Docket No¢ 50-336)

Mr. W. G. Counsil, Vice President
Nuclear Engineering & Operations
Northeast Nuclear Energy Company
P. 0. Box 270

Hartford, Connecticut 06101

Dear Mr. Counsil:

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment No. 70 to Facility
Operating License No. DPR-65 for Millstone Nuclear Power Station, Unit

No. 2. This amendment consists of changes to the Technical Specifications
(TS) in response to your application dated October 26, 1978.

The changes to the TS incorporate the inservice inspection (ISI) and
inservice test (IST) requirements of ASME Code Class 1, 2 and 3 (T.S.
4.0.5) and removes the outmoded requirements in the present T.S. 3.4.10
and 4.4.10. These ISI/IST requirements in the form of the Standard
Technical Specifications (STS) are being issued to other licensees.

In the October 26, 1978 application, you proposed that T.S. 3/4 4.10

on Structural Integrity be modified to contain ISI requirements only.

The staff approach has been to place a more general requirement in the

STS applicability section (T.S. 3/4.0). These general requirements
simply state that ISI and IST of ASME Class 1, 2 and 3 components shall

be performed in accordance with Section XI of the ASME Boiler and Pressure
Vessel Code and applicable Addenda. This is in accordance with 10 CFR 50,

Section 50.55a(g) and is, therefore, acceptable to the NRC staff. However,

in discussions with your staff, two problems with the STS requirements
were identified. These problems have been solved -to the satisfaction
of both staffs in the following manner.

1. Conflicting T.S. Requirements - With the issuance of STS 4.0.5,
there will be some conflicts between other T.S. surveillance
requirements on individual systems and Section XI of the ASME
B and PV Code. Obviously, the most restrictive surveillance
requirement must be met. Your staff has agreed to make appli-
cation for T.S. changes as necessary at their convenience.

2. Interim Relief from Code Requirements - In our letter of May 11,
1979, relief was granted, pending completion of our detailed
review, from selected ASME Code requirements found to be

____impractical pursuant to 10 CFR 50.55a(g) in accordance with
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Mr. W, G, counsil

your applications dated October 26, 1978 and January 25, 1979,
Since then, two additional requests for relief from ASME Code
requirements have been received for the ISI/IST program at
Millstone, Unit Ho. 2,

Based on our preliminary review, we find that it is impractical
within the limitations of design, geometry and materials of cone
struction of components, for you to meet the specified ASME Code
requirements from which you have requested relief in your two
letters of May 1, 1981 and that imposition of those requirements
would result in hardships or unusual difficulties without a com-
pensating increase in the level of quality or safety., We find,
further, that releif on an interim basis and pending completion of
our detailed review, is authorized by law, will not endanger 1life
or properiy or the common defense and security and is in the public
interest giving due consideration to the burden on the licensee that
could result if the relief is not granted, Therefore, pursuant to
10 CFR §50.55a(g)(6){1), we hereby grant relief, on an interim basis
pending completion of our detailed review, from those inservice
ingpection and testing requirements of the ASME Code that you
requested by the two letters of May 1, 1981,

With the above resolution of the two problems, your staff has agreed
to the STS version of the ISIZIST program requirements, HWe find the
modified proposed T.S. acceptable.

We have evaluated the potential for environmental impact of plant operation
in accordance with the enclosed amendment. The amendment applies to adminis-
trative details. Therefore, we have determined that it does not authorize

a change in effluent types or total amounts nor an increase in power level,
and will not result in any significant environmental impact. Having made
thie determination, we have further concluded that the amendment involves

an action which is insignificant from the standpoint of environmental

impact and pursuant to 10 CFR §51.5(d)(4) that an environmental impact
statement, negative declaration or environmental impact appraisal need

not be prepared in connection with the issuance of this amendment.

Since the amendment applies only to administrative details, it does not
involve significant new safety information of a type not considered by

a previous Commission safety review of the facility. It does not involve
a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident,
does not involve a significant decrease in a safety amrgin, and therefore
does not involve a significant hazards consideration. We have also
concluded that there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety
of the pubTic will not be endangered by this action.
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Mr. ¥, G. Counsil

Copies of the related Notice of Issuance and Granting of Relief are

also enclosed,

Enclosures:

1. Amendment No, n(

DPR-£5

Sincerely,

Original signed by

Rabert A. Clark

Robert A, Clark, Chief
Operating Reactors Branch #3
Division of Licensing

s
to

2. Notice of Issuance
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See next page
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Northeast Nuclear Energy Company

cc:

William H. Cuddy, Esquire
Day, Berry & Howard
Counselors at Law

One Constitution Plaza
Hartford, Connecticut 06103

Anthony Z. Roisman

Natural Resources Defense Council
917 15th Street, N.W.

