TMI-1) 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Coaaissfon 
P·. 0. Box 311 
Middletown, Pennsylvania 17057 
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Mr. Dav id J. McGoff 
Office of LVR Safety and Technology 
NE -23 
U.S. Depart.ent of Energy 
Washington , D.C. 20545 

Mr. Wythe Keever 
The Patriot 
812 Market Street 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17105 

Mr. Robert B. BorsUII 
B l W Nuclear Technologies 
Suite 525 
1700 Rockville Pike 
Rockv i lle, Maryland 20852 

Ms . Jane ~ee 
183 Valley Road 
Etters , Pen~sylvania 17319 

Mr . Walter W. Cohen, Cons~r 
Mvocate 

Depart-.nt of Justice 
Strawberry Square, 14th Floor 
Harrisburg , Pennsylvania 17127 

U.S. Environmental Prot . Agency 
Region Ill Office 
ATTN: EIS Coordinator 
841 Chestnut Street 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107 

Mr. B. A. Mehler 
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• 
UNITED STATES 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISStON 
W....-clTOtll, D.C._..., 

GPU NUCLEAR. INC 

DQCK£! NQ. 50-320 

IH@£E MIL£ ISLANQ NU(l£A~ STATJQN. VNII NQ. 2 

AM[NQM[NI TO PQSSESSJQN-QNLY LICENSE 

Allendllent No . 51 
license No . DPR-73 

I. The U.S. Nucleir Regulitory Co.aission (the C~ission) his found thit : 

A. The ippllcitlon for ~~nt filed by GPU Nucleir Corporitlon (CPUN 
or licensee) dited Februiry 16, 1995, ca.plies with the stindirds ind 
requtre.ents of the Atoaic Energy Act of 1954, is ~nded (the Act) , 
ind the C~ts~lon ' s rules ind regulitlons iS set forth tn 10 CFR 
Chipter I; 

8. The ficiltty will be ~intifned In confon1tty with the ippllcitlon, 
the provisions of the Act, ind the rules ind regulitlons of the 
C~lsslon ; 

C. There Is rtisonible iSSUrince (i) thit the iCtivtties iuthorized by 
this ~ndllent Cin be conducted without endingering the htilth ind 
sifety of the public, ind (If) thit such ictivtttes will be conducted 
in ca-pllince with the regulitlons of t he C~ission ; 

D. The issuince of this i8fnd8ent will not be tnl•icil to the ca..on 
defense ind security or to the heilth ind Sifety of the public ; ind 

£. The issuince of this ~~nt is in iCCOrdince with 10 CFR Pirt 51 of 
the regulitlons of the C~lsston ind ill ipplfcible requtr..ents hive 
been uttsfted. 
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z. Acconltngly, the license ts -nded by ch&nges to the Tedlntul 
Spectftc&ttons as indicated in the att&chlent to this license -~nt, 
&nd paragraph Z.C.(l} of possession-Only No. DPR-73 h hereby -nded t? 
re~ as follcws : 

(1) Techntc&l Specifications 

The Technical Spectftcattons , as rev ised through ~~nt 
No. Sl, &re hereby. i ncorporated into thh license. The 
licensee shall aaint&in the facility tn accordance with the 
Technfc&l Spectftcattons and all C~fssion Orders issued 
subsequent to the d&te of the possession only license. 

3. This license a..~t Is effective as of the date of fs su&nce. 

Attachlent : 
Changes to the Techn ical 

Specfflcattons 

Date of Issuance: Octoher ~4, 1~ 

J>J~iT.T/4~-~··•r. 
Se,.our H. We iss, Dtrec;~ 
Non-Power Reactors and Deca-aissioning 

Project Directorate 
Division of Reactor Progrl8 "anag~nt 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulat ion 



AJTACHM(NT TO LICENSE AM{NQMENT NQ . 51 

PQSSESSIQN-QNLY LICENSE NQ . DPR-73 

DOCKET NQ . 50-320 

Revtse Appendix A Technicll Spectfic1ttons by re.ovtng the p~ges identi fied 
below 1nd inserting the enclosed p1ges. The revised p1ges 1re identified by 
uendllent nu.ber 1nd conhin urgtn1l lints indic1ttng the 1reu of ch1nge • 

mmi 
3/4.0-1 
3/4.1 -4 
83/4.0-1 
83/4.0-2 

.l§.lli 

l/4 .0-1 
l/4 . 1·4 
83/4.0-1 
83/4.0-2 



3/4.0 LIMITING COIIUTIONS fOB PQ!S AND $URYEili.ANCE REOUIROOJS 

3/4.0 AfPliCAIIllTY 

LJMITI!!(j CQNQITIQ!!S FOR !?!S 

3.0. 1 li•ittng Conditions for PONS ind ACTION require~ents shill be 
1pplic1ble during POST·DEFUEliNG MONITORED STORAGE or other conditions 
specified for e1ch speciflcitlon. 

