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CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Last week the staff submitted its
final environmental assessment for our decontamination of Three
Mile Island Unit 2 reactor building atmosphere. We had a meeting
last week which included summarizing the assessment and also
the public comments.

The staff examined many alternatives and concluded that
venting was the best choice. At last week's meeting, the Ccmmis-
sion d4id not vote a decision. There were many public comments,
almost 800 written comments.

After the first large meeting in thz2 Middletown area,
we concluded that instead of holding only one additicnal meeting,
we would hold many smaller meetings. As a result, there have
been many additional meetings, both here and in Pennsylvania
with both the NRC staff and Commissioners participating.

I know there is éreaé concern and strain. However,
many groups have reviewed the potential hazard £o physical health
from venting and have concluded there are essentially no shysical
hazards. The groups include the NRC staff; <-he Governcr's
Commission on Three Mile Island, led by Lieutenant Governor
Scranton; the National Cocuncil on Radiation Protection and
Measurements.

For those of you who are unfamiliar with the NCRP, it
i3 a non-profit corperaticn chartered by Ceonc-ess and has as cn

of its objectives n its charter, =2 ™llect, analyze, develcp

ALDERSCN REFCRTING COCMPANY, INC.
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and disseminate in the public interest information and recommenda-
tions about protection agjainst radiation.

Other groups alsc reaching the conclusion that there
were no physical hazards associated with the venting include
the Bureau of Radiological Health of the Department of Health, !
fducation, and Welfare; the Environmental Protection Agency; and
the Union of Concerned Scientists.

I, at least, .ave concluded therefore that there will
be no physical health hazards to venting. Unfortunately, there
will be some who will.still believe there is a great health
hazard.

Just yesterday I received a letter, cbviously
written in anguish from a mother who wrote: "It has caused me
great pain to know that my child will be exposed tC unnecessary
additional radiation daily during the surmer of 1980, and that
I will bring my brand new baby home to the £ilth in the air,
which I cannot see.”

I empathiza with the anguished pecple, but I belie e
we have thoroughly examined the guesticns and have fairly and
truly found that there are nc physical health hazards to venting.

Remaining is the mental stress issue. In another
oroceeding, the Commission is examining the issue of psvcholcgi-
=al stress. Do we have to consider it; and in wha:-ways?

though I have not rzached conclusions on those issues,

=he mental anguish of =he pecple in Middletown and neighboring

ALDERSCN REPCRTING COMPANY, INC.
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areas nas weighed heavily con me since the accident last year.
In letters, phcne calls, and meetings, this stress has come
through strongly. As we heard at the last meeting, there are
some medical professionals who believe stress can be eliminated
or greatly eased by making a clear decision and by gettiang rid
of the gas in four to six months.

The real physical health hazards at T™MI-2, I believe,
are associated with the highly contaminated water inside the
reactor in the containment, and pessibly with the badly damaged
fuel.

"He safety contamination and clean-up must proceed.

I believe we should now decide on what to do with the krypton.

At the last meeting, we asked the General Counsel to
draft an order for the krypton to be vented, and in such a way
that both the fast and slow purge systems should be used. The
venting should start with the slow system and when the weather
is right, shift to the fast.

The weather conditicns to keep the releases below NRC-
EPA crecauticnary limits for a normal plant. Alsc, at the last
meeting, I asked the General Counsel to prepare an additional
order that would lift what is, in fact, an additicnal limitation
to control an cperating plant independent of weather ccnditicns.

Ia-the present case; monitoring will enable the
weather conditions =0 e used to control release rates, 3¢ as <o
control actual dcses cIf site.

ALCERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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Therefore, in c.der to get the venting over as socn
as pcssibie, I believe, i* appropriate to allow the waiving of
the current tech spec values. Draft orders are before us. I
hope we can make decisions today on both of those issues.

Mr. Bickwit, would vou care to summarize the two
orders you have prepared for us?

MR. BICXWIT: The first order would grant permission
for the venting in accordance with the conditions prescribed Ly
the staff in its recommendation. The situation that you face
from a legal matter is that the licensee may vent only if it
receives approval from the NRC.

The first order would grant that approval, subject to
the conditions imposed by the staff. It poses three guesticns
which will have to be decided by the Commission. These are
listed toward the bottom of page 2 of the order.

I+ states that the Commission must decide whether there
is "sufficient need for prompt decontamination of the containment
atmosphere to just-£y going ahead prior to completion of the
programmatic impact statement.”

I+t must alsc "decide whether the decnntamination methed
recommended by the staff can be carried cut consistent with the
Commission's statutory mandate to ensure adequate p;otection of
public health and safety;" and three, "whether the evnircnmental
review has mert =he requirements of the Naticnal EInvironmantal

Policy Act."

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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The order gces on tc deal with each of those gQuesticns
and ccmes to the conclusion that each of them can be resclved in
a way which will permit the action which the staff recommends.

The second order is a modification, a temporary modifi=--
cation of the license which would relieve the licensee from
certain tech spec requirements. Because it 1s an amendment £O
the license, an opportunity for a full adjudicatory hearing is
offered to those who could be adversely affected by the order.

The finding is made, however, that there are no
significant hazards, consicerations involved in the issuance of
this order. Therefore, the required hearing, if held, would be
held after the fact of the permitted ac:ions.

CEAIRMAN AHEARNE: And incorporated into the already
scheduled hearing?

MR. BICKWIT: That is right. We presently have a
proceeding in which there have been requests f£or hearings with
respect tc changing the original tech specs for this license.
That hearing has not been granted at this point. This order
provides that if that hearing is granted, and if a hearing is
granted under this order, that the two would be consclidated.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: All right.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Could vou summarize the modifi-
cations in the second order?

MR. BICKWIT: Yes. The present tech specs, as I under-

stand itc, would nor permit the venting either by a fast purge cr

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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1 by a siow purge. The current tech specs stand in the way of

2 both of those acticns. The fast purge is, as I understand it,

3 inhibited by the releases that can be taken -- that can be made

4 in a suddan fashion, whereas the slow purge is inhibited by the

5 quarterly release limits.

] CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: You mean that doing it in a given.

7 | quarter -- completing it in a given guarter?