Washington, D. C. 20005

Mr. Lawrence Bettencourt, First Selectman
Town of Waterford

Hall of Records - 200 Boston Post Road
Waterford, Connecticut 06385

Northeast Nuclear Energy Company
ATTN: Superintendent
Millstone Plant
Post Office Box 128
Waterford, Connecticut 06385

Waterford Public Library
Rope Ferry Road, Route 156
Waterford, Connecticut 06385

Director, Criteria and Standards Division
Office of Radiation Programs (ANR-460)
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Washington, D. C. 20460

U. S. Environmental Protection Agnecy
Region I Office

ATTN: EIS COORDINATOR

John F. Kennedy Federal Building
Boston, Massachusetts 02203

Northeast Utilities Service Company
ATTN: Mr. James R. Himmelwright
Nuclear Engineering and Operations
P. 0. Box 270
Hartford, Connecticut 06101

.

Mr. John Shedlosky

Resident Inspector/Millstone
c/o U.S.N.R.C.

P. 0. Drawer KK

Niantic, CT 06357

Mr. Charles Brinkman

Manager - Washington Nuclear
Operations

C-E Power Systems

Combustion Engineering, Inc.

4853 Cordell Aven., Suite A-]

Bethesda, MD 20014

cc w/enclosure(s) and incoming
dtd:

Connecticut Energy Agency
ATTN: Assistant Director, Research
and Policy Development
Department of Planning and Energy
Policy
20 Grand Street
Hartford, CT 06106
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION Béil‘;{sgmm
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555 ORB#3 Rdg
PMKreutzer

. Docket No. 50-336

Docketing and Service Section
Office of the Secretary of the Commission

SUBJECT: HNORTHEAST NUCLEAR ENERGY COMPANY, ET, AL.
Millstone Nuclear Power Station

Two signed originals of the Federal Register Notice identified below are enclosed for your transmittal
to the Office of the Federal Register for publication. Additional conformed copies ( 12 ) of the Notice
are enclosed for your use.

[ Notice of Receipt of Application for Construction Permit(s) and Operating License(s).

[J Notice of Receipt of Partial Application for Construction Permit(s) and Facility License(s): Time for
Submission of Views on Antitrust Matters.

O Notice of Availability of Applicant's Environmental Report.

O Notice of Proposed Issuance of Amendment to Facility Operating License.

U Notice of Receipt of Application for Facility License(s); Notice of Availability of Applicant’s
Environmental Report; and Notice of Consideration of Issuance of Facility License(s) and Notice
of Opportunity for Hearing.

1 Notice of Availability of NRC Draft/Final Environmental Statement.

O Notice of Limited Work Authorization.

O Notice of Availability of Safety Evaluation Report.

0J Notice of Issuance of Construction Permit(s).

0 Notice of Issuance of Facility Operating License(s) or Amendment(s). T

X3 Other: _Amendment Mo, 70,
Referenced documents have been provided PDR.

Division of Licensing, ORB#3

. . . . Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
Enclosure: "~ - s RS SRR e .
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

NORTHEAST NUCLEAR ENERGY COMPANY

THE CONNECTICUT LIGHT AND POWER COMPANY

THE HARTFORD ELECTRIC LIGHT COMPANY

THE WESTERN MASSACHUSETTS ELECTRIC COMPANY

DOCKET NO. 50-336

MILLSTONE NUCLEAR POWER STATION, UMIT NO. 2

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No. 70
License No. DPR-65

Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) has found that:

The application for amendment by Northeast Nuclear Energy
Company (the licensee) dated October 26, 1978, complies
with the standards and requirements of the Atomic Energy
Act of 1954, as amended (the Act) and the Commission's
rules and regulations set forth in 10 CFR Chapter I;

The facility will operate in conformity with the application,
the provisions of the Act, and the rules and regulations of
the Commission;

There is reasonable assurance (i) that the activities authorized
by this amendment can be conducted without endangering the

health and safety of the public, and (ii) that such activities
will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations;

The issuance of this amendment will not be fnimical to the
common defense and security or to the health and safety of the
public; and

The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR
Part 51 of the Commission's regulations and all applicable
requirements have been satisfied.

