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Operating License DPR-73 

Docket No. 50-320 
Response to NRC Request for Additional 

Information dated January 14, 1992 

( 717) 948-8400 

REFERENCE: Letter, Michael T. Masnik, NRR, to Or. Robert L. Long, GPU Nuclear 
Corporation, "NRC Staff Request for Add it iona 1 In format ion on 
Proposed TMI-2 Post-Defueling Monitored Storage Quality Assurance 
Plan," January 14, 1992. 

Dear Sir: 

The referenced letter contained NRC Staff comments and requests for additional 
information on the Post-Defueling Monitored Storage (PDMS) Quality Assurance Plan 
(QAP). The attachment to this letter provides a response to each request for 
additional information contained in the referenced letter. 

Our responses are based on the expected condition of TMI-2 upon entry into POMS 
and for the duration of PDMS. That is, the 

·
plant will be in a safe, stable 

condition that poses no risk to the health and safety of the public. There is 
no potential for a nuclear criticality. Demonstration of that fact was contained 
in the TMI-2 Oefueling Completion Report (OCR) which justified the transition 
from facility Mode 1 to facility Mode 2. The subject of assured subcriticality 
is being reaffirmed based on the final Post-Oefueling Survey Report results and 
analysis and is not an issue for TMI-2 in PDMS. 
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During the POHS period, GPUN will be licensed under 10 erR 50 to "possess but not 
operate" the TMI-2 facility. Since the plant will be in a non-operating and 
defueled status and there will be no structures, systems, or components that 
perform a safety function, the quality assurance (QA) requirements of US r�uclear 
Regulatory Commission 10 CfR 50, Appendix 8, do not specifically apply. The PDMS 
QAP was developed specifically to provide TMI-2 with a limited scope POHS QA 
Program based on guidelines similar to the Appendix 8 requirements. 

In the request for additional information, reference •s maae to "appiicoble 
acceptance criteria in Section 17.1 of the Standard Review Plan (NUREG 0800)." 
further, it is stated that the organizat1on plan should be responsive to the 
Standard Review Plan (SRP) references. However, since the SRP acceptance 
criteria do not apply to TMI-2 in POMS by virtue. of the non opercJting and 
defueled status of the plant, GPU Nuclear does not intend to reconcile the PDMS 
QA Plan with the SRP or incorporate SRP requirements into t"he POMS Safety 
A�alys1s Report (SAR) discussion of the POMS organization. 

Please contact me if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

. ) 
v -: . 

R. L. Long 
Director, Corporafe Servtces/TMI 2 

eds/dlb 

Attach�er.t 

cc: T. T. Mart1n - Reg1onal Admtntstrator, Region I 
H. 1. Masntk- ProJeCt Manager, PONP Directorate 
L .  H. lhonus - Project Manager, TMI 
f. I. Young - Sen1or Restdcnt Inspector 



ATTACtiMENT 

REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 

TMI-2 POMS QUALITY ASSURANCE PLAN 

1. NRC Request: The third paragraph of the PDMS quality assurance (QA} plan 
(1000-PLN-7200.04, Revision 0) states the plan "should" be applied to 
certain activities. Section 3.3 of the plan indicates that design control 
procedures "may" address certain activities. Since the plan is 
incorporated into the POMS Safety Analysis by reference, change "should" 
and "may" to "c;hall" or justify not doing so. 

GPU Nuclear Response: The word "should" in the third pardgrdph of the 
POMS QA Plan will be changed to "shall." 

The �ord "may" in Section 3.3 of the Plan will not be chdnged to "shall." 
The .,..ord "shall" in the context of Section 3.3 could be interpreted as 
requiring procedures to be maintained to address all destgn acttvtttes 
stated in subsequent subsections of the plan. Ho ... ever, it ts anticipated 
that the reduced level of effort in TMI-2 during POMS will involve 1 ittle 
or no design changes; hence, it is not nece�sary to mdintdin procedures 
lfhich address all aspects of design control and the word "may" is 
appropriate. I f  design activities are performed during POMS, those 
spectftc activities wtll be controlled b; procedures to the e)(tent 
appropriate to assure compltance to Section 2 of the Plan. This tS the 
intent of the opening sentence of Section 3.3: "To the extent necessary, 
design control measures shall be Implemented by controlled �r1tten 
procedures." 

