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METROPOLIIAN EDISON COMPANY

POST OFFICE BOX 542 READING, PENNSYLVANIA 19603 TELEPHONE 215 — 929-3601

October 3, 1975
GQL 1579

Mr. Charles P. Hoy, Chairman

Board of County Commissioners of
Dauphin County

Dauphin County Cov : House

P.0. Box 1295

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120

Dear Mr. Hoy:

Enclosed please find one copy of Technical Specification Change Request'ﬂo. 5
Amendment No. 3 to Appendix A of the Operating License for Three Mile Island
Nuclear Station Unit 1.

This request was filed with the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission on
October 3, 1975.

Very truly yours,

/s/ R. C. Arnold

R. C. Arnold
Vice President

RCA:CWS:tas

File: 20.1.1 / 7.7.4.3.3.1
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POWER OR PROTRESS

ME TROPOLIIAN EDISON COMPANY

POST OFFICE BOX 542 READING, PENNSYLVANIA 19603 TELEPHONE 215 - 929-3601

October 3, 1975
GQL 1579

Mr. Weldon B. Arehart, Chairman

Board of Supervisors of Londonderry Township

R. D. #1, Geyers Church Road

Middletown, Penasylvania 17057

Dear Mr. Arehart:

Enclosed please find one copy of Technical Specification Change Request No. 5
Amendment No. 3 to Appendix A of the Operating License for Three Mile Island
Nuclear Station Unit 1.

This request was filed with the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission on
October 3, 1975.

Very truly yours,
/s/ R. C. Arnold

R. C. Arnold
Vice President

RCA:CWS:tas

File: 20.1.1 / 7.7.4.3.3.1
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER OF

DOCKET NO. 50-289
LICENSE NO. DPR-50

METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY

This is to certify that a copy of Technical Specification Change Request No. 5
Amendment No. 3 to Appendix A of the Operating License for Thr.e Mile Island

Nuclear Stacion Unit 1, dated October 3, 1975, and filed with the U. S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission on October 3, 1975, has this 3rd day of October been

served on the chief executives of Londonderry Township, Dauphin County, Pennsylvania
and Dauphin County, Pennsylvania by deposit in the United States mail, addressed

as follows:

Mr. Weldon B. Arehart, Chairman Mr. Charles P. Hoy, Chairman

Board of Supervisors of Board of County Commissioners
Londonderry Township of Dauphin County

R. D. #1, Geyers Church Road Dauphin County Court House

Middletown, Pennsylvania 17057 P.0. Box 1295

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120

METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY

By /s/ R. C. Amold
Vice President-Generation
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Metropolitan Edison Companv (Met-Ed)

Tliree Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit 1 (TMI-1)
Docket #50-289
Operating License #DPR-50

Technical Specification Change Request #5 Amencment 3
Licensee requests that the enclosed pages be substituted for the existing pages

comprising Technical Specification Section 6 except that the enclosed pages 1-6,

1-7, and 1-8 should replace page 1-6 of the existing Technical Specifications
Section 1.

Reason for Amendment 3

This amendment to change request 5 i< necessary in order to:

a) incorporate the AEC to NRC name change;

b) reflect recent Met-Ed administrative and organizational changes;

c) make section 6 consistent with other sections of the Technical
Specifications;

d) and incorporate Regulatory Guide 1.16 revision 4 August 1975 into
the Technical Specificatioms.

Note that items 2.a(8) and 2.a(9) of Reg. Guide 1.16 are changed to 30 day reporting
requirements since the Lirensee does not believe that 14 days is sufficient to
compile an adequate report on items of this nature.

Safety Analysis Justifying Amendment

This proposed amendment does not involve any unreviewed safety questions, in that

a) it does not alter those responsibilities that need to be “ulfilled to
ensure safe operation of the unit but only serves to make Section 6
stated titles of management personnel consistent with the most recent
organi zational changes and serves to make Section 6 consistent with
other portions of the existing Technical Specifications;

b) it utilizes an approved NRC guideline to establish reporting requirements
for Appendix A of the Technical Specifications.
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1.8 14-DAY REPORTABLE OCCURRENCE
A l4-day reportable occurrence is defined as any one of the folloving conditions

a. Failure of the reactor protection system or other systems subject
to limiting safety-system settings to initiate the required
protective function by the time a monitored para~_ter reaches
the setpoint specified as the limiting safety-system setting in
the technical specifications or failure to complete th~ required
protective function.