3.0.2 Adherence to the require~ents of the li•iting Condition for PONS And/or 
ISSOCilttd ACTION within the specified tl.e intervAl sh1ll constitute 
c~llance with the specificAtion. In the event the li•iting Condition for 
PONS is restored prior to expirAtion of the specified tl.e IntervAl, 
c~letion of the ACTION st1te.ent Is not required. 

3.0.3 In the event I li•tting Condition for P0MS lnd/Or 1ssoci1ted ACTION 
requtr~nts c1nnot be sAtisfied bec1use of circu.stinces in excess of those 
Addressed In the specificitlon, tnttt1te lppropriite iCtions to rectify the 
proble. to the extent possible under the circu.st1nces ind su~it i report to 
the C~isston purs~int to the require.ents of 10 CFR 50.73 . 

SYRVEilLAN(E REQUIR£M£NTS 

4.0 .1 Survelllince Require-ents shill be .et during PDMS or other conditions 
specified for individuAl Li•iting Conditions for PONS unless otherwise st1ted 
in in tndivtdull Surveillince Requtre.ent . 

4.0.2 Eich SurveillAnce Requ ire.ent sh1ll be perfon.ed within the specified 
tt .. interv1l with 1 ~•xi.u. 1llow1ble •~tension not to exceed ZSS of the 
surveillAnce tnterv1l . 

4.0. 3 F1ilure to perfo~ 1 Survellhnce Requ 1ret1ent within the specified ti .. 
IntervAl sh1ll constitute 1 fiilure to .. et the OPERABILITY requir..ents for 1 
li•itlng Condit ion for PDMS . Exceptions to these requtre.ents 1re st1ted in 
the individuAl SpecificAtions. SurveillAnce Requtre.ents do not h1ve to be 
ptrfo~ on inoper1ble equi~nt . 

4.0.4 If It is discovered th1t 1 surveillince w1s not perfon.ed with in Its 
specified frequency, then c~l11nce with the require.ent to decl1re the LCO 
not .. t .. Y be del1yed, fro. the tt .. of discovery , up to 24 hours or up to 
the ll•it of the specified frequency , whichever Is less . This del1y period is 
pe~itted to Allow perfo~•nce of the Survetll1nce. 

Three Mile Jsl1nd · Un i t 2 3/ 4. 0· 1 



CQNIAINft(NJ AIR LQCKS 

LIMITI!!§ CO!!QJIIQNS FO! f?!S 
3. 1.1.3 Each Contai~nt Air lock shall oe OPERABLE with at least one door 
closed except ~en the air lock Is being used for transit entry and exit in 
accordance with site-approved procedures . 

APPLICAIILITY: PDMS 

!Uli!f!: 

With no Contal~nt Air lock door OPERABLE . restore at least one door to 
OPERABLE status within 24 hours . 

SURyEillAN(E REQUIREMENTS 

4.1. 1.3 Each Contat~nt Air lock shall be d..onstrated OPERABLE annually by 
perfon.ing a -.chantcal operability check of each Air lock Door. Including a 
visual Inspection of the co.ponents and lubrication if necessary and by 
visually Inspecting the door seals for significant degradation. When both 
Contat~nt Air lock doors are opened si.ultaneously. veri fy the following 
conditions: 

a. The capability exists to expedit1ously close at least one A•r lock door ; 

b. The Atr lock doors and Contli,..nt Purge are configured to restrict the 
outflow of air In accordance with site-approved procedures ; and 

c . The Air lock doors are cycled to ensure .echantcal operabil ity within 
seven days prior to opening both doors . 

Three Mile Island · Unit 2 3/4. 1-4 



3/4.0 APP11CA81LITY 

lASES 

The specifications of this section provide the general requi~nts applicable 
to each of the Lt•lting Conditions for PONS and Surveillance Requi~nts 
within Section 3/4. 

3.0. 1 This specification defines the applicability of each specification In 
te~ of PONS or other specified conditions and is provided to delineate 
spec i fically when each specification is applicable . 

