
SAFETY EVAWATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR RECUU.TION 
REU.T£0 TO POST-DEFUELINC MONITORED STORACE 

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-73 

GPU ~~CLEAR CORPORATION 

THREE KIL£ ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT 2 

DOCKET NO . 50-320 

February 1992 



SAfEIX EVAWATION BY DJ£ OFFICE or NlJC!.tAB R£ACIOR REC\ILATIO:l 
REL6IEP IQ POST-PEfUELINC HOHIIQREP SIOBACE 

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO PPR- 23 

CPU NUCLEAR CORPOBATIQ, 

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

DOCKET NO S0- 320 

1. 0 INIBOPVCIION 

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

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

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

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

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

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

2 • 0 BACKCBO\mD 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

2tetters o! Ja~uary 3, 1989 , July 4, 1989 , August 22 , 1989 , KArch 2 , 
1990, and August 6 , 1990 . 



- 6 -

published In the Fedrrel Rrcistrr a Notice of Consideration of Issuance of 
Amendment to Facility Operating License and Opportunity for Hearing for the 
requested .. endDent (S6 FR 19128) . On Kay 24 , 1?91 , a request for hearing was 
filed by Eric Epstein, and that request is currently pending before the Atomic 
Safety Licensing Board . 

3. 0 EYALUAIION 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

"(1) Technical Specification• 

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

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

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

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

•2 .C. (2) fbysieal Protection 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

b . The Equipment Hatch is closed and sealed, and 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Evaluation : This change vill remove the current Technical 
Specification requlreaents for radiation monitoring instrumenta­
tion . Radiation •easureaent instrumentation availability , 
operability, calibrati on, and testing criteria and requirements 
for PDHS are included in th~ Off- site Dose Calculation Manual 
(ODCH) in accordance vith Ceneric Letter 89- 01 dated J anuary 31 , 
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1989. The Off-site Dose Calculation Manual is required by 
proposed PDKS Technical Specifications 6 .7 . 4(b) (see item 144 
belov) and proposed PDKS license condition 2 . F (see item 27 
above) . The staff finds this change acceptable . 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Evaluation : This change vill remove the requirement for direct 
coaaunications between the Control Room or the Command Center and 
personnel in the reactor bui l ding . Since there is no requirement 
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!or Control Room staffing during PDHS , the staff finds this change 
acceptable . 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

APPLICASILIIY: Hodes 2 and 3 . • 

and replace with: 

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

APPLICABILiry: POHS• 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

APPLICA!ILIIX : PDMS 

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

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

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

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

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

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

•3/4 2 B£ACIOB VESSEL fUEL 

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

LlHliiNG CONPlTlONS FOB PPHS 

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

APPLlCMlLIIY: PDHS 

ACT.l2H: 

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

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

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

APPLlCAAILIIY: PDKS 

AWQ.t! : 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

4 . 2 . 1.2 

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

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

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

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

•5 0 DESICN F£ATVRES 

5,1 CONIAit.11E!fi 

I 
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COSEicyBAIIQN 

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

•• Nominal inside diameter - 130 feet . 

b . Nominal inside hei&ht - 157 feet . 

c . Kintmum thickness of concrete valls • 4 feet . 

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

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

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

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

h . Design Pressure - 5 .0 psig. • 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

•QUALtftCAitONS 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

•a. The Nuclear ReJUlatory co .. taaion ahall be notified and/or a 
report aub•itted pur1uant to the require•entl of Section 
50 . 73 to 10 CFR 50, and 
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b . Each REPORTABLE EVENT shall undergo an independent safety 
raviev pursuant to Specification 6. 5 . 2. 5 d . • 

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

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

•6.7 PBOCEDVRES k~D PRQCBAMS 

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

a . Technical Specification iaplementation. 

b . Radioactive waste aanageaent and shipment . 

c. Radiation Protection Plan iaple~entation . 

d . Fire Protection Program implementation. 

e . Flood Protection Program implementation. 

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

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

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

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

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

a . Radioactive Effluent Controls Prograg 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

b . Bedlologlcel Envlropqcntel Konl torinc Procra~ 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Add : "hh~VAL BADIOLQCICAL [NVIRONHENTAL OPEBAIINC REPORT 

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

S[Mlk~VAL BADIOACIIVE EFfLUESJ RELEASE REPORT 

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

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

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

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

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

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

·~NONBOUIINE REPORTS 

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

PROMpt REPORTS 

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

IHIRIY PAX EYEh7 REPORTS 

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

C0~7ENT OF NONBOUIINE REPQRTS 

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

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

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

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

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

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

•6.12 OFFSIIE DQS£ CALCVLAIIOS Hk~AL COPCHl 

SU8SI~1IVE CHANCES to the ODCH : 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

•6 13 [XCEPIIOSAL OCCURBENCES 

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

/ 

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

[XCEEPINC LlHlTS OF REL£VAh7 PERHITS 

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

6.14 STAtE AND FEDEBAL PERHIIS AND CERTIFICATES 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

5. 0 STATE CONSULtAJ'ION 

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

6.0 ENYIRONH~:rAL CONSIDERATION 

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

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

7.0 CONCbUSIOS 

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