Note: Instrument drift discovered as a result of testing need
not be .eported under this item but may be reportable under
items 1.8e, 1.8f, or 1.9c.

b. Operation of the unit or affected systems when any parameter or
operation subject to a limiting condition for operation is less
conservative than the least conservative aspect of the limiting
condition for operation established in the technical specifications.

Note: If specified action is taken when a system is found to be
operating between the most conservative and the least conservative
aspects of a limiting condition for operation listed in tae
techncial specifications, the limiting condition for operation is
not considered to have Leen violated and need not be reported under
this item, but it may be reportable under item 1.9d.

Ce Abnormal degradation discovered in fuel cladding, reactor coolant
pressure boundary, or primary containment.

Note: Leakage of valve packing or gaskets within the limits for
identified leakage set forth in technical specifications need not
be reported under this item.

d. Reactivity anomalies irvolving disagreement with the predicted
value of reactivity balance under steady state conditioas greater
than or equal to 1% Ak/k; a calculated reactivity balan-:e indicating
a shutdown margin less conservative than specified in the technical
specifications; short-term reactivity increases that correspond to
a reactor period of less than 5 seconds or, if sub-critical, an
unplanned reactivity insertion of more than 0.5% Ak/k; or occurrence
of any unplanned criticality.

e. Failure or malfunction of one or morc components which prevents or
could prevent, by itself, the fulfillment of the functional
requirements of systems(s) used to cope with accidents analyzed
in tne Final Safety Analysis Report (FSAR).
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£. Persr.unel error or procedural inadequacy which prevents or could
prevent, by itself, the fulfillment of the functional requirements
of systems required to cope with accidents analyzed in the FSAR.

Note: For items 1.8e and 1.8f reduced redundancy that does not
result in loss of system function need not be reported under this
section but may be reportable under items 1.9d and/or 1.9e.

2. Conditions arising from natural or man-made events that, as a
direct result of the event, affect or threacen to affect the safe
operation of the Uuit, and require plant shutdown, operation of
safety systems, or other protective measures required by
technical specifications.

The following are examples:
(1) Threatened civil disturbances requiring plant shutdown.
(2) Significant damage to the facility caused by fire, flood,

earthquake, or other similar occurrences.

1.9 30-Day Reportable Occurrence

A 30-day reportable occurrence is defined as any one of the following conditions.

a. Errors discovered in the transient or accideat analyses or in the
methods used for such analyses as described in the safety analysis
report or in the buses for the technical specificaticns that have
or could have permitted reactor operation in a manner less conserva-
tive thap assumed in the analyses.

b. Performance of structures, systems, or components that requires
remedial action or corrective aeasures to prevent operation in
a manner less conservative than that assumed in the accident
analysis in the safety analysis report or tecinical specifications
bases; or discovery during plant life of conditions not specifically
considered in the safety analysis report or technical specifications
that require remedial action or corrective measures to prevent the
existence or development of an unsafe condition.

Ce Reactor protection system "r engineered safety feature instrument
settings which are found to be less conservative than chose
established by the technical specifications buvc which do not
prevent the fulfillment of the functiona. regquirements of affected
systems.

d. Observed inadequacies in the implementation of administrative or
procedural controls which threaten to cause reduction of degree
of redundancy provided in reactor protection sysiems or cngineered
safety feature systems.
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Abnormal degradation of systems other than those specified in item
1.8¢c above designed to cuucain radioactive material resulting from
the fission process. For example, a through-wall leak in a liquid
waste storage tank.

Note: Sealed sources or calibration sources are not included under
this item. Leakage of valve packing or gaskets within the limits
for identified leakage sent forth in technical specifications need
not be reported under this item.
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6.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

6.1 RESPONS.BILITY

6.1.1.a. The Unit Superintendent shall be responsible for the overall
safety of plant operations and shall ensure that:

1. All proposed changes to procedures, equipment, Oor systems are
evaluated to determine if they constitute a change to the
facility '.r procedures as described in the Final Safety Analysis
Report.