2. NRC Request: Provtde a copy of (or a docLeted reference to) the pro�osed 
GPUPI Org.tntzation Chuts for POMS sho .... ing organ11a 'on<Jl enttttcs both 
O�SltC �nd off5ite. !1A5)1 

GPU Nuclear Response: The proposed POMS organlldtton .... 1s provtdcd tn 
Chapter 10 of the PDMS Safety Analysis Report. The PDHS QA Pldn does not 
spec.dy orgtlnizational requirement� but docs referen<:e the CiPUN 
Orgdnl/dlion Chdrt, GPUf� Orydnitatton Plan, dnd the rMJ? POM� lt:>thrllr..tl 
SpecdiCdtions. These referenced documents are c.ontrolled by other 
PIJStln9 GPU nuclcdr dlfPtt ive\. 

rdphcl numer·c design1tions 111 poJrenthe�c'> rt 'cr to thP •'I'Pill tlllt· 
ctC<.eptilnc.e Cl'lleriii in Ser.tton 17.1 of the �t<Pldsrd p,, t.'" i'l.ut (•lJRIG 
OfiOO). 



3. NRC Request: Provide a copy of (or a docketed reference to) the proposed 
GPUN Organization Plan for PDMS. (1A6, 183, 1�6, 38, 481, SA, 7Al, 8A, 
9A2, 12.2, 12.31, 14.4, 15.2, 16.1, 16.2, 17.2) 

GPU Nuclear Response: See Response 2 above. 

4. NRC Request: Describe the criteria for determining the size of the PmiS 
QA organization (including the onsite inspection staff). (lAS, 1B6) 

GPU Nuclear Response: During PDMS, there will be no separate and di�tinct 
"PDMS QA Organization." QA coverage of TMI-2 activities during POHS will 
be provided by the existing site QA organization as will other functional 
support activities (e.g., radiological controls, security). Since the 
level of activity is expected to be minimal during POMS, the need for QC 
inspection support and QA monitoring is expected to be low. QA �udits of 
the activities and organizations required by the Hll-2 PDI1S Technicdl 
Specifications w ill continue to be conducted and wtll provide the primary 
QA oversight of TMI-7 during POMS. 

5. NRC Request: Identify and describe the position ·responstble for managing 
the POMS QA organ11ation. Describe the qualification requirements for 
th1s position. (181, IC2) 

GPU Nuclear Response: As stated in Response 4, QA coverage for PDMS 
activities N ill be provided by the existing site QA orgc1n iz,nion. As 
stated in Section 2.14 of the Plan, the Director, QA IS the positton 
responsible for management of the QA organ1zation. The qualification 
requirements for th1s position are contained in the GPUfK Operational 
Qudlity Assurance Plan. 

6. NRC Request: 01scuss the stop-work authority of POMS verifters. (184) 

GPU Nuclear Response: Since there will be no lHI 2 structurf.'s, systems, 
or components that provide a safety-related function during PDMS and the 
level of an)- activ1ty is expected to be mininal, a formal "stop wod." 
provis ion ,cls not included in the Plan. llowe,er, the Plctn docs provide 
suff1ctcnt control i11th1s area: Section 15.4 states that "Medsurcs shclll 
he establtshed to procedurally contr·ol further processing, dellvcry, or 
tnstal lat1on of a nonconform1ng 1tem or a continuation of a nonconforming 
scrv1ce or act11ity, pending a decision on its dispoc;1tion." The 
procedurdl controls that v.ould be utilized are contained 1n corpor,He 
c1llrn1nlstrctti'IC procedures covenng matertlll nonconfomt�nccs clOd quc'lllt} 
de f • c i cnc H•s . 

2 The Organtz�tton Plrln .hould be re\ponsi . r to C\Ch of thes� �RP 
retcrenc�s. OA?. 12/7. 



7.· NRC Request: Cld fi f :r .,ht>ther computt!r codes h!th an I01pl)rt.tT'U' tu t,lfl•ty 
"'111 be u::.ed during the PO�IS. If so, d1scuss their controls. (2AI.o, JB, 
JCl, Jl4, l8A�.g) 

GPU Nuclear Response: Uo Important ·to Safety computer codes thilt ilrc 
t�pplltdble solei) to IMI ? arc expected to be developed during POMS. Some 
computer codes appl1Cc1ble to both fl.11 1 and TMI 7 may be uti 1 itcd dur1ng 
POt·IS (e.g., dose C dlcu l atlon t�nd 1 sotopic quantification) but c;uch codes 
Nlll be subject to controls as requ1red by the GPU�C Operationdl QA Plan. 

