Y 18
d ‘311

Jocket lo. 50-320 7
K. Kniel, Chief, Light Water Reactors, Oreuwp 2-2, L

PRELDMINARY REVIEW OF FSAR FCR TYREE !ILE ISLAD NUCLEAR STATICN,
MNIT 2, QUALITY ASSURACE

Plant Nare: Three ‘file Island Muclear Statiom,
Unit 2

Licensing Stage: CL

Responsible Pranch &

Project Manager: LWR #2-2, B, Washburn

Nocket Number: S0-320

Requested Corpletion Date: March 5, 1974

Description of Response: FSAR Amendrents
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The Quality Assurance Branch has reviewed the description of the
Quality Assurance Program, Section 17, submitted in support of an
Operating License for the Three Mile Island Muclear Station, Unit
2. The results of this preliminary review, which are enclosed,
indicate sufficient information has been submitted by the
Yetropolitan Edison Company (Met Ed) to initiate :n OL review

in this area.

Met Ed has described its QA Program in Section 17 of the FSAR
to the extent that each of the eighteen criteria of 10 GR
Part 50 Appendix B is addressed, thus conforming to the Standard
Format and is, therefore, acceptable for docketing. rHowever,
Section 17 of the FSAR has been found deficient with respect

to the guidance provided in the QA for Operations Conferences
held in November of 1973 and described in the "Orange Book''.

We have identified certain areas, indicated in the enclosure
which require additional information.
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PRELIMINARY PEVIEW COMfENTS
OPERATING LICENSE REVIEW

THREE MILE ISLAYD MUCLEAR STATION, UNIT 2

DOCKET NO. 50-320

The description of Metropolitan Edison (Met Ed's) CA Program
should be amended to include, in accordance with Part 50.34
(b) (ii), a more complete discussion of how the 18 CA criteria
of 10 CFR Part 50 Appendix B will be implemented throughout

the operations phase.

Met Ed should commit to comply with the guidance contained in
AEC's "Orange Book" (dated COctober 26, 1973), including ANSI
Standards therein, or identify any exceptions and describe

acceptable alternates.

Met Ed should identify a position within its organization with
the assigned responsibility for the review of and concurrence
with QA Program(s) developed and/or implemented for them by

other organizations, including GPU Serrice Corporation (CGPUSC).

Although Met Ed has provided a description of its audit program,

the description should include provisions for the cenduct of
periodic audits, by Met Ed, of the implementation of the QA

Program activities delegated to GPUSC and other major organizational

contractors.
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The scope and frequency of the Met Ed and GPUSC internal and

external audit programs should be provided.

Position qualifications shcould be proviced for Met Ec's Manager

of Cperational Quality Assurance.

The structures, systems, and components covered by the CA

Program should be identified or cross-referenced in Chapter 17.

A listing of the titles of QA procedures applicable to
Sections 17.2 and 17.3 should be provided aleng with a
brief abstract of their scope and purpose; and a matrix or
tabulation relating these to thé 18 CA requirements of 10

CFR Part S50 Appendix B.

Provisions for the indoctrination and training program for
QA activities should be described.

Discussion of the inspection program during plant turnover
and during the operations phase is inadeguate. Criteria/bases
should be included denoting when inspections are required and

when they are not required.