2. All proposed changes to procedures, equipment, or systems
which constitute a change of the facility or procedures as
described in the Final Safety Analysis Report are evaluated to
determine that they do not involve an unreviewed safety
question as defined in paragraph 50.59 (c¢), Part 50, Title 10,
Code of Federal Regulations.

3. All propecsed tests and experiments, not described in the Final
Safety Analysis Report, are evaluated to determine that
they do not involve an unreviewed safety question as defined
in paragraph 50.59 (c¢), Part 50, Title 10, Cude of Federal
Regulations.

4. Records are kept: a) of changes to procedures, equipment or
systems completed under the provisions of paragraph 50.59 (b),
Part 50, Title 10, Code of Federal Regulations; b) of tests and
cxperiments conducted in accordance with those provisions; and
c) of the written safety evaluation used as a basis for
determining that such changes, tests and experiments do not
involve an unreviewed safety question.

5. Copies of evaluations conducted pursuant to 6.1.1.a.2 and
6.1.1.a.3 above are forwarded to the Plant Operations Review
Committee, the Manager-Generation Engineering, and the General
Office Review Boara Secretary.

b. The Unit Superintendent shall have the authority to:

1. Make a determination that proposed changes to procedures,
equipment, or systems do not involve a change to the procedures
or facility as described in the Final Safety Analysis Report.

2. Make a preliminary determination that proposed changes to
procedures, equipment or systems are descr.“ed in the Final
Safety Analysis Report, or that proposed tests or experiments
not described in the Final Safety Analysis Report do not constitute
an unreviewed safety question; however, such a determination
must be based upon a formal written evaluation.

3. Direct the Plant Operations Review Committee to review:

a. Evaluations of proposed changes to procedures, equipment
or systems;

6-1
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b. Proposed tests and experiments,

and to make an initial determination that "a" and "b" above do
not constitute an unreviewed safety question.

NOTE: The Unit Supsrintendent shall report directly to the Manager-Generation
Operations-Nuclear and is responsible to him for the administrationm,
operation and maintainance of Three Mile Island Nuclear Station Unit 1.

6.2 ORGANIZATION

OFFSITE

6.2.1 The organization of tue Met-Ed Corporate Technical Support staff for
Station management and technical support shall be as shown in Figure 6-1.

FACILITY STAFF

6.2.2 The organization within the station for operations, technical support,
and maintenance shall be functionally as shown in Figure 12-1 of the
Final Safety Analysis Report.

a. Eac. on-duty shift shall as a minimum be composed of the following
shift crew:

Shift Supervisor or Shift Foreman (See Notes 1 & 3) 1
Control Room Operator (See Notes 2 & 3) 2
Auxiliary Operator (See Note 3) 2
Men/Shift 5

b. At least two licensed Reactor Operators shall be at the station,
one of whom - 1all be in the Control Room at all times when there
is fuel in the reactor vessel. One of these operators shall hold
a Senior Reactor Operator's License.

c. At least two licensed Reactor Operators shall be present in the
Control Room during reactor start-up, scheduled reactor shutdown
and during recovery from reactor trips.

d. At least one member of each operating shift shall be qualified to
implement necessary radiation protection procedures.

e. A licensed Senior Reactor Operator with no other concurrent operational
duties shall directly supervise: (a) irradiated fuel handling
and transfer activities onsite, and (b) all unirradiated fuel
handling and transfer activities to and from the Reactor Vessel.
NOTES:

1. The Shift Supervisor, or the Shift Foreman if a Shift Supervisor is
not assigned, shall have an NRC Senior Reactor Operator's License.

6-2
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2. Only cne licensed Control Room Operator shall be required per shift
during cold shutdown or refueling operations.

3. Shift Supervisor, Control Room Operator and Auxiliary Operator refer
to functions that are to be performed and do not refer to the title
of the individual. These functions may be performed by any individual
possessing the necessary licenses and qualifications.

6.3 STATION STAFF QUALIFICATIONS

6.3.1 Comprising the station staff shall be supervisory and professional
personnel encompassing the qualifications described in Section 4 of
ANSI-N18.1 (1971), "Selection and Training of Nuclear Power Plant
Personnel." ~

6.4 TRAINING

6.4.1 A retraining and replacement training program for the facility
staff shall be maintained under the direction of the Supervisor of
Training and shall meet or exceed the requirements and recommendations
of Section 5.5 of ANSI N18.1-1971 and Appendix "A" of 10 CFR Part 55.