3.0.2 This sptcification defines those conditions necessary to constitute 
co.pliance with the ter.s of an individual li•ittng Condition for POMS and 
associated ACTION r~ir..ent . 

3.0.3 The sptciftc1tion defines the action and reporting requfr..ents for 
those circuastances where the ACTION stat.-.nt for li•iting Conditions for 
POMS was exceeded. 

4.0. 1 This specification provides that surveillance activ ities necessary to 
ensure the lt•iting Conditions for POMS are .. t and will ~ ·erfor.ed duri ng 
the condition for wh ich the Lt•iting Ccndittons for POMS •• ~ applicable . 

4.0.2 The provisions of this specification provide allowable tolerances for 
perfo~l ng surveillance act ivities beyond those specified In the na.tnal 
surveillance interval . These tolerances are necessary to prov ide operat ional 
flexibility because of scheduling and perfo~nce considerations. The phrase 
•at least• assoc i ated wtth 1 surveillance frequency does not n191te this 
allowable tolerance value and pe~lts the perfo~ance of .ore frequent 
surveillance act ivi ties . It is not intended that this provis ion be used 
repeatedly as 1 convenience to extend surveillance intervals beyond that 
specified . The allowable tolerance Is based on engineering judg.-.nt and the 
recognition that the .ost probable result of any particular surveillance being 
perfor.td is the verification of confo~ance with the Surveillance 
Requtr ... nts . This provision is sufficient to ensure that the reliability 
ensured through surveillance activit ies is not significantly df9raded beyond 
that obta ined fra. the specified surveillance interval . 

4.0.3 The prov isions of this specification set forth the criteria for 
dete~inat t on of c~llance with the OPERABILITY requlre-.nts of the ll•ttlng 
Conditions for PONS . Under this criteria, equ ip-.nt , syste.s or ca-ponents 
are assuatd to be OPERABLE If the associated surveillance activities have been 
satisfactorily perfor.ed with in the specified ti .. interval . Nothing in this 
provision is to be construed as defini ng equip-.nt , syst.-s or ca.ponents 
OPERABLE, when such it.-s are found or known to be inoperable although still 
.. ettng the Surveillance Requlr.-ents . 

Three " lle Island · Unit Z 83/ 4.0· 1 AmerJment Sl 



3/4.0 APPLICAIILIJl (Con•t) 

lASES 

4.0 .4 This specification establ1~hes the flexibility to defer declaring 
affected equt,.ent inoperable or an affected variable outside the specified 
li•its when a surveill~nce has not been c~leted within the specified 
frequency . A delay period of up to 24 hours applies fro. the point Inti~ 
that It is discovered that the required surveillance has not been perfonled 
and not at the tf~ that the specified frequency was not ~t . 

The delay period provides an adequate ti~ to c~lete surveillances that have 
~n •iss~ . This delay period pe~lts the c~letton of 1 surveillance 
befo~ c~lying with rwquired actions or other ~tal ~asures that •tght 
pre<ludt c~lttion of the surveillance. 

The blsis for this delay period includes consideration of unit conditions. 
adequate planning. availability of personnel. the ti~ ~quired to perfo~ the 
surveillance. the safety significance of the delay In c~letlng the required 
surveillance. and the recognition that the ~st probable result of any 
particular surveillance be ing perfonled Is the verificat ion of confo~nce 
with the requi~ts. · 

When a surveillance with 1 frequency based not on tl~ Intervals . but upon 
specified unit condfttons or operat ional sttuattons. is discovered not to have 
beeft perfo~ when specified. this provision allows the full delay period of 
24 hours to perfo~ the surveillance. 

Failure to c~ly with specified surveillance frequencies ts expected to bt an 
Infrequent occurrence . Use of the delay period is not Intended to bt used as 
an operational convenience to extend surveillance Intervals . 

If 1 surveillance Is not c~leted with in the alla..d delay period. then the 
equi,..nt is considered Inoperable or the variable Is considered outside the 
specified ll•its and the c~letion tl~s of the ~ired actions for the 
appl icable LCO conditions begin 1.-.dtately upon expiration of the delay 
period. If 1 surveillance is failed wi th in the delay period. then the 
equl,.ent is Inoperable. or the variabl e ts outs ide the specified lt•its and 
the c~letlon tt .. s of the requ ired act ions for the appl icable LCO conditions 
begin i-..dtately upon failure of the surveillance. 