8. NRC Reo.lucst: OISCt.SS the c.ompl1ance of the POt-IS QA pro9r11m ... ,th 1ndu�try 
QA SlJndMds .;.uch dS N·l5.7 o.lnd 1ts "d,1ughter" st.lndMds, tl(),, 1 ,Hid �QA 2, 
or ott cr. (2R3) 

GPU Nuclc.u Response : Ttr POH<; QA Plan r1oes rnt t mmn t to tJ45.7, tll8.7, 
or other 111dustry Qt. '>lJndMds. SinLe the pldnt ,.,,,) be 1n d ron 
opcrat1!1g and defuelcd st .. 1te, there ... 1 1 1  no lonyer he dny slrt.<..llllt:S, 
"�':>terns, .:>1 com;loncPtS thttt perform d Sdfcty fum t 10n. lhPr�folt', ttw 
reQulremeots of !0 CIR 50, Appendix B, do not spt:tlf't,dly IP!JI}. n"�r uo 
t <• •·•d1':> r. Stttnd.� rlis trdt ... �·re tntcndcd to ddcht•!.s pl-t·lts thttt .Hl' 

o�c"cltrng or under con\tru :..on. 

Htcrc ,J'l' OrJ·:Hliz� icn r.hO:.(• pcrsor.n(•J dl'(! f•Jnctll'll<ll .tct••lt1CS ctppl:y to 

Loth 11-'1 1 dlld 1'·11 l; for c>.ample, Quality I'<..StlrtHKC, \c•cunty, 
R<idiologiCdl [ontroJo.. , cllld R.td ... d'>lC 1•1dnat;,�ment. lhe pN�Oilllt'l ond 
acti.Jtlcs o' thest.! groups ,.ill cont•nue to comply ... lth the more stnnvent 
p•q.Jilcmt•ntc:. of the C.PUtK Qperdttontll Q,", Pldn, l"'tluc!tno It\ <,pee d1c 
corrrni :r:er.�� to •ndt.�.try st.tndttrds. 

'?. NRC Request: Cldrify ... hc:ner there ... ill be an dnnuJI JsscssmLnt of the 

ro�� 0� pro�rdm b GPUN �anagement dbove or ouls1dc the QA orgdnltdt 1011. 

If so, descr1le tl. if not, prov1dc Ju\tifitation. (7Cl} 

GPU Nuc lec1r Respono;c: /.nnutl 1 clc,scc,smcn c, of t tw POl·,� Q:\ p .. oqr·nm hy 
orq-irl .' "'  t ns ou stdc of ,)t c1r<: no ,,lfrt\ntNl due to thl n•!!urrd lcvt•l C>f 
•ct•Jittes "vt-F''tPd !1ru·� P:)I�S. '-\.ntqt:mt-nt l�>t!'(ll'"i'• of f.'•' prc;1.t'll 
r·:fec lidhS .·,ill Ul' rvr�H1C'c! on ,Jn r)•1!JO 11CJ.bti\IS tllrOiljh llistr'ibutl.n of 
();. ol J J j I I t•;_,() r tS o!nd by the i ndept:!1dCI1 t I C •Jl e.-. 0 f 1 �'of' n'JI.,fl � hy t ht: 
IOSPlJ t' �·c..idetl b)' P011) lechn!Cdl S r· t•,.lfH . . ltion 6.1.3.7. 

10. NRC Rcquc�t: Di'>Ct:s� ... ht.>tlwr dr.t�o�nq'> ... 11 1 tontl'IUC to •,ho,. <tt�u.Jl pi,Htt 
(or· f 1 J..; r I on rj I) r lrliJ r or�\. ( c I ) 

GPU Nuclcdr Response: Control Poem dr.J�> nc;s (l'.q., mr•cl.,trllc,.l flo;v 
Cltt<Jr ,,., •• (- i pctr 11 O'lt !He f!i tgnmc., JdpH:Cj otllcl instrUtllP'lltliOil 
ClloliJrtH!lS) ,., ,  I on:.iJIJC to �t"to.-. ·ICtutl r1.u•t confil]llr<Jt:nq. Ot111!1 
!• lrtlii!JS j.I,J) tJ.tJP corn.t! ion� �rJ�ted •n the Or l.'llll!J Pf'lcllt•tf l)(lUiflz(.•fll l l�t 
10Kil1) ()r (J fJ,.., '" ' "" .,, .. em to rCCCHlCile Ue drctAiiHJ'" t o  clt.lllnl plctnl 
c n 1 1 'i ; • t • 1r: r lt� . , f u • 1 s 1 ng � II.' tl • t! r<� r 'J' . 



11. NRC Request: Describe measures for altering the sequence of tests, 
inspections, and other activities important to safety during the POMS. 
Clarify whether such actions are subject to the same control as the 
original review and approval. (14.3) 

GPU Nuclear Response: There will be no Important-To-Safety activities 
during POMS. However, appropriate controls will be dpplied to tests, 
inspections, and other activities in TMI-2 during PDMS as prov1dcd in 
Sections 10 and 11 of the Plan. Changes to test or inspection 
requirements will be subject to review by the origindtiny group dS �tated 
in Section 6. 2.2 of the Plan. 
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