6.5 REVIEW AND AUDIT

6.5.1 PLANT OPERATIONS REVIEW COMMITTEE (PORC)

FUNCTION

6.5.1.1 The Plant Operations Review Committee shall function to advise the
Unit Superintendent on all matters related to nuclear safety.

COMPOS ITION
6.5.1.2 The Plant Operations Review Committee shall be composed nf:

a) Unit Superintendent

b) Supervisor of Operations

c) Supervisor of Maintenance

d) Unit Electrical Engineer

e) Unit Mechanical Engineer

f) Unit Nuclear Engineer

g) Unit Instrument and Control Engineer

h) Supervisor of Radiation Protection and Chemistry

i)  PORC Chairman

i) Other plant engineers assigned by the Unit Superintendent

The Unit Superintendent shall designate the members, the
Chairman, and the Vice Chairman of the Plant Operations Review

Committee.
ALTERNATES

6.5.1.3 Alternate members shall be appointed in writing by the Unit
y Superintendent to serve on a temporary basis. For purposes of this
specification, a designated alternate shall be considered to have the
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Same responsibility and authority as a member when attending a
committee meeting in place of a member.

MEETING FREQUENCY

6.5.1.4 The Plant Operations Review Committee shall meet as required on
call by the Unit Superintendent, the Chairman of the
Committee or the General Office Review Board, but not less frequently
than once per month.

QUORUM

6.5.1.5 A quorum shall consist of four members, at least one of whom shall be
either the Chairman or Vice Chairman of the Committee. A quorum shall
not take credit for more than one alternate member.

RESPONSIBILITIES

6.5.1.6 The Plant Operations Review Committee shall be responsible for:

a. 1) Review of procedures and changes thereto in accordance with the
requirements of Section 6.8, and

2) review of evaluations of proposed changes to procedures to make
aa initial determination as to whether or not such proposed changes
involve an unreviewed safety question when so directed by the
Unit Superintendent.

NOTE: Initial determinations that proposed changes to procedures,
equipment or systems, and tests and experimeats did not
involve an unreviewed safety question shall be subsequently
reviewed by the Manager-Generation Engineering to verify
that the initial determination was correct. This review by
the Ma ager-Generation Engineering shall be documented.

b. 1) Review of ,roposed tests and experimencts, when directed by the
Unit Superintendent, to make an initial decermination
as to whether or not such tests or experiments may involve an
unreviewed safety question as defined in 50.59 (c), Parc 50,
Title 10, Code of Federal Regulations, and

2) review of the results of all tests and experiments conducted
pursuant to paragraph 50.59 (a), Part 50, Title 10, Code of
Federal Regulations.

€. Review of proposed changes to these Technical Specifications or licenses.

d. Review of all proposed changes or modifications to plant systems
Or equipment that affect nuclear safety as determined by the
Unit Superintendent.

e. 1) Review of reportable cccurrences under 6.6.2c and any violations of
these Technical Specifications or Operating License DPR-50, including
a4 report to the Met-Ed Manager-Generation Operations-Nuclear to the
Chairman of General Office Review Board, and to the Unit Superintendent
covering evaluation and recommendations to prevent rc.ec:urrenie4 9a§d ‘34
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2" review of violacions of applicable federal statu.es, codes,
regulations and internal station procedures and instructions
having nuclear safety significance.

f. Evaluating plant operations for and providing assistance in planning
future activities to the Unit Superintendent.

g. Perform special reviews and investigations and submit reports
the.eon as directed by the Manager-Generation Division,
the Manager-Generation Operations-Nuclear or Unit Superintendent.

h. Review of the Plant Security Plan and implementing procedures as
they relate to nuclear safety and shall submit recommended changes
to the Unit Superintendent.

i. Review of the Emergency Plan and implementing procedures and
shall submit recommended changes to the Unit Superintendent.

AUTHORITY
6.5.1.7 The Plant Operations Review Committee shall:

a. Recommend to the Unit Superintendent written approval or
-isapproval of items considered under 6.5.1.6(a) through (d) above.

b. If requested by the Unit Superintendent for 6.5.1.6(a) thrcugh (d)
and at all times for 6.5.1.6(e), render determinations with regard
to whether or not each item considercdi constitutes an unreviewed
safety question.

