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SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTCR REGULATION

SUPPORTING AMENDMENT NO. 12 TO FACILITY LICENSE NO. DPR-50

METROPCLITAN EDISCN CCMPANY

JERSEY CENTRAL POWER AND LIGHT COMPAN

PENNSYLVANTA ELECTRIC CCMPANY

THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT 1

DOCKET NO. 50-289

INTRODUCTION

By letter dated November 17, 1975 detrepolitan
proposed changes to the xECLﬁlua‘ Specificatio !

Operating License No. DPR-50 for the Three Mile Island xuclear Station,
Unit 1 (TMI-1). The prorosed changes involved wodifications to clarify
the Technical Spec1f1cat10ws regarding the reactor systex pressure

safety limits. Slight weording changes to the Ncvember 17, 1975 submittal
have been discussed with MetEd and MetEd has agreed with these changes.

ns
I

DISCUSSION

The Technical Specifications for TMI-1 include sa’ety limits that place
a limit on the reactor ccolant system pressure {2750 psi ig) and further

restricts the pressurizer safety valves to setpeoints in accordance with

the ASME Bo:ler and Pressuriczer Vessel Code. MetEd has requested that the
specification regerding safety valve setpoints be deleted as i
1imit and be relocated in the Technical Srecifications to be include
as a limiting cendition {or overation. MetEd asserts that the only
safety limit (10 CFR 50.36 - limits upon important process variables
which are found to be necessary to reasonably protect the integrity of
certain of the physical barriers which guard against the uncontrolled
release of radiocactivity) necessary for the reactor ccolant pressure
is the maximum pressure (2750 psig). The requirement for the safety

Cw
n O

L]

I
Hy
]
ct
(AT

}
+



—2-

valve settings is to ensure that the appropriate safety limit
(maximum pressure) is not exceeded, and restrictions such as the
safety valve settings should appropriately be included as a limiting
condition of operation. MetEd proposes no changes in any of the
system safety settings or manner of operation. :
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EVALUATION

We concur with MetEd's contention that the only safety limit for the
reactor coolant system pressure is the rmaximum allowable pressure. The

approach proposed by Metid of hav 11; the maxinum allowable reactor
pressure as a safety limit with safety valve settings included as a
liriting condition of operation is the approach adopted in the Standard
Technical Specifications. This proposed change includes no modifications
to the systen safety settings or the manner of operation. e conclude
that this Technical Specification amendment is aCueptable.
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We have determined that the amendment does not authorize a change in

ffluent types or total amounts nor an increase in power level and

%will not result in any significant environmental impzct. Having made
this determination, we have further concluded that the amend in
an action which is insignificant {rom the standpeint of envi t
impact and, pursuant to 10 CFR £31.5(d)(4), that an environ
statement, negative declaration, or environmental impact apy

not be prepared in connectien with the issuance of this amen

CONCLUSICN

We have concluded, based on the consideraticns discussed above, that:
(1) because the change docs not invelve a significuns
probability or consequences of accidents p ]
not involve z significant cecrease in a s
not invelve a significant hazards considera
assurance that the health and safety of t
by operation in the proposed manner, and
conducted in compliance witn the Comaission’s re 3
of this amendment will not be inimical to the common defense and security
or to the health and safety of the public.
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