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AP 101 Three Mile Island Nuciear Station SIDE 1
Figure 1001-3 Procedure Change Request No. -84 /D
Monitoriqg/Contr011ing
. Procedure ___EPIP 1054.14 0 LI iicharges . ;. .
No. Present Revision No. Title

2 Recommended Revision  (inciude page numbers, paragraph numbers, and exact wording of recommended change. Attach additional
sheets if necessary.)

Delete.

3.  Reason for Revision

Procedure does not apply to Unit 2.

4 (a) DoesRevisionreplaceaTCN? [ ] vyes [X_] no
(b) If “yes” indicate the TCN Number

L5

5. Recommended by X# Ehefs  Dae Sky| B2 6. Supervisor's Signature % Date M

This Secaon comnieted by Procedure Coordinator |

7. (a) lsprocecure on Nuclear Safety Relzted Procedure List?  (Sec. A.P. 1001 - Appendix B)

If “yes”, change is reviewed by PORC and a Nuclear Safety. [X] yes [_1 no
Evaluation is prepared (side 2 of this form). If “no”, only erartment Head review is required.
(b) Is procedure on Environmental impact Procedure List?  .(See A.P. 1001 - Appendix B)
If “yes”, an Environmental Impact Evaluation must be prepared (Sice 2of this Form) [ | yes O] no

8.  Reviaw {Administrative, Chemistry and Heaith Physics Procedures may requir2 approval of both Unit 1 and Unit 2)

Unit 1 Unit 2
Czpartment Hezd Date Department HeadX Cetago< Date (/9//(3')\
hairmen of PCH Date Chairman of PO’ C Date M ‘

9. Aanroval
*Unit Superintandent /4'5'7 Date z&z;i 2

*NOTE: It 7(a) or 7 (b) are ‘Mnit Supamtendent musz)(prove evaluation on the other side of this form.

10. Aporoval z ‘ E z
wanager, Generation Quality Assurance a Date 4

**NOTE: M.Q.A. approval reguired only on cgltain Acministrative Procedures listed in Enclosure 7 of AP 1001.

11.  Change Entered L0=-/3-FR Q

Rev. No.
8211100556 821028 ar
PDR ADOCK 03000320

. TMI S4. Rev 8/77
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“EVALUATION” ]
AP 1001 Three Mile Island Nuclear Station SIDE 2
Figure 10014 Nuclear Safety/Environmentzl 'mpact Evaluation
Monitoring/Controlling -
1. Procedure _ EPIP 1054.14 id Di < 272 190
No. Title Change No.
2. Nuclear Safety Evaluation
Does the attached procedure change:
*(a) increase the probability of occurrence or the consequences of an accident or malfunction of
@QUIDMENt IMPOrtant 10 SAIELY? . ... vvveverereeerrnnnnsesesesossnsinnnssnsaeses yes [_] no X1
*(b) create the possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than any evaluated
previously in the safety analysis rPOM? .. .. .ooeenunuisnesiriinnesasnnneananns yes [_| no RS
*(c) reduce the margin of safety as defined in the basis for any technical specification?........ yes [ no [X_
Datails of Evaluation (Explain why answers to above questions are “'no™". Atmch additional pages if required.) '
Present procedure will be replaced by a procedure that is Unit 2 . i
specific (EPIP 1054.33).
Evaluation By X TFF. [[( ) Date Slzul 82
3. Gnvironmental Impact Evaluation
Does the attached procedure change:
(a) possibly involve 2 significant environmental IMPact?. ......ouiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiann. yes [ | no [ ]
(if 3 () is "“yes”, answer questions (b) and (c) and fill in “Details of Evaluation” below. If
no, state why by filling in the “Details cf Evaluation” below.) . .......ccovviiinninn. yes [ no )
(b) have a significant adverse effect on the eavironment? .. ..ovuuiiniiiii i yes ] no -
(c) involve a significant environmental matter or ques‘tion not previously reviewed and
evaluated by tha NoR.L. .. ooveneinnii v eiemnincnannnns ke B 8 it yes [ no ]
Details of Evaluation Attach additional pages if required
Evaiuation By Date
4. Unit Superintzndent requests PORC review | | Check if YES. |
5. Approval
Evaluation Accompanying PCR Evaluation Accompanying TCN
- > /f ( /{ b P Approval '
it Superintenden Datz SRO Licensee Date ,
; Revievred |
: Member of Plant Staff Date
Appraval
Unit Superintendent Date
NOTE: The Evaluation “Accompanying a PCR™ evaluation and approval chain may be followed at anytime.