8 MR. BICKWIT: That's right. So that these particular

9 tech specs do not =tind in the way of either such action. I

10 think I ought to ask Bernie Snyder, who has recommended the '
11 | precise limits that are incorporated in this order to elakborate

12 on that -- what those limits are. f
13 | DR. SNYDER: On page 3 of the second order, the limits
14 3 aprear, which would be substituted for the instantaneous and

15 quarterly average tech spec limits, which are 2.1.2 in the refer- |
1€ ence there.

17 | Basically, they will be Appendix I limits, which are

18 (a) and (b) there. Fifteen millirem skin dose, and five millirem

19 | total body doge.

S00 TrH STHEET, SW. | HEPORTERS BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D.C. 20024 (202) 554 2346

20 CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Appendix I limits also meet the
21 EPA guidelines?
DR. SNYDER: Yes. tem (c) was added because Appendix

elt it would be advisable’

-

h

22

231 I dces not have a rate limitation. We
24 in order to assure meeting, especially, (a), the skin dose; that
25

there whould ce a 20 gperczent or three millirem per nour limic.

i ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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That is what Item (c) represents.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: These are basically the yearly
limits for operating reactors, aren't they?

DR. SNYDER: Yes, that's correct. That's true.

ZHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Which is what the tech specs are
calculated £:om, based upcn average weather conditions.

PR. SNYDER: There is some further conservatism in
these limits in that we assume that these dose limitaticns weould
apply to a single hypothetical individual who stands with exposed
skia 24 hours a day at each of the sectors.

C.AMISSIONER GILINSKY: What is the relationship of
these numbers toc the cnes we saw last time, which were rather
smaller? I thought you said you were going to try to hecld them
to something like .2 millirem or scmething on that order.

MR. DENTCON: The ratio between skin doss and whole
bodv dcse is a factor cf 50, so when you are dealing only with
krypton under the Appendix L limits, the 50 millirem skin dose
would correspond to a maximum of about .3 mr. whole bedy. So,
you use the Appendix I limits. Ycu are autcmatically limiting --

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: That is limiting -- why then
did you put (b) in at the higher rate?

DR. SNYDER: More for just consistency, really.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Out of Appendix I?

DR. SNYDER: It could be one tenth of that. It would

be no problem. Fifteen millirem will be the limit. Actually,

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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(¢) will come intc the play as the cperatiocnal --

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: As the operational?

DR. SNYDER: I would assume that the licensee for
administrative control purposes would go even lower -- would
cperate actually at lower than (¢) which is 3 millirem per hour.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Skin dose?

DR. SNYDER: Yes.

MR. DENTON: What controls the duraticn would be the
maximum instantaneous dose rate permitted during an hour. The
original proposal was a low number on the order of one tenth of
the mr. per hour skin dose. Our standard tech specs limit, I
think the maximum off site dose was .3 of an mr.

This would run the maximum tc 20 percent of (a).

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Further gquestions on.thc order or
orders?

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: I will ask about -- this parti-
cular part -- what would be the -- your best estimate for the
time that the venting would take if you were operating under the
revised tech specs?

DR. SNYDER: It iz hard to give a precise answer to
that. We approached it from twe peints of view. We took a very
thecretical lower limit based con having infinitely variable
flow rate from zerc to 50,000 cubic feet per minute, which is ;
physically act pecssible in the plant, because there are two

systems cf iifferant capacitiles.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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Just taking that as the bare minimum or the maximum
flow rate, minimum time, and keeping i: at a constant 3 millirem
per hour and assuming that the wind owuld be such as o distribute
it properly and not exceed the sector limit, it works out abcut
two and a half days.

‘That is the absclute rock bottom minimum. It depends
on the metecrology, of course. It is a little hard to say, but
my estimate would be that going this way would cuat it, perhaps,
by a factor of two between the slow purge and this kind of a
scenarioc.

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: More like 30 days than 60, then?

DR. SNYDER: The 60 days really was to allew for winds
in one given direction and rather stagnant conditiocns. I think
maybe we are talking here twc weeks -- between two weeks for the
faster system and perhaps a month or so for the slower system.

It is quite hard to pin down these numbers because it
will be dcne on a real time metecrological basis, updatnd data
every hour.

MR. DENTON: There is cne other factor. As the per-
mitted instantanecus dose rate gces up, the maximum instantanecus
permitted dose rate -- there is more likelihcod that there will
be scmecne occupving that sector.

The numbers we talk about are .l or .2 mr. whole bedy.
The occupancy is not likely to be 10C percent over a 30 day

period, but it might well be 100 percent over a few hours. So,

ALDERSON REPCRTING COMPANY, INC.
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we have loocked at the proposed maximum instantanecus skin dose
which was on the order of .l of an mr. per hour.

If you go all the way up to this preposal, you are
down to just a few days. The likelihced 2f scmeone being present
for an hour is high.

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: Is the time £or the venting, if
allowed -- the time during which it takes place as between the
slow and the fast purge in any way influence the timing of the
rest of the clean-up, or are things like the treatment of the
water basically on a schedule that is independent from the
choice between slow and fast venting?

DR. SNYDER: I do not think that a matter of weeks is
geing to make that much difference, frankly, in the overall
clean-up which you are talking in terms of years.

It is a very small percentage of time. I guess the
only time -- if scmething -- a problem were to arise, it would
be nice to have that extra time, but it really is truly a small
percentage of the anticipated time of clean-up.

COMMISSIONER 3RADFORD: Okay.

MR. DENTON: I think if you locok in detail at the time
required, the beginning of a small release rate -- to check cut
the equipment, make sure the monitors are werking, the ocutside
svstem is working, you would gradually increase it Qntil you
get the capacity of the smaller system.

™hwen there is still scme wcrk to te done on the larss

ALDERSON REPURTING COMPANY, INC.



bfml3

300 TTH STHREET, 8 W.  REPORTENRS BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D.C. 20024 (202) 554 2345

-

10

1

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

& % 8 B

O S —

12

system before that can be brought into service. So, it seems tO
me that some combination of the two, the small and large might
reduce the total time, perhaps by a factor of two or three weeks,
depending on weather conditionms.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Dick, dc you have questicns?

COMMISSIONER XKENNEDY: No, I assume there will be
scme -- I assume there will be scme editorial work done on it.
There are a number of things that need to be =-- scme references
need to be added.