810701



2. Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license
amendment, and paragraph 2.C.(2) of Facility Operating License
No. DPR-65 is hereby amended to read as follows:

(2) Technical Specifications

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices

A and B, as revised through Amendment No. 70, are
hereby incorporated in the license. The licensee shall
operate the facility in accordance with the Technical
Specifications.

3. This license amendment is effective as of the date of its issuance.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

~. //) 3 -
1\f;—!\,&- A G/ ( G
obert A. Clark, Chief
Operating Reactors Branch No. 3

Division of Licensing

Attachment:
Changes to the Technical
Specifications

Date of Issuance: July 1, 1981



ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO. 70

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-65

DOCKET NO. 50-336

Replace the following pages of the Appendix A Technical Specifications
with the enclosed pages. The revised pages are jdentified by amendment
number and contain vertical lines indicating the area of change. The
corresponding overleaf pages are also provided to maintain document
completeness.

Pages
3/4 0-2
3/4 0-3 (add new page)
3/4 4-22
3/4 4-23
3/4 4-24
3/4 4-25 (deleted)
3/4 4-26 {deleted)
3/4 4-27 (deleted)
3/4 4-28 (deleted)
3/4 4-29 (deleted)
3/4 4-30 (deleted)
3/4 4-31 (deleted)
3/4 4-32 (deleted)
3/4 4-33 (deleted)
B 3/4 0-4 (add new page)
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3/4 LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION AND SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

3/4.0 APPLICABILITY

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

3.0.1 Compliance with the Limiting Conditions for Operation contained in the
succeeding specifications is required during the QPERATIONAL MODES or other
conditions specified therein; except that upon failure to meet the Limiting
Conditions for Operation, the associated ACTION requirements shall be met.

3.0.2 Noncompliance with a specification shall exist when the reguirements of
the Limiting Condition for Operation and associated ACTION requirements are
not met within the specified time intervals. If the Limiting Condition for
Operation is restored prior to expiration of the specified time intervals,
completion of the ACTION requirements is not required.

3.0.3 When a Limiting Condition for Operation is not met, except as provided

in the associated ACTION requirements, within one hour ACTION shall be initiated
to place the unit in a MODE in which the specification does not apply by placing
it, as applicable, in:

1. At least HOT STANDBY within the next 6 hours,
2. At least HOT SHUTDOWN within the following 6 hours, and
3. At least COLD SHUTDOWN within the subsequent 24 hours.

Where corrective measures are completed that permit operation under the ACTION
requirements, the ACTION may be taken in accordance with the specified time
Timits as measured from the time of failure to meet the Limiting Condition for
Operation. Exceptions to these requirements are stated in the individual
specifications.

3.0.4 Entry into an OPERATIONAL MODE or other specified condition shall not
be made unless the conditions of the Limiting Condition for Operation are met
without reliance on provisions contained in the ACTION requirements. This
provision shall not prevent passage through OPERATIONAL MODES as required to
comply with ACTION requirements. Exceptions to these requirements are stated

in the individual specifications.

3.0.5 When a system, suybsystem, train, component or device is determined to
be inoperable solely because its emergency power source is inoperable, or
solely because its normal power source is inoperable, it may be considered
OPERABLE for the purpose of satisfying the requirements of its applicable
Limiting Condition for Operation, provided: (1) its corresponding normal or
emergency power source is OPERABLE; and (2) all of its redundant system(s),
subsystem(s), train(s), component(s) and device(s) are OPERABLE, or likewise
satisfy the requirements of this specification. Unless both conditions (1)
and (2) are satisfied within 2 hours, ACTION shall be initiated to place the
unit in a MODE in which the applicable Limiting Condition for Operation does
not apply by placing it, as applicable, in:

MILLSTONE - UNIT 2 - 3/4 0-1 Amendment No. 62
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APPLICABILITY

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION (Continued)

1. At least HOT STANDBY within the next 6 hours,
2. At least HOT SHUTDOWN within the following 6 hours, and
3. At least COLD SHUTDOWN within the subsequent 24 hours.