¢. Provide immediate written notification to the Manager-Generation Operatioms
Nuclear of any unresolvable disagreements between PORC and the Unit
Superintendent as they may relate to nuclear safety; however, the
Unit Superintendent shall have responsibility for resolu*ion of
such disagreements pursuant to 6.1.1 above.

Note: The Plant Operations Review Committee shall De advisory to the
Unit Superintendent. Nothing herein shall relieve the
Unit Superintendent of his responsibility for overall
safety of plant operations including taking immediate emergency
actions.

RECORDS
6.5.1.8 The Plant Operations Review Committee shall maintain at the station
written minutes of each meeting and copies shall be provided to the

Unit Superiatendent, Manag.:.-lc-eration Operations-Nuclear, Manager-
Generation Engineering, and the General Office Review Board Secretary.

6.5.2.A MET-ED CORPORATE TECHNICAL SUPPORT STAFF

ORGANIZATION

6.5.2.A.1 The organization of the Met-Ed Corporate Technical Support Staff
is as shown on Figure 6-1 and consists of the Manager-Generation
Operations Nuclear, Manager-Generation
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Engineering, Ma..ger-Generation Maintenance, Manager-Operational
Quality Assurance and their staff. The Corporate Technical Support
Staff shall collectively have the competence required by ANSI-N18.7-
1972, Standard for Administrative Contr:ls for Nuclear Power Plants,
Section 4.2.2 or the Manager-Generat.on Division shall insure that
deficiencies can be readily compensated for through the use of
outside groups such as GPU Service Corporation staff, consultants,
or vendors.

RESPONSIBILITY

6.5.2.A.2 In its concern with the more detailed issues ‘rather than the broad issues)
of nuclear safety, it shall be the responsibility of the Met-Ed Corporate
Technical Support Staff to:

a. Review evaluations of proposed changes to procedures, equipment
or systems and tests and experiments (including their results)
which were accomplished pursuant to 6.1.1.a.2 and 6.1.1.a.3 to
verify that an unreviewed safety question was not involved.

b. Control of design changes to equipment or systems having nuclear
safety significance as defined in Section 2.2.19 of ANSI-N18.7~
1972, including verifying that such proposed changes do not
constitute unreviewed safety questions or Technical Specification
changes.

c. Specifying tests that must be performed following a design
change to demonstrate that safety related structures, components,
and systems meet Technical Specificatioun requirements.

d. Review of proposed changes to these Technical Specifications and
Operating License DPR-50.

e. Review of violations of applicable federal statutes, codes,
regulations, orders, and internal station procedures and
instructions having nuclear safety significance.

f. Review of reportable occurrences, and violations of these
Technical Specifications and Operating License DPR-50.

8. Review of station performance records of significant operating
abnormalities or deviations from normal and expected performance
of plant equipment.

h. Review of indicatir.s of an wmanticipated deficiency in some
aspect of design or operation of nuclear safety related
structures, components or systems, including confirmation of
determinations regarding whether they invoive unreviewed safety
questions, or reportable occurrences.

i. Review of events covered under 6.5.2.A.2.d, e, £, and g shall
include reporting to the Manager-Generation Division, Unit
Superintendent, and other appropriate members of management
on the results of investigations and recommendations to prevent
or reduce the probability of recurrence.

J. Development, dir.ction and overall coordination of Operational
Quality Assura.ce activities.
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k. Periodically audit the areas listed below to verify compliance
with the Three Mile Island (perating Quality Assurance Plan,
internal rules and procedures, federal regulations, and operating
license provisions:

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)

10)

The 18 Critiera of 10CFR50, Appendix B
Normal Station Operation

Inservice Inspection

Refueling

Radiological Controls

Station Maintenance

Technical Specificatiows

Training and Qualifications of Station Staff
Emergency Plan

Industrial Security Program

In performing these audits, written procedures and/or checklists
shall be used. As a minimum, each area shall be audited at least
once every two years.
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AUDITS

6.5.2.A.3 Audits shall periodically be conducted under the direction of the
Manager-Operational Quality Assurance to verify compliance of plant
opevations with aspects of the Three Mile Island Operating Quality
Assurance Plan, including verification of compliance with applicable
internal rules and procedures; federal regulations and operating
license provisions; training qualifications and performance of
operating staff. Audits of the Industrial Security Program and the
Emergency Plan shall also be conducted at periodic intervals not
to exceed two years. In performing these audits, written procedures
and/or check lists shall be used and written reports of such
audits shall be issued.