MR. DENTON: One other point I would like to make about
the dose rate, just to reiterate. The licensee will no doubt
impose administrative controls to stay below these limits so as
not to exceed them and face citations for that purpose. The
time, then, cannot be calculated from these numbers readily. It
depends on how far below that he achieves.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Jce?

COMMISSIONER BENDRIE: I am in agreement with both
orders.

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: I do have scme other guesticns.
They were not on that particular aspect.

CEAIRMAN AHEARNE: We can get to =--

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: The order, in several places,
uses the phrase "faverable metecrological conditions." I have
not =-- as I understand it, there is no one definiticn cf

*“favorable metecrological conditicns.”

ALDERSCN REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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Are there any weather conditions under which ycu would
nou allow the venting to take place at all? Leave aside the
question of whether a particular sector had received its full
allocation; just say on the first day when no one has received
anything.

Are there conditions which you weuld not allow venting
on the first day?

DR. SNYDER: I cannot think of any.

MR. DENTON: No a priori conditions. I think we are --
depending on the exact instantanecus limit chosen, there would
be some weather conditicns that you would expect diffusion to be
very poor.

You might not need this dose criteria. Perhaps Frank
Congel could - -

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: CQuld I ask a simple gquestion?
If the plant were in or at the area of a major front anticipated
to be in the area for some hours with viclent thinderstorms,
heavy rains anticipated, would venting likely go ahead in such
circumstances?

DR. CONGEL: I think I can address bo+xh gquestions that
were asked by noting that we have specified only maximum off site
release rates that the utility must stay within.

This is intentional to give them as much Elexihili:'
as they could peossibly have and still carry out their mission

-~ - -l

sf cleaning up the ccntainment. OI ccurse, 1% there wers

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.



bfmls

300 TTH STREET, SW. , REPORTERS BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D.C. 20024 (303) 664 2345

10

11

12

13

14
15

16 |

17

18

e ® B B

13

extremely poor dispersicn conditions, low winéd speeds, or hardly
any, I doubt we could -- excuse me, the release rate was so low
that it would hardly be werth their effcrt to do any pwring.

The point [ want to make is the product of the release
rate and the dispersion condition is the thing that will serve
as the limitation. If we do have very favorable conditicons,
as you pointed out, I would expect shem to take advantage of that.

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: Let me ask the same guestion
I asked before. On the f£irst day when no sector has received any
dcse, are there v/eather condition; under which you weculd not
allow venting?

DR. CONGEL: We have ncr propeosed a number that they
had to stay 2bove; only the product of the release rate and
the dispersion conditions. Then you have the flexibility within
that range. .

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: I guess you are saying, Frank, is
chat if the dispersion cocefficient is sufficiently poor, that
then the release rate that they would de allowed to cperate
under would be low.

DR. CONGEL: So small that it would not be worth their
effort tc do any zpurging.

DR. SNYDER: think perhaps there is the lower limit¢
in =hat there is a flow rate limit dcown below whicA the aydrcgen’
contrzol system cannot operate.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Is it about 1007

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.



bfmlé

300 TrH STHEET, 8W. |, HEPORTERS BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D.C. 20024 (202) 6564 2348

10

1

12

13

14

16

17

15

DR. SNYDER: It is about 50 or 100 CFM. So that would
put the floor on the lower release rate. So, if the meteorolegy
is poor encugh that they have to coperate below that number,
whether it is 50 or 100, I'm not sure they would have to cancel
the purging that day.

So, there is a mechanical --

CHAIRMAN AEEARNE: You say for that day?

DR. SNYDER: That seriod of time. There will be
forecasts made.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: What is the weather cell that you
plan or looking at?

DR. SNYDER: I believe there is going to be hourly
forecas:ing by the DOE-IRAC system, plus Met =d has 1Jeir own
forecasing consultants.

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: The point I think I now
understand is this phrase "favorable meteorclogical conditions”
is pretty well tied to the concept of allocating the dose
arcund =-- among the guadrants.

DR. SNYDER: And the concentration in the building at
that time.

COMMISSIONER 3RADFORD: Right.

DR. SNYDER: The product of those two thir 3s.

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: It is nct a matteg of scme
abstracts of weather conditions.

MR. DENTON: That is correct.

ALDERSON REFPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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DR. SNYDER: That's right.

MR, BICKWIT: Mr. Chairman, cne point along these
lines. The order, as we drafted -- the second order says: "Under
the above conditions, the licensee is required to minimize the
total time required to complete the purging.”

We have discussed this matter with OELD and we feel
that should be revised to more closely reflect the first order.
What we would propose in lieu of that language is the following
language. I will read it gquickly. If you want to go back to
it we can.

*In addition, any purging shall be in accordance with
procedures approved by the director of NRRR as required by the
ouder of June X , 1980." !

The significance is that the language as originally
drafted does not incorporate the idea of meteorology as a limiting
condition, and simply says that the licensee is to minimize
the total time required.

COMMISSIONER HENDRIE: Furtchermcre, it conceivably could
be read to drive him to set his administrative limints just up
under the tech spec limits where there may be, for reascns of
measurement, time delays, control on valving, and sc on. Those
would be good reasons for him to want a comfortable cushion below
those limits. 1

I think the change is desirable.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: The phrase vou macde weuld Se able £o

ALDERSCON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.



bfmls

300 TTH STREET, SW. , REPORTERS BUILDING, WASHINGTY {, D.C. 20024 (202) 564 2345

10

1"

12

13

14

15 |

16

17

18

N &

H
-

be linked to the first order, and therefore to meteorolcegy.

MR. BICKWIT: That is right. It would alsc make any
violation of the instructicns =-- vioclation of license conditions
and thereby enforceable.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Fine, fine. Peter:

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: Tiis really goes more to the
assessment than it does to the order, but with regard to the
57,000 curies, is that a measurement we have made, or is that a
Met Ed&?

DR. SNYDER: Let me comment on that. We asked recently f
within the last week =hat a new measurement be made. We split the
sample with Met Ed, the volume of gas. i

The licensee made a measurement and came up with |
essentially identical results as in the envircnmental assessment,
which is approximately 1.0 microcuries per cc. Our experiemental
results, I'm going to check with John Collins. |

MR. COLLINS: Our results came cut tc be .8. The
difference is in the analytical measurement, a different gecmetry
was used by the licensee than the¢ geometry used by the NRC.