This specification is not applicable in MODES 5 or 6.

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

4.0.1 Surveillance Requirements shall be applicable during the OPERATIONAL
MODES or other conditions specified for individual Limiting Conditions for
Operation unless otherwise stated in an individual Surveillance Requirement.

A.0.2 Each Surveillance Requirement shall be performed within the specified
time interval with:

a. A maximum allowable extension not to exceed 25% of the surveillance
interval, and

b. The combined time interval for any 3 consecutive surveillance intervals
not to exceed 3.25 times the specified surveillance interval.

4.0.3 Failure to perform a Surveillance Requirement within the specified time
jnterval shall constitute a failure to meet the OPERABILITY requirements for a
Limiting Condition for Operation. Exceptions to these requirements are stated
in the individual specifications. Surveillance Requirements do not have to be
performed on inoperable equipment.

4.0.4 Entry into an OPERATIONAL MODE or other specified condition shall not
be made unless the Surveillance Requirement(s) associated with the Limiting
Condition for Operation have been performed within the stated surveillance
interval or as otherwise specified.

4.0.5 Surveillance Requirements for inservice inspection and testing of ASME
Code Class 1, 2 and 3 components shall be applicable as follows:

a. Inservice inspection of ASME Code Class 1, 2 and 3 components and
inservice testing ASME Code Class 1, 2 and 3 pumps and valves shall
be performed in accordance with Section XI of the ASME Boiler and
Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda as required by 10 CFR 50,
Section 50.55a(g), except where specific written relief has been
granted by the Commission pursuant to 10 CFR 50, Section 50.55a(g)

(6)(1).

MILLSTONE - UNIT 2 3/4 0-2 Amendment No. B&s 70
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APPLICABILITY

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (Continued)

b. Surveillance intervals specified in Section XI of the ASME Boiler
and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda for the inservice
inspection and testing activities required by the ASME Boiler and
Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda shall be applicable
as follows in these Technical Specifications:

ASME Boiler and Pressure

Vessel Code and applicable Required frequencies for
Addenda terminology for performing inservice
inservice inspection and inspection and testing
testing activities activities
Weekly At least once per 7 days
Monthly At least once per 31 days
Quarterly or every 3 months At least once per 92 days
Semiannually or every 6 months At least once per 184 days
Yearly or annually At least once per 366 days

¢. The provisions of Specification 4.0.2 are applicable to the above
required frequencies for performing inservice inspection and
testing activities.

d.. Performance of the above inservice inspection and testing activities
shall be in addition to other specified Surveillance Requirements.

e. Nothing in the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code shall be
construed to supersede the requirements of any Technical Specifica-

tion.

MILLSTONE - UNIT 2 3/4 0-3 Amendment No. 70




REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

4.4.9.3.1

d.

Each PORV shall be demonstrated OPERABLE by:

Performance of a CHANNEL FUNCTIONAL TEST on the PORV actuation
channel, but excluding valve operation, within 31 days prior to
entering a condition in which the PORV is required OPERABLE and
at least once per 31 days thereafter when the PORV is required
OPERABLE.

Performance of a CHANNEL CALIBRATION on the PORV actuation
channel at least once per 18 months.

Verifying the PORV isolation valve is open at least once per
72 hours when the PORV is being used for overpressure protection.

Testing in accordance with the inservice test requirements
for ASME Category C valves pursuant to Subsection IWV-3510
of Section XI of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code
1974 Edition, and Addenda through Summer 1975.

4.4,9.3.2 The RCS vent(s) shall be verified to be open at least once
per 12 hours* when the vent(s) is being used for overpressure protection.

*Except when the vent pathway is provided with a valve which is locked,
sealed, or otherwise secured in the open position, then verify these
valves open at least once per 31 days.

MILLSTONE - UNIT 2 3/4 4-21b Amendment No. 50
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REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM

STRUCTURAL INTEGRITY

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

3.4.10 The structural integrity of ASME Code Class 1, 2 and 3 components
shall be maintained in accordance with Specification 4.4.10.