AUTHORITY

6.5.2.A.4 The Met-Ed Corporate Technical Support Staff was approved by the
Company President. The Company President has assigned to the
llanager-Generation Division resprnsibility for the overall effectiveness
of the corporate technical support and plant organizations and the
Three Mile Island Operating Quality Assurance Plan. The Mancger-
Generation Division fulfills this responsibility by delegating the
appropriate authority to the Met-Ed Corporate Technical Support
Staff. The Manager-Generation Divisior shall issue instructions
and procedures which delineate the responsibilities and ithority
of the various managers who report to him.

REPORTS TO MANAGEMENT AND THE GENERAL OFFICE REVIEW BOARD

6.5.2.A.5 Reports shall be made to management and the General Office Review
Board as follows:

a. The Manager-Generation Division shall report to the Company
President any problems identified by the Gemneration Division
staff which require the President's administrative corrective
action, together with appropriate recommendations.

b. Any reportable occurrence or item involving an unreviewed nuclear
safety question which is identified by the Corporate Techmical
Support Staff review shall be brought to the attention of the
Manager-Generation Division, and the General Office Review Board
if it has not been previously reported by the Plant Operations
Review Committee or Unit Superintendent.

c. Written reports of audits performed pursuant to 6.5.2.A.3
shall be submitted to the Manager-Generation Division and the
Chairman, General Office Review Board.

6.5.2.B GENERAL OFFICE REVIEW BOARD (GORB)

FUNCTION

6.5.2.B.1 In its concern with the broader issues (rather than the detailed issues)
of nuclear safety, it shall be the primary responsibility of the General
Office Review Board to:

a. Foresee potentially significant nuclear and radiation safety problems
and to recommend to the President of Met-Ed how they may be avoided.
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b

- Periodicall review the Generation Division .dit program to
assure that audits are being accomplished in accordance with
requirements of Technical Specifications and ANSI-18.7-1972
Standard for Administrative Controls for Nuclear Power Plants.

COMPOSITION
6.5.2.8.2 a. The Chairman and Vice Chairman shall be appointed by
the Company President.

b. The Chairman shall designate a minimum of 1. ir additional
members. No more than a minority of the committee shall
have line responsibility for day-to-day operation of Three
Mile Island Nuclear Station.

¢. Members of the General Office Review Board shall possess
extensive experience in their individual specialties and
collectively have the competence set forth in ANSI-N18.7-1972,
Standard fo: auministrative Controls for Nuclear Power
Plants, Section 4.2.2.2.

ALTERNATES

6.5.2.B.3 Alternate members shall be appointed in writing by the Chairman or

Vice Chairman of the General Office Review Board to serve on a
tewporary basis; however, no more than two alternates shall participate
in Review Board activities at any one time.

CONSULTANTS

6.5.2.B.4

Consultants shall “e utilized as determined by the Chairman and Vice
Chairman of the General Office Review Board to provide expert advice
to the Review Board.

MEETING FREQUENCY

6.5.2.B.5

QUORUM
6.5.2.B.€

REVIEW

6.5.2.B.7

The General Office Review Board shall meet at least once per calendar
quarter during the initial year of facility operation following fuel
loading and at least once per six months thereafter.

A quorum for formal meetings saall have no less than a majoricy

of the principals or duly appointed alternates and shail include the
Chairman or Vice Chairman. No more than a minority of the quorum
shall hold line responsibility for day-to-day operations of the
Three Mile Island Nuclear Station. A quorum shall not take credit
for more than two alternate members.

The General Office Review Board shall review as is consistent with
its responsibilities:

a. Proposed changes to procedures, equipment or systems referred to the

Co

mmittee by the Plant Operations Review Committee, the Uni=

Superintendent, the Manager-Generation Engineering, or the
Manager-Generation Operations-Nuclear.
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8.
h.