So, within the difference in the gecmetry, .8 and the
one is very clcose.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: We would end up with saying more like

7,0002 i

DR. SNYTER: Tas.

MR, DENTON: This was using equipment in Regicon I's

LCERSCN REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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portable van.

DR. SNYDER: Continuous samples will be available,
though, for further analysis as it comes out.

COMMZSSIONER BRADFORD: One other guestion on the
assessment. I think I am coming out in the direction of venting,
so it ie something of a moot point. You did, with regard to
most of the stored systew. discuss the problems involved in
long term storage of krypton on the site.

I gather, in the last few days, that, in fact, there
is something of a market for krypton-85 and Qak Ridge buys it
at something like $5 per curie.

Is it really correct to talk about having to store the
stuff for 100 years on the site?

DR. SNYDER: Well, I am not familiar with the mark .
that may exist in krypton, although it is used as a -r=_.er in
medizal research, medical diagnostic work.

I guess we had not factored that in. I was not aware
that anyone would be interested in buying. In any case, it
would take a long time before it would be available in that form.

COMMISSICONER BRADFORD: I understand the drawbacks to
the recovery system. As I say, I am not inclined toward them,
but it did seem to me =hat perhaps the Juesticn of long term
storage had been coverstated, given that there dces seem to be

something of a market for krypton-85. I wondered if that had

been a2xplored at all.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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DR. SNYDER: No, we have not explored that at all.

MR. DENTON: No, we haven't.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Further questions?

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: No further guestions.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Thank you.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: We received this order last
night. My position is that I would --

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE what I would propcse to do is that
we -- I think that procbably a number of people have some
modifications or editorial that aim at trying to have an affirma-
tion on Thursday, with appropriate modifications.

T would vote in favor of the two positions. Victor?

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: You're asking about the
question of veating?

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Yes.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I concur in that result.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: And the medification?

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Not toc approve =he order as
it is wirtten now.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Dick?

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY: Yes.

CHAIRMAN AEEARNE: Jce?

COMMISSIONER HENDRIZ: I tend to vote for both of these
orders, presuming the editorial changes don't change the thrust.

CHAZRMAN AHEARNE: Peter?

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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bfmal COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: I am coming out the same way,

—

and apologizing for my technical impermeability. Let me just ask

for as clear and concise a statement of what the net result of

b W N

that is as I can get; that is, under this order with both

5 provisions approved, when would the venting begin?

6 CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Let us make the assumption that the
7 £€irmation on Thursday --

i COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: Right.

9 DR. SNYDER: We promise the people in the area of ten

10 days advance notice. The slow purge of the hydrocgen control

11 system is available presently.

12 During th;t ten day period, I would conduct, along

13 with other members of the staff and with :zhe licensee and o-her
14 | parties, a readiness review that will go in parallel. I would
15 say that at least two weeks from the decision date =-- miximum,
16 I'm sorry.

17 A maximum of two weeks from the decisicn date we would

18 be prepared to start.

19 CEATRMAN AHEARNE: Which woulé be something like the

300 TTH STREET, SW. , REPORTERS BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D.C. 20024 (202) 564 2345

20 end of June.

21 DR. SNYDER: It would be before the end of the meoncth.

22 COMMISSIONER HENDRIE: The earliest cata -- this is the
23 | 1l0th, two days is the 12th. The earliest date would be the 22nd A
24 | and you would nct expect it %0 be any longer ©0 the start of ]
25 | venting than the 26th.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: Bernie, let me put the guesticn
the way it is goi _ to be put to ycu many times in the next Iew
davs, anyway. I concur in the assessment that as nearly as I
can tell there is no health physical effect involved in the
venting, but there are still going to be pecple who want to maxe
plans around the venting schedules whether they involve leaving
the area, taking precauticns, or whatever.

What are you going to say to them when they ask you
how long is it going to go on? What is the sccnest it is going
to be over? What is the latest it will be over? Suppesing I
wfnt to be indoors at all times, what should T de?

DR. SNYDER: Assuming that I cannot convince them that
it is not a health hazard, which I prcbably will not be able to
do.

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: There are going to be scme
cases where --

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Like the letter I got.

DR.SNYDER: Yes. No dcubt there wil; be. Just looking
at the calendar, I wculd say that the venting shculd start by
the end of the last week in June, which is the 27th or the 28th
or thereabouts. We are told by the licensee, I believe it is
corract, that about the llth of July, the large system would be
available. .

I would hope that it would be all cver in the meonth of

June.

ALDERSCON REPORTING CCMPANY, INC.
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COMMISSIONER BRADFCORD: July.

DR. SNYDER: Excuse me, July.

COMMISSI NER GILINSKY: Pres mably, you will announce
these dates?

DR. SNYDER: Yes, they will be.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: There will be periodic results?

DR . SYYDER: First of all, we will give them ten days
notice, both the public and scme of the states. The state of
Maryland, for example, in a letter to us asked us whether we will
do that, of course.

We will alsc --

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: In the state of Pennsylvania.

DR. SNYDER: That goes without saying. The results,
the dialy results will be available to the public. There is
planned, at least in the first week, the daily press briefing
in which a2ll parties would take part.

The EPA results will be made available on a daily
basis, their off site monitoring results which we are lcoking
to. We will do everything possible tc keep pecple informed on
a real-time basis.

MR.DENTON: We try to, each day, estimate how much
activity has been released, what the estimated cff site doses
were, and what the next day's plant activities werel

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Where will thesu be available?

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: You would certainly pest them at

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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bfm24
the Middletown office?

2 DR. SNYDER: There would also be every morning at
3 10:00, I believe, it is planned to have a press briefing so the

4 | media would be informed there. Word would presumably get cut that

"

] way.
é CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: All right.
L
7 | MR. DENTON: We and EPA, we discussed -- we could use

8 their office, our office, or find scme office -- I think that

9 | Mr. Fouchard is loocking into scme kind of combined approach

10 each day.

1 COMMISSIONER XENNEDY: Cocrdinated with Governos

12 | Thronburg's office? ﬁ
13 CEAIRMAN AHEARNE: I would urge anyone who has modifi-
14 cations to try to get them both to Mr. Bickwit and the others

15 of us this afternoon, if possible, so we can lock at them

16 Wednesday.

17 CUMMISSIONER BRADFORD: I still --

13 COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I may have scme additicnal

19 | comments.