APPLICABILITY: ALL MODES

ACTION:

a. With the structural integrity of any ASME Code Class 1 component(s)
not conforming to the above requirements, restore the structural
integrity of the affected component(s) to within its limit or
isolate the affected component(s) prior_to increasing the Reactor
Coolant System temperature more than 50°F above the minimum
temperature required by NDT considerations.

b. With the structural integrity of any ASME Code Class 2 component(s)
not conforming to the above requirements, restore the structural
integrity of the affected component(s) to within its limit or
isolate the affected component(s) prgor to increasing the Reactor
Coolant System temperature above 200°F.

c. With the structural integrity of any ASME Code Class 3 component(s)
not conforming to the above requirements, restore the structural
integrity of the affected component to within its limit or isolate
the affected component from service.

d. The provisions of Specification 3.0.4 are not applicable.

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

4.4.10 In addition to the inspection requirements .for ASME Code Classes 1, 2
and 3 components delineated in Specification 4.0.5, each Reactor Coolant Pump
flywheel shall be inspected per the recommendations of Regulatory Position
C.4.b of Regulatory Guide 1.14, Revision 1, August 1975.

MILLSTONE - UNIT 2 3/4 4-22 Amendment No. 70




REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM

CORE BARREL MOVEMENT

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

3.4.11 Core barrel movement shall be 1imited to less than the Amplitude
Probability Distribution (APD) and Spectral Analysis (SA) Alert Levels
for the applicable THERMAL POWER level.

APPLICABILITY: MODE 1.

ACTION:

a. With the APD exceeding its applicable Alert Level, measure
and process a spectral analysis within 48 hours. The APD
Alert and Action Levels may be adjusted to reflect changes in
RMS noise level resulting from neutronic effects.

b. With the SA exceeding its applicable Alert Levels, POWER
OPERATION may proceed provided the following actions are
taken:

1. APD shall be measured and processed at least once
per 24 hours.

2. SA shall be measured within 48 hours and at least once
per 7 days thereafter; SA shall be processed at least
once per 7 days. The APD Alert and Action Levels may be
adjusted to reflect changes in RMS noise level resulting
from neutronic effects.

3. A Special Report, identifying the cause(s) for exceeding
the applicable Alert Level, shall be prepared and sub-
mitted to the Commission pursuant to Specification
6.9.2 within 30 days of detection.

c. With the APD and/or SA exceeding their applicable Action
Levels, measure and process APD and SA data within 24 hours
to determine if the core barrel motion is exceeding its limits.
With the core barrel motion exceeding its limits, reduce the
core barrel motion to within its Action Levels within the next
24 hours or be in HOT STANDBY within the following 6 hours.

MILLSTONE - UNIT 2 ' 3/4 4-23 Amendment No. 3Y. 70



REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM

ACTION: (Continued)

d. With the APD and/or SA data processing equipment inoperable,
perform the required monitoring and data processing within
the next 7 days or be in at least HOT STANDBY within the

next 6 hours.

SURVETLLANCE REQUIREMENTS

4.4.11.1 Baseline Monitoring Core barrel movement Alert Levels and
Action Levels, as determined by APD and SA monitoring of the excore
neutron detectors, shall be determined at nominal THERMAL POWER levels
of 20%, 50%, 80% and 100% of RATED THERMAL POWER during the reactor
startup test program; these Alert Levels and Action Levels shall be
reported in a Special Report pursuant to Specification 6.9.2 within

31 days after initially reaching 100% of RATED THERMAL POWER.

4.4.11.2 Routine Monitoring Core barrel movement shall be determined
to be Tess than the APD and SA Alert lLevels by using the excore neutron
detectors to measure APD and SA at the following frequencies:

a. APD data shall be measured and processed at least once per 7 days.

b. SA data shall be measured and processed at least once per
31 days.

MILLSTONE - UNIT 2 3/4 4-24 Amendment No. 3V, 70



APPLICABILITY

BASES

(as must be the components supplied by the emergency power source) and all
redundant systems, subsystems, trains, components and devices in the other
division must be OPERABLE, or likewise satisfy Specification 3.0.5 (i.e., be
capable of performing their design functions and have an emergency power source
OPERABLE). In other words, both emergency power sources must be OPERABLE and
411 redundant systems, subsystems, trains, components and devices in both
divisions must also be OPERABLE. If these conditions are not satisfied, action
is required in accordance with this specification.