C~letton of the surveil ; ance with the delay per iod allowed by this 
specification. or wtthin the c~let ton tt~ of the act ions. restores 
c~llance. 

Three Mile Island - Unit 2 83/ 4 .0-2 ~n~nt 51 



UMTEDITATU 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

WUHMOTOM, D.C.--

$AfE!Y EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE Of NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATIQM 

R~LAT£0 TO AMENQMENT NO . 51 TO POSSESSIQN-QNLY LICENSE NQ. DPR-73 

cr· ..!. C l t ·o~ 

THREE MILE ISLAND t. ·~ STATION. UNIT NO. 2 

POCKET NQ. 50-320 

1.0 INTRQOUCTION 

By letter d1ted febru1ry 16. 1995. CPU Nucle1r. Inc. then known 1s CPU Nucle1r 
Corpor1tton, (GPUN, or licensee) su~ttted 1 request for ch1nges to the 
Technlc1l Specific1tions (TS) for Three Mile lsllnd Nucle1r St1tion, 
Unit No . 2. The proposed ch1nges would extend the survetll1nce lnterv1l to 
d..onstr1te oper&bility of the cont1l~.ent &irloc~s fro- qu&rterly to 
1nnu1lly. The purpose of the ch1nge Is to decre1se the personnel exposure 
1ssocf1ted with t~l~nting the survelll&nce. The ch1nges would 1lso 1llow 1 
period of 24 hours to correct 1ny ln1dvertently aissed survelll&nce 1nd delete 
1n &dalnlstrltlve requireMent reg1rdfng time extensions on consecutive 
survetll1nce; these proposed ch&nges would a1ke the TMI -2 Techntc1l 
Spectftc1tions consistent with TMI ·I 1nd the St1nd1rd Techn lc&l Spectflc1tlons 
for 81bcock 1nd Wilcox Pl1nts (NUR£G·l430, Septe-ber 1992} . 

2. 0 BACKGROONQ 

Three Mile lsl&nd Un it 2 (TMI ·2) is in 1 ~ena.nently shutdown 1nd defueled 
st1te of post ·defuel lng .anttored stor1ge (POMS) , which Is siMil&r to SAFSTOR. 
The r.-1tntng TMI ·Z stiff conducts periodic .onitorlng 1nd survelll1nce 1nd 
lt•tted dlsa&ntle.ent ICtfvftles . Since the TMI -2 &cctdent on M1rch 28, 1979, 
the licensee h1s conducted 1 ca-prehenstve cle1nup progr~a to ensure th1t the 
f&ctllty Is s1fe 1nd st1ble . Following •ltlgltlon of the 1ccident 1nd 
st&blllz&tlon of the f1clltty , the ••Jor efforts of the ljcensee during the 
p1st 17 ye1rs h1ve Included p1rtl1l f&c tll ty decontiMin&tion; reaov1l of fuel 
froa the re&ctor vessel &nd other f&ctllttes ; offstte shipMent of subst1ntt1l 
qu1ntttlts of both high -level 1nd low- level r &d lo&cttve w1stes ; 1nd the 
reaov1l, tre&t .. nt, 1nd dlspos&l of the &ccldent-gener&ted w&ter . The NRC 
,t&ff Issued 1 license ~aendaent with 1tt1ched s1fety ev1lu1tton on 
O.c.-ber 28 , 1993, which 111~ the f&clltty to enter this long· tera stor&ge 
MOde . The licensee Is •1 lnt1intng the f1clllty In long· tera stor1ge unt il 
Three Mile lsl1nd Nucle&r St1tlon , Un1t No . I {TMI · l} , loc&ted on the s..e 
site 1s TMI · 2. pera~nently ce1ses oper&tlon. 1t wh 1ch ttme both f&c llt ties 
will be dec~issloned . • 

'16 t 0300302 '161 024 
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3.0 EYALUAJIQN 

The proposed ..e~nt would revise specific~tion 4. 1. 1.3 of the surveill~nce 
section of the technical specifications (TS) . Th is section currently requires 
that the ~trlock survetll~nce be perfor8ed quarterly. Allowing an annual 
surveillance would -.ke the contaln.ent airlock surveillance consistent with 
the r.-.tnder of the contatn.ent penetrations and save 50 pe~son-•illtr .. per 
surveillance. 