300 TTH STREET, SW. , REPORTERS BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D.C. 20024 (203) 654-2345

20 CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Yes.

21 COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: On the whole decisicn making
2 process, waich I must say troubles me.

23 | COMMISSIONER SRADFORD: I still owe you a“vote. It

24 is, in a sense, just a formality since I am concurring in the

25 ! result you all have reached. I would alsc just say, though, that

! ALDERSCN REPORTING CCMPANY, INC.
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about the stress gquestion. If I were convinced that stress wers
in some way a gquantifiable, measufable, reduceable commodit:
that would in fact be reiuced by one of the UCS proposed
al~ernatives or scme other way of going at this, I would be
perfectly prepared to do that.

Specifically, I want to say that I do not think that
the UCS proposals in that direction cught to be labelled
irresponsible.

I think there were sincere efforts toc =--

CEAIRMAN AHEARNE: The crder did nct do that.

CCMMISSIONER BRADFORD: THe order did not, of course.
It has been done. That's why I make the comment. In the end
for me what is convincing is that it seems to me that different
pecple are stressed by different things. While there are certain-
ly those to whom the propsect of a krypton release is an over-
riding stres, there are others for whcome the overriding source
of concern comes from what is still in the containment.

I just find myself unable to determine that the krypteon-
related stresses are in any way (A) something that is greater
than the strosses caused by the overall prolonging of the clean-
up; and (B), scmething that would be greatly improved by a
differing choice among these alternatives.

S0, I come down in faver of the venting pfcpcsal as
you have already voted con it.

CHAIRMAN AREA:NE: Ckav.

ALDERSCON REFPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I would add that I fell in this
direction principally by the conclusions on the physical effects
on the surrounding populaticn and the absence of cverwhelming
indications concerning other psychclogical and other guestions
that have been brought up.

It is very difficult for this agency to deal with such
questions. I suppose in the end, the fact that we do not have
strong representations from the ccllective representatives of
the area, the state; and to the contrary, leaves me feeling we
ought %o base our decision principally on the questions of

physical risk here.

I said I was uncomfortable with aspects of the order,
particularly the ones that deal with psychological stress. 4
am troubled about the reliance that staff has placed on opinions
of psychologists, however gualified ~- however qualified they
are themselves to review studies conducted by others.

I+ turns ou* those studies depended on telephone
surveys. I don't know that you can make very much of that. I
would not place very much relian@ on those views.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Then, I think to make clear to the
people assembled, the Commission will De voting formally on an
order, but the decision has been to approve the venting. This
decision has been to approve the release and the tech spec

issue.

(Thereupen, at 10:44 a.m., the meeting was adicurned

ALDERSON REPCRTING COMPANY, INC.
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

COMMISSTONERS:

John F., Ahearne, Chairman
Victor Gilinsky

Richard T. Kennedy
Joseph 1. Hendrie

Peter A. Bradford

-~ -

In the Matter of e S
METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY, et al. Docket Ne. 50-320

(Three Mile Island Nuclear Station,
Unit 2)

.

MEMORANDUM AMD ORDER

The Commission has before it a recommendation by the technical staff
that the Ticeﬁsee. Metropolitan Edison Company, et al., be authorized to
commence promptly a controlled quging of the THI-2 reactor building atmos-
phere. To meet the requirements of the National Environmental %¢licy Act
the staff has submitted in support of this recocmmendation a "Final Environ-
mental Assessment for Decontamination of the Three Mile Island Unit 2
Reactor Building Atmosphere," NUREG-0652, May 1980.1/ The draft version of

this assessment and two subsequent addenda were issued for public comment,

Y The assessment was prepared uncer the direction of Ur. 3ernard J. Snyder
with the assistance of:

Karl Abraham
Lawrence C. Bell
Ronald R. Bellamy
Denald S. Brinkman
Robert T. Carlison

T. Jerrell Carter, Jr.

John T. Collins
Marilee Quncan
Anthony !i. Fasano
Reginald L. Gotchy
Charies S. Hinson

Algis J. Ignatonis
Paul H. Leech
Joseph Levine
Ronnie Lo

Oliver 0. T. Lynch,
Scott Newberry
Walter £. Cliu
Walter J. Pasciak
William 0. Travers
Lowell E. Tripp

Ricnarg veller

Jr.



and by the close ~f the corment period on May 15, 1980 approximately 8CO
responses had bSeen received. These are summarized in the final assessment.

The Cormission received further information regarding the proposed purging.

at an oral briefing by the staff on June 5, 1980.

In a Statement of Policy dated November 21, 1979 the Commission announced

its intent to prcpori a programmatic enyiréunenta‘l impact statement on decon-

' tamination_ind disposition of radicactive waste resulting from the March 28,

1979 accident at Three MiTe Island, Unit 2. The policy statament noted that
if the best interest of public health and safety required prompt decontamina-

tion action prigr to completicn of the programratic statement, such actipn

__would not be precluded. The Cormission stated, however, that no action to

decontaminate high-level waste water in the containment building or to
purge the contaimment of radicactive gases would be taken without a prior
envircnmental review and opportunity for public comment. Before we can
approve the staff's recommendation for controiled purging of the ™MI-2
containment, we must thus decide whether there is sufficient need for
prompt deccntamination of the contaimment atmosphere %o justify going ahead
prior to completion of the progra-matic impact statement. VWe must also
Qgcide whether the decontamination method recommended bv the staff can he
carried out consistent with the Commission's statutory mandate to ensure
adequate protection of public health and safety and whether the environ-
mental review has met the rEQuiremeﬁ:s of the Naticnal Environmental
Policy Act.

