UNITED STATES '
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION'
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION
SUPPORTING AMENDMENT NO. 64 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-50
METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY |
THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR POWER STATION, UNIT NO. I
 DOCKET NO. 50-289

Introduction

By letter dated January 9, 1978 (GQL 1696) Metropolitan Edison Company (the
licensee) proposed a license amendment that changes the Technical Specifi-
cations (TSs) for the Three Mile Island Nuclear Power Station, Unit No. 1
(TMI-1). The proposed amendment changes the alpha emitting material limits for
the special nuclear material (SNM) sealed sources. The proposed changes also
clarify the surveillance requirements for the SNM sealed sources and specifies
the special reporting requirements for the sealed source leakage tests.

Evaluation

The proposed license amendment reduces the alpha level from 10 to 5uCi for
exclusion of SNM sealed sources from leak tests. The proposed reduction in
alpha level is more restrictive than the existing TS requirement and therefore
is considered an increase in the safety margin. The proposed change also
revises the language in the surveillance section of the TS concerned with
surveillance tests for the SNM sealed sources. The revised language proposed
in the surveillance section of the TSs has been reviewed and found to

provide the degree of specificity necésdary to assure that plant activities
can be vonducted without endangering the health and safety of the public. The
licensee also comitted under the reporting requirements to furnish the Com-
mission the test results that show the presence >.005:Ci of removable contamina-
tion within 90 days after completion of the test. This commitment will enable
the staff to be aware and take appreopriate action if such an anomaly does occur.

These proposed changes in the TSs assure that leakage from the SNM sealed
sources does not exceed the allowable 1imits specified in the Code of Federal
Regulations. On this basis, we therefore find the proposed changes acceptable.

Environmental Consideration

We have determined that the amendment does not authorize a change in
effluent types or total amounts nor an increase in power level and
will not result in any significant environmental impect. Having made .
this determination, we have further concluded that the amendment
{nvolves an action which is insignificant from the standpoint of
environmental impact and, pursyant to 10 CFR §51.5(d)(4), that an
environmental impact statement or negative declaration and environ-
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Conclusion

He have concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, that:
(1) because the amendment does not involve a significant increase '
in the probability or. consequences of accidents previously considered
and does not involve 2 significant decrease in a safety margin, the
arendment does not involve a significant hazards consideration, (2)
there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public
will not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner, and (3)
such activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's
requlations and the issuance of this amendment will not be inimical
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