In MODES 5 or 6 Specification 3.0.5 is not applicable, and thus the
individual ACTION statements for each applicable Limiting Condition for
Operation in these MODES must be adhered to.

4.0.1 This specification provides that surveillance activities necessary
to insure the Limiting Conditions for Operation are met and will be performed
during the OPERATIONAL MODES or other conditions for which the Limiting Condi-
tions for Operation are applicable. Provisions for additional surveillance
activities to be performed without regard to the applicable OPERATIOHAL MODES
br other conditions are provided in the jndividual Surveillance Reguirements.
Surveillance Requirements for Special Test Exceptions need only be performed
when the Special Test Exception is being utilized as an exception to an
individual specification.

4.0.2 The provisions of this specification provide allowable tolerances
for performing surveillance activities beyond those specified in the nominal
surveillance interval. These tolerances are necessary to provide operational
flexibility because of scheduling and performance considerations. The phrase
"at least" associated with a surveillance frequency does not negate this
allowable tolerance value and permits the performance of more frequent
surveillance activities.

The tolerance values, taken either individually or consecutively over

3 test intervals, are sufficiently restrictive to ensure that the reliability
associated with the surveillance activity is not significantly degraded beyond
that obtained from the nominal specified interval.

4.0.3 The provisions of this specification set forth the criteria for
determination of compliance with the OPERABILITY requirements of the Limiting
Conditions for Operation. Under this criteria, equipment, systems or compo-
nents are assumed to be OPERABLE if the associated surveillance activities
have been satisfactorily performed within the specified time interval.
Nothing in this provision is to be construed as defining equipment, systems
or components OPERABLE, when such jtems are found or known to be inoperable
although still meeting the Surveillance Requirements.

MILLSTONE - Unit 2 B 3/4 0-3 Amendment No. 62
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APPLICABILITY

BASES

4.0.4 This specification ensures that the surveillance activities
associated with a Limiting Condition for Operation have been performed within
the specified time interval prior to entry into an OPERATIONAL MODE or other
applicable condition. The intent of this provision is to ensure that surveillance
activities have been satisfactorily demonstrated on a current basis as required
to meet the OPERABILITY requirements of the Limiting Condition for Operation.

Under the terms of this specification, for example, during initial plant
startup or following extended plant outages, the applicable surveillance
activities must be performed within the stated surveillance interval prior to
placing or returning the system or equipment to OPERABLE status.

4.0.5 This specification ensures that inservice inspection of ASME Code
Class 1, 2 and 3 components and inservice testing of ASME Code Class 1, 2 and
3 pumps and valves will be performed in accordance with a periodically updated
version of Section XI of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and Addenda
as required by 10 CFR 50.55a. Relief from any of the above requirements has
been provided in writing by the Commission and is not a part of these Technical
Specifications.

This specification includes a clarification of the frequencies for perform-
ing the inservice inspection and testing activities required by Section XI of
the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda. This clarifica-
tion is provided to ensure consistency in surveillance intervals throughout these
Technical Specifications and to remove any ambiguities relative to the frequencies
for performing the required inservice inspection and testing activities.

Under the terms of this specification, the more restrictive requirements of
the Technical Specifications take precedence over the ASME Boiler and Pressure
Vessel Code and applicable Addenda. For example, the requirements of Specifica-
tion 4.0.4 to perform surveillance activities prior to entry into an OPERATIONAL
MODE or other specified applicability condition takes precedence over the ASME
Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code provision which allows pumps to be tested up to
one week after return to normal operation. And for example, the Technical
Specification definition of OPERABLE does not grant a grace period before a
device that is not capable of performing its specified function is declared
inoperable and takes precedence over the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code
provision which allows a valve to be incapable of performing its specified
function for up to 24 hours before being declared inoperable.

MILLSTONE - UNIT 2 B 3/4 0-4 Amendment No. 70




REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM

BASES

for piping, pumps and valves. Below this temperature, the system pressure
must be 1imited to a maximum of 20% of the system's hydrostatic test
pressure of 3125 psia.

The number of reactor vessel irradiation surveillance specimens and
the frequencies for removing and testing these specimens are provided in
Table 4.4-3 to assure compliance with the requirements of Appendix H
to 10 CFR Part 50.