The immediate goal of the proposal to purge the reactor building

atmosphere is %o remove radicactive particulates and z2iss ~eleased into



the containment by the accident. Most of the radicnuclides originally
released into the containment atmosphere have decayed to insignificant
levels. The dominant remaining radicnuclide is the gas, krypton-85 (Kr-
85), which has a 10, 7-y¢ar ha\f—]ife. The Enviromnmental Assessment states
that approximately 57,000 cur1es of Kr-85 are mixed in the containment
atmosphere, as determined by periodic sampling of Kr-2% concentrat1ons.
Removing Kr-&S from the contairment atmosphere would yield a number of
important and immediate benefits. Radiation from Kr-3% at the concentra-
tion levels found inside the containment significantly 1imits worker access
and precludes extensive ocperations needed to gather information, inspect.
and maintain equipment, and proceed toward the eventual removal of the
highly radicactive damaged nuclear fuel from the reactor core. [lecontaminat-
ing the atmosphers would relieve workers performing necessary maintenance
and cleanup activities from hazards of working in awkward protective
clothing and risk from penetrating gamma radiation associated with the
decay of Kr-85. HMoreover, there is no serious question that removal of the
Kr-3% frem the containment atmosphere is a necessaryv step toward core
defueling. Until the fuel is removed, ™I-2Z will continue ta present a
potential risk to public health and safety. Thus decontaminating the
containment atmosphere has an immediate and independent utility which

2/

justifies proceeding at this time,= provided that the proposed method is

acceptable on health and envirommental grounds.

g/ The President's Council on Environmental Quality was ::rsu"ad on

the staff's proposal %o vent Xr-85. In 2 Tetter dated May 19, 1880,
and relying on the staff's technical anmalysis, the Council advised
"that as a matter of orocedure, staff's prorosal coes not viglate &0
CFR § 1506.)1 (1979) (limications on actions. during !"IPA process) of
the Council's regulations impiementing the MNatigna® Znvironmental
Policy Act.”



There are severa]l methods discussed in the Environmental Assessment Dy

which the radicactive krypton can be removed. The method propcsed by the
licensee and recommended by the staff involves controlled release to the
outside atmosphere of the gases in the coptuinncnt through the existing
plant ventilation system und the hydrogen control subsystem. The release
rates would be controlled so as to take place only in favorable meteoro-
Togical cond1t10n§. which would be continucusly mnni:ored; such that the
dose limits established by 10 CFR Part 20, the design cbjectives of 10 CFR
Part 50, Appendix I..and the provisions of 40 CFR Part 130.10, to the
extent they may be 2pplicable, will not be exceeded. In addition to
monitoring of reluases by the NRC, radiological! monitoring during the
propcsed contrelled purging would be conducted by the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agercy (EPA), the Commonwealth cf Pennsylvania, the U.S.
Department of Energy and Metropolitan Ediscn Company.

The Envircnmental Assessment contains ample evidence to show that risk ta
physical ha2alth from the proposed purge or from any of the alternative decon-
tamination methods considered by the staff would be negligible. See Table 1.1,
NUREG-04662. The assessment also addresses the effects on the psvchological
wel1-being of persons living in the vicinity of T, 2 subject of impcrtance
in view of the strong public reaction to the accident and continuing concern
in its aftermath. The staff concTuqed that psyvehological stress resulting
from the proposed venting of Xr-85 wﬁtl be less than from anv of the alter-
natives, includiny the alternative of taking no acticn. - Testimeny at the oral
sriefing by expert comsultants on the cuesticn ¢f gsvenclegical stress sup-

acrves enis conclusion and indicates that purging th2 crmti‘nment should have



the net effect of reducing the stress which otherwise would occur {f positive
steps are not taken promptly to proceed with decontamination and reduce uncer-
tainty about the prasent and future condition of TMI-2.

‘ S8ecause of the importance to the public of having a clear understanding
that purging thi ™I-2 conﬁainment presents a minimal risk to physical health,
we rtv1c§ here the basis for concluding thai the physical health impacts of
venting Kr-85 dndcr proper.cﬁntrcTs will be negiigiblg.‘ This conclusion was
supported by the U.S. Envirommental Protection Agency, the U.S. Departiment
of Health, Education and Welfare, the Mational Council on Radiation Protec-
tion an& Measurement, the Pennsylvania Department of Envirommental Rescurces,
and the Union of Concerned Scientists. Governor Thornburgh of Pennsylvania
has indicated that he adopts the consensus that the dose rates asscciated
with controlled purging are insignificant. Krvpton-85 has no significant
food pathway involvement and in 99.5 percent of its radiocastive decays
emits only weak beta particles which primarily affect the skin, one of the
tissues least susceptible to radiogenic cancers. The Snvironmental Assess-
ment estimates that to the maximally exposed individual the risk of skin
cancer “would be equiva?gat %o spending 3Q minutes in the sun. The average
individual in the populaticn would have an added risk of skin cancer egual
to 3bout a half-second of exposure ta the sun‘s rays." NUREG-08€2, o. 7-7.
The total Tifetime-individual cancer risk to the maximally exposed indi-
vidual would be about one in s1xteeh million, compared to a normal lifetime
expectancy of one chance in five from all types of cancer. UREG-0S82,

p.



Of course, most persons would receive a dose much smaller than the
estimates maximum. The Environbenta] Assessment estimates that the
coliective offsite dose to the population within So'miles of TMI-2 will
be 0.76 ard 63 person-rem for total-bedy and skin doses, respective1y.3/
NUREG-0662, Table 1.1. Based on these figures and on a cancer mertality
risk estimate of 135 deaths per million person-rem,ﬁj the Environmental
Assessment.finds that "[t]he cancer mortality risk ameng the general
pepulation within 50 miles resulting from the purge optich would be
about 0.;001.' In other words, the chance that the proposed purge would
cause a cancer death among the general public Tiving within 50 miles of
™I is abcut one in ten thousand. Although the impacts described above
apply spe-ifically to a slow purge as originally recommended by the staff,
the Eavircnmental Assessment notes that they also 2pply approximately to 2
fast purge alternative conducted under meteorslogical conditions favorable
for atmespheric dispersion. The staff's current recormendation calls for
use of a fast purge rate if weather conditions permit. The Commission
agrees with the technical staff that the physical health impact of this

/
recormended action may be termed insignifﬁcant.gb

= At the oral briefing the staff reported that estimated total-body
dosa2s to the U.S. and werld pepulations were about 13 person-rem and
80 person-rem respectively.