The NRC staff reviewed the licensing basts for the contatn.ent Integrity 
S(rvtillance and could not Identify any adverse safety i~act resulting fro. 
this chang•. The staff's previous safety evaluation for POMS conditions, 
dated Dl<e.ber 28 , 1993, considered a variety of accident scenarios Including 
(1) vacuu. canister failure, (2) high pressure spray of cont .. inatton , 
(3) cutting cont .. inated pipe , (4) break of cont .. inated pipe, 
(5) elevator/stairwell fire in contai~nt , (6) fire in the contain.ent 
D-rlngs, (7) contain.ent penetration failure, and (8} the rupture and release 
of resins fra. Makeup and Purificat ion O..ineraltzers. for the .ast severe of 
these accidents , the fire in the contatn .. nt D· rings, the total body and bone 
dose to the -.xt-.lly exposed Individual •t the site boundary was 49 and 
51 .re., respectively. These results are a s.all part of the 10 CfR Part 20 
lt•tts and 1 very s-.11 fraction of 10 CfR Part 100 l lalts . The proposed 
change would not alter the staff's prev ious an1lysts and would not create a 
new potential accident scenario. The proposed change is acceptable to the NRC 
staff. 

The proposed a.e~nt .auld also revise TS Section 4.0.2 regarding the 
allowable tl .. extension to c~lete surveillance requlre-.nts . The current 
specfftcation allows 1 25 percent tl .. extens ion on each surveillance and a 
total 25 percent tl .. ectens ion on a series of four consecutive surveillances . 
The proposed change del~tes the ll•itatton regarding four consecutive 
surveillances . This proposed change will not affect plant equi~nt or 
safety. The change wi l l -.ke the TMI -2 TS consistent with the Standard 
Techntc1l Specificitlons for Babcock ind Wilcox Plants (NUREC-1430) 1nd with 
the 1Mi · 1 TS. The bases for the TS, wh ich are Incl uded with Appendix A to the 
facility itcense but ~re not considered part of the TS. will be revised to 
r.flect the chinge lft 4.0.2. The stiff finds th i s chinge icceptible. 

The proposed change would .adify TS Section 4.0.4 to allow a 24 -hour period to 
c~lete 1 •tssed surveill1nce wi thout entering in ICtlon state-.nt . lhis 
delay Is per.ltted to illow perfor.ince of the surveillance. This ch1nge wt 11 
not affect plant equi P~ent or s1fety . The change wil l ••ke the 1Ml ·2 TS 
consistent with the Standird Technlcil Specifications for Babcock and Wilcox 
Plants (NUREG-1430, Sept.-ber 1992) and with the lMI · l TS . The bases for the 
TS, which are incl~ed with Appendix A to the facility license but are not 
considered p1rt of the TS, will be revised to reflect the change In 4.0.4. 
The staff f irds th1s chinge 1cceptable . 
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4.0 STATE CO!$Ul!ATIQ! 

In ICCOrd1nce with the rf9ul1tions of the C~tssion. the Pennsylv1ni1 Stitt 
official was notified nf the proposed issu1nce of the ~ne.ent . The State 
offfci1l hid rtct c~ts. 

5.0 EJIYIBOI!INIAL CO!SIQ£MTIO!! 

The ..-~t ch~nges surveillance requl~nts. The NRC staff has dete~tned 
that the ~nt Involves no significant increase in the .-ounts, and no 
significant change tn the types, of any effluents that -.y be released 
offslte. &nd that there Is no significant tncre1se in Individual or cu.ul1tive 
occupAtional radiation exposure. The C~tsslon his previously Issued 1 
proposed finding that the ... ~nt Involves no significant h&Zards 
consideration, and there has~ no public c~nt on such finding 
(61 fR 28616) . Accordingly, the ~nt -.ets the eligibility criteria for 
cat890rical exclusion set forth In 10 CfR 51 .12(c}(9) . Pursuant to 10 CFR 
51 .22(b) no envlr~ntal t~act stat ... nt or envlron.ental assesS8ent need be 
prepared In connection with the Issuance of the a.e~t . 

6 .0 CO!!CLUSIQ! 

The C~lsslon has concluded, based on the considerations discussed above , 
that (1) there Is reasonable assurance lhll the he1lth and safety of the 
public will not be endangered by operation tn the proposed .. nner, (2} such 
activities will be conducted sn ca.pliance wit~ the regulations of the 
C~ission, and (l) the Issuance of the a..~nt wtl l not be lns•scal to the 
ca..on defense and security or to the health and safety of the public . 

Principal Contrsbutor: lee H. Thonus 
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