AUDITS

Proposed tests . experiments referred to the ¢ aittee by the
Plant Operations Review Committee, the Unit Superintendent,

the Manager-Generation Engineering, or the Manager-Generation
Operations Nuclear.

Proposed changes in and violations of these Technical Specifications or
Operating License DPR-50.

Operating abnormalities and deficiencies in some aspect of design
or operation of nuclear safety related equipment which involves an
unreviewed nuclear safety question.

l4-Day and 30-Day Reportabie Occurrences.

Adequacy of the Plant Operations Review Ccamittee's and the Met-Ed
Corporate Technical Support Staff's determinations concernling
unreviewed safety questions.

Audits and audit program of the Generat.on Division.

Adequacy of Plant Operations Review Committee minutes,

6.5.2.B.8 The General Office Review Board shall perform periodic reviews of

the Operat.onal Quality Assurance audit program to insure that
audits are being accomplished in accordance with the requirements
of these Technical Specifications and ANSI-18.7-1972, "Standard
for Administrative Controls for Nuclear Power Plants." Special
reviews, audits and investigations shall also be conducted as
requested by the Company President cr as deemed necessary to
confirm the adequate functioning of the station and corporate
technical staffs.

AUTHORITY

6.5.2.8B.9 The General Office Review Board shall be advisory to the Company

RECORDS

President.

Written administrative procedures for committee operation shall be
prepared and maintained. These procedures sha'l describe the
requirements for submittal and content of presentations to the
committee, provisions for use of subcommittees, review and approval
by members of written committee evaluations and recommendations,
dissemination and approval of minutes, and other appropriate matters.

6.5.2.B.10 Records of General Office Review Board activities shall be prepared,

approved and distributed as indicated below:

Minutes shall be recorded and approved for all meetings of the

General Office Review Joard. Copies of the minutes shall be forwarded

to the members, Company President, Manager-Generation Division, Unit
Superintendent, the Chairman of the Plant Operations Review Committe., the

Manager-Generation Operations-Nuclear, and such others as the Chairman
may designate.
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b. As appropriate, wne Chairman of the General Office Review Board shall

by letter to the Company President within 14 days following completion
of the review:

1) Recommend actions that should be taken on proposed changes to these
Technical Specifications or Operating License DPR-50.

2) Recommend actions that should be taken on proposed tests, facility
changes, procedure changes, or operating abnormalities which
they have reviewed by referral or upon their own initiative.

3) Recommend to the Company President appropriate action to prevent
recurrence of reportable occurrences or to improve the effectiveness
of the plant and corporate organization.

6.6 REPORTABLE OCCURRENCE ACTION

6.6.1 The following actions shall be taken in the event of an l4-~day reportable

occurrence:

Each occurrence shall be reported immediately to the Manager-Generation
Operations-Nuclear, Unit Superintendent, and the Manager-Generation
Division and shall be reviewed promptly by the Plant Operations Review
Committee. This committee shall prepare a separate report for each
occurrence which shall include an evaluation of the cause of the
occurrence and recommendations for appropriate action to prevent or
minimize the probability of a repetition of the occurrence. Copies of
all such reports shall be submitted to the Unit Superintendent, General
Office Review Board, and the Manager-Generati-n Operations-Nuclear.

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission Regional Office shall be notified by
telephone within 24 hours and confirmed by telegram, mailgram, or
facsimile transmission no later than the first working day following
the occurrence.

A written report shall be submitted to the Director, Division of Reactor
Licensing and the Director of the Regional Office, of the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission within two ..eks following the occurrence.

6.6.2 The fcllowing actions shall be taken in the event of a 30-day reportable

occuri'ence:

Any 30-day reportable occurrence shall be reported promptly to the Unit
Superintendent, Manager-Generation Cperations-Nuclear, and the Manager
Generation Division. A seperate written report for each occurrence

shall be prepared and shall include a description of the occurrence,

the cause of the occurrence, (and appropriate corrective action to)

prevent or minimize the probability of repetition of the occurrence.

Copies of all such reports shall be submitted to the Unit Superintendent,
llanager-Generation Operations-Nuclear, and the Manager Generation Division.

Written reports required under 6.6.2a shall be prepared by the Plant
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