This risk estimate is taken from the 1872 Report of the Commitiee
on the Siological Effects of lonizing Raciation, "The Zffects onm
Populaticns of Exposure to Low Levels of Icnizing Radfation,”
national Academy of Sciences, lovember 1872, -

fom

i+ the oral briefing the staff noted in answe= % 2 cuestion Dy the
Commission about aoss?ble nealth hazarcs %0 animal that humans ire
generz!ly more sensitive o raciation thi 2Imgr 1Tving TRIMgs 27
sra: she sraposed surging would clearly m2ve ng grinificant effect

an animals.

“r



Alternative methods which could reduce offsite radiation exposure
still further were considered in the Znvironmental Assessment, including
several suggestions offered by commenters on the draft assessment. These
included variations of the purging method whereby the Xr-8%5 would be in-
Jected into the atmosphere at 2 higher level, either by various means of
elevating the release pcint higher than the existing 160-foot stack or by
hniting the gases prior to discharge to increase its buoyancy. The staff
- also considered methods whereby the krypton could be captured and s:ored
indefinitely or until the radicactivity decayed to iniiénificant Tevels
(about 1C0 years). These methods include (1) selective absorption of
krypton by a scaled-up version of a system now in operizion at Cak Ridge
Mational Laboratory, (2) adsorption on large quantities of charcoal, (32)
gas conpresiion and storage in pressurized containers, and (24) extracting
the Kr-85 by Tiquefying it through crycgenic processing. The altermatives
censidered appear to have varying degrees of oracticality, but the staff
found that none of them could be imp1emeﬁ:ed in the near future or, for
that matter in a time period much short of a year at the bes:.é/ The
controlled purging method of decontamination recommended by the staff can
be implemented immediately. Since the pnysical heaith risks of the purging
method are extremely smafl to bDegin with and since decontaminating the M™I-
2 contaisment atmosphere should not be unnecessarily delaved, for reasons
we have already diszussed, the Commission agrees with the staff that the

possibility of recucing very small chysical health risks still further does

g/ . - HE
</  'n particular, the staff investigated a suggestion that the selec-

tive absorption process could be placed into operation in six months
by ysing equipment said toc be availadle from the 'ational Aerg-
nautics and Soace Administraticn and cther sources. The suitability
of this ecuicment turned out to be guestionradle, 2nd the procosed
scnedule for cesign and procurement agreared unrealistic, The
§23ff's ainimum time estimate for making & salective absorztion
system speraticnal was 15 ronths.



not justify significant delay and uncertainty associated with implementing
an alternative process.

When we add the desirability of minimizing psychological stress to the
factors affecting our d¢c1s16n, we find that the argument in favor of con-
trolled purging is reinforced. [t is of course difficylt to predict with
pr?cision the 1ikely psychological effects of the variocus alternatives,
fncluding the a1t§rnat1vo df do1n§-notn1ng, particularly so because the Com-
mission lacks expertise in the field of mental healtn. Hevertheless, the
weight of evidence presented to the Commission by exoerfé in the subject
indicates a real pessibility that prolonged delay or inacticon may induce
ch~onic stress symptggs among perscns who have aTrtadijxperienced sub-‘
stantial anxiety related to the accident. Although it seems 1ikely that
there will be an increase of stress during the pericd of controlled re-
Teases, this stress will be temporary rather than chronic, and the ultimate
effect of purging should be a reducticn in overall stress levels. In any
event, so long as the containment atmosphere remains contaminated, there
exists a possibility of accidental lTeakage of XKr-85. Accidental leakage,
though unlikely to have any physical health significance, could well impose
a2 stress exceeding that associated wi“h contrcllied releases under carefylly
§e1ected optimum mctcoroiogfca! conditions. Thus it 22rears cn balance
that the net impact of contrulled purging on the psychological well-being
aof the public will be beneficial. Even the temporary increase of stress
may be slight if, as the Commfssio& hcpes, awareness of the Sroac-based
consensuys that the proposed krypton ventfing presents n ,:bjec:ivg reascn

f£ar conzern about health effects serves to recuce pub’ iz fears,



The Commission thus finds that decontamination of the TI-2 containment
atmosphere should be carried out promptly by the purging method recommended
by the staff. Physical health impacts will be negligible, and the >roposad
action will probably result in a net reduction in psychological stress.zj
Thus there is adequate assurance that public health and safety will be pro-
tected as required by the Atomic Energy Act. We can also accept the con-
clusion or the Environmental Assessment that the proposed action will have
no significant adverse effect on the environment. Ac:ording1y, nc environ-
ﬁental impact statement need be preparea and a negative declaration to this
effect may issue. In view of the scope and detail of the Znvironmental
- Assessment and the extensive solicitation of'puinc comment, we believe in
any case that the purposes of NEPA have been fully served and that prepara-
tion of a formal EIS, had one been required, could not add significantly to
the level of environmental consideration and public disclosure already
achieved.

™Ii-2 is presently being maintained pursuant %o restrictions in an
order issued by the Office of the lirecter, Nuclear Peactor Peculaticon on
February 11, 1520 requiring the licensee, Metrapolitan £dison Company, to
maintain the facility in accordance with the reguirements of revised tach-
nical specifications set forth as an attachment to that order. In implementa-

tion of the Commissicn's Policy Staterment of November 21, 1879, these

-7

< The Commission has not yet cetermined whetner psychclczical stress
is a health concern cognizable under the Atomic Znersy Act znd/or
an environmental impact cognizable under NEPA. e are prasently
¢onsidering these issues in connecticon with the ™Mi-1 restars:
groceecing. In the Matter of !'etrocclitan Scdison Companv (Three
i‘le ls'and HucClear Station, URit NHG. 1., LOCKeL .2, -u=2%0, In
view of cur finding that the oroposed venting of ¥Vr-25 will have an
overal' teneficial effect on psychologicai stress, the prasent

$3zisi¢0n <ces not hinge on hew the issues 2~e “inaliv =esolived,
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specifications included the restriction that “purging or cther treatment of
the containment atmosphere is prohibited until approved by the NRC ...."
In the present order we give the approval contemplated by that restriction
insofar as necessary for the licensee to conduct a purging of the TMI-2
can;aincent, cormencing no sooner than 10 days from the date of this order,
in accordance with the proposal recommended by the NRC staff as presented
to the Commission in the record for this proceeding. The licensee shall
conduct this purging in accordance with procedures approved by the Directer,
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.

It is so ORDERED.

For the Commission

SAUEL J. CHILK
Secretary of the Commission

Dated at Washington, OC,

this day of June, 1%&C.



Attachment 2

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

In the Matter of
METRCPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY..sgugL. Docket No. 50-320

(Three Mile Island Nuclear Station,
Unit 2)

N Nt st e P st el

ORDER_FOR TEMPQORARY MODIFICATION OF LICENSE

I.

Metropolitan Edison Company, Jersey Central Power .nd Light Company and
Pennsy’vania Slectric Company (the licensee) are the hc' ders of Facility
Operating License No. 07R-73, which had authorized oper:ticn of the Three
Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit 2 at power levels up o 2772 megawatts
thermal. B8y Commission order dated July 20, 1979, the Ticensee's autherity
to operate the facility, except as provided therein, was suspended. The
facility, which is located in Londonderry Township, Dauphin County,
Pennsylvania, is a pressurized water reactor used for the commercial genera-

tion of electricity.

i
On March 28, 1979, an accident at the Three Mile Island Nuclear Station
Jdnit 2 resulted in substantial damage o the reactor core and £ certain
reactor systems and compenents. The facility is not canable 2f normal ~

cperation and is in a shutdown condition with fuel in the cere. The facility



is being maintained in a stable, long-term cocling mode in accordance with the
provisions of the Commission order, dated February 11, 1980. That order did
not affect the limits on release of gaseous radicactive effluents set forth in
Appendix 3, section 2.1.2 of the technical specifications attached as a condi-
tion of the license. However, the krypton-83 (Kr-85) released into the reactor
budeing during the accfdent musi be removed from the building so that workers
can begin the tasks necessary to clean the building, maﬁﬁtain instruments and
equipment, and eventually remove the damag;ﬁ fuel from the reactor cors. Those
tasks mus ¢ be performed whether or nct the plant ever again produces electricity.
Radfation from the krypton gas, although thinly dispersed through the reactor
building atmosphe-e, nevertheless poses a thfea: to workers who would havé to
woerk in the building for prolonged periods. The preferred method for removing
the Kr-asris 3 kind of flushing or purging process by which the gases would be
sushed ocut of the building and fresh air pulled in.

Section 2.1.2 of the Appendix 3 tachnical specifications contains bo*h
instantaneous and quarterly average release limits for releases of Kr-85 to the
atnosphere. These 1imits were developed with normal facility operations in
mind. The revised Timits described below have the effect of increasing the
allowable gaseous release rate during the purging process sa that the purging
précess can De compieted in the shorte it practicable time. However, under the
revised rates the dose to the maximally exposed individual offsite will still
be within the Timits of the Commission's regulations that would apply if the
r-actor were operating normally. The health and safety impact on the public

from these revised limits will be negligible. The naturs and effacts of Lhe



purging process are described more fully in the Commission's Memorancum and
Order in this matter, dated June __, 780, and NUREG-0662, "Final Envircmmental
Assessment for Decontamination of the Three Mile Island Unit 2 Reactor Zuilding

Atmosphere”, June 1580.

III.

"The Commission has found for the reasons stated above that a temporary
revision to section 2.1.2 of the Appendix B technical specifications will not
be inimical to public health and safety and involves no}signif1cant hazards
consideration. Accofding]y. pursuant to sections 151b and 18%a of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, and 10 CFR sections Z.ZOZ'and 50.54(h) of the
Commission's regulations, section 2.1.2 of the Appendix 8 technical specifi-
cations is amended, effective immediataly, by adding at the end thersof the
following:

For the period of the purge of the ™I-2 reactor building atmosphere,
Sections 2.7.2a and 2.1.2c are replaced by the following:

Do not exceed for &he maximally exposed individual* in any one
of the 16, (22 1/27) sectors centered on the ™I-2 reactor
building any of the following:

(a) 15 mren skin dose

b) § mrem total body dose

(¢) 20% of the limits in (a) and (5) shall not he exceeded
over any one hour pericd.

Under the above conditions, the licensee is to minimize the tatal
time required to complete purging the reactor building to 10
CFR Part 20 MPC (for workers).

*Maximal |y txposed ilndividual

—
D
—

One hypothetical individual within each of 15 sectors at off-
site location with maximum anticipatea dose.

(Z) Ne allowance for accupancy time - assume individual present
continuously.

No hypothetical individual shall receive more than dose design
cbiectives of (2) and (%) adove,

-
e
e



Iv.

The licensee or any person whose intarest may be affected may, within
thirty days, file a request for a hearing with raspect to this Order. In the
event a hearing is held, the issues shall be: (1) wﬁether the temporary tech-
nical specification modification imposed herewith (described in Part III above)
is in the intarest of the public health and safety; and (2) whether this Order
should be sustained. A requést for a hearing will not stay the effectivencss'
of this Order. In the event a ﬁéaring is held, it shall ze consolidated with
any hearing held in regard to Commission arders in this docket dated February 11
and May 12, 1980. o

A request for a hearing by the licensee or another person must be filed
with the Office of the Secretary, U.S. Muclear Regulatory Commission, Washington,
0.C. 20835, Attention: TJocketing and Sarvice Section, by the above date. A copy
of the regquest for a hearing shouid also be sent to the Zxecutive Legal Director,
U.S. Muclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, D0.C. 20535 and to Mr. George F.
Trowbridge, Shaw, Pittman, Potts, and Trowbridge, 18CC M Street, N.W.,
washington, 0.C. 20026, attorney for the licensee. Any questions regarding the
contents of this Order should be directed to the Chief Hearing Counsel, Qffice
of the Executive Legal Oirector, U.S. NMuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington,

0.C. 208

on

S.

For further details with respect to this action, see (1) Operating License
0PR-73, as amended, (2) N'UREG-0€62, "Final Snvircmmental Assessment for
Decontamination of the Three Mile Island Unit 2 Reactor Building Atmosphere”,
dated June 1980, (3) Cormission Memorandum and Order, dated June _ , 1580. Al]
sf the above documents are available for inspection at the Commission's Publie

-

cocument Rgom, 1717 H Street, N.W., Washington, 0.C. and at the Commission's



Local Public Document Room at the State Library of “snnsylvania, Government
Publications Section, Zducation 8uilding, Commonwealth and Walnut Streets,
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17126.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSICN

Harold R. Denton, Director
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Dated at Washington, 0.C.

on June __, 1980.