The limitations imposed on the pressurizer heatup and cooldown rates
and spray water temperature differential are provided to assure that the
pressurizer is operated within the design criteria assumed for the fati-
gue analysis performed in accordance with the ASME Code requirements.

The OPERABILITY of two PORVs or an RCS vent opening of greater than
1.3 square inches ensures that the RCS will be protected from pressure
transients which could exceed the 1imits of Appendix G to 10 CFR Part 50
when one or more of the RCS cold legs are < 275°F. Either PORV has
adequate relieving capability to protect the RCS from overpressurization
when the transient is limited to either (1) the start of an idle RCP
with the secondary water temperature of the steam generator < 43°F
(31°F when measured by a surface contact instrument) above the coolant
temperature in the reactor vessel or (2) the start of a HPSI pump and
jts injection into a water solid RCS.

3/4.4.10 STRUCTURAL INTEGRITY

The inservice inspection and testing programs for ASME Code Class 1, 2
and 3 components ensure that the structural integrity and operational readiness
of these components will be maintained at an acceptable lTevel throughout the
life of the plant. These programs are in accordance with Section XI of the
ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda as required by
10 CFR Part 50.55a{g) except where specific written relief has been granted by
the Commission pursuant to 10 CFR Part 50.55a(g)(6)(i).
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REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM

BASES

3/4.4.11 CORE BARREL MOVEMENT

This specification is provided to ensure early detection of excessive
core barrel movement if it should occur. Neutron noise levels are used to
continually monitor core support barrel (CSB) motion. Change in motion is
manifested as changes in the four excore neutron detector signals. Base-
1line core barrel movement Alert Levels and Action Levels at nominal
THERMAL POWER Tevels of 20%, 50%, 80% and 100% of RATED THERMAL POWER will
be determined during the reactor startup test program.

Data from these detectors is to be reduced in two forms. RMS values
are computed from the Amplitude Probability Density (APD) of the signal
amplitude. These RMS magnitudes include variations due both to various
neutronic effects and internals motion. Consequently, these signals alone
can only provide a gross measure of CSB motion. A more accurate assessment
of CSB motion is obtained from the Auto and Cross Power Spectral Densities
(PSD, XPSD), phase (¢) and coherence (COH) of these signals. These data
result from a Spectral Analysis (SA) of the excore detector signals.

A modification to the required monitoring program may be justified by
an analysis of the data obtained and by an examination of the affected
parts during the plant shutdown at the end of the first fuel cycle.
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UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

DOCKET NO. 50-336

NORTHEAST NUCLEAR ENERGY COMPANY, ET. AL.

NOTICE OF ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT TO FACILITY
OPERATING LICENSE

AND

NOTICE OF GRANTING OF RELIEF FROM ASME SECTION XI
INSERVICE INSPECTION AND TESTING REQUIREMENTS

The U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) has
jssued Amendment No. 70 to Facility Operating License No. DPR-65 issued
to Northeast Nuclear Energy Company, The Connecticut Light and Power
Company, The Hartford Electric Light Company and The Western Massachu-
setts E]ectfic Company (the licensees), which revised Technical
Specifications for operation of Millstone Nuclear Power Station (the
facility) located in Waterford, Connecticut. The amendment is effective
as of the date of issuance.

The amendment revises the Technical Specifications to incorporate
the inservice inspection and testing programs requirements of ASME Code
Class 1, 2 and 3 and removes outmoded requirements.

Relief is granted, on an interim basis, pending completion of
a more detailed review, from compliance with certain inservice inspec-
tion and testing requirements determined to be impractical for the
facility because compliance would result in hardships and unusual
di fficulties without a compensating increase in the level or quality

of safety.
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The application for the amendment and requests for relief comply
with the standards and reéuirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954,
as amended (the Act), and the Commission's rules and regulations. The
Commission has made appropriate findings as required by the Act and
the Commission's rules and regulations in 10 CFR Chapter I, which are
set forth in the license amendment and the letter granting relief.

Prior public notice of this action was not required since neither this
amendment nor the granting of this relief jnvolves a significant hazards
consideration.

The Commission has determined that the issuance of this amendment
and the granting of this relief will not result in any significant
environmental impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR 251.5(d)(4) an
environmental impact statement or negative declaration and environmental
impact appraisal need not be prepared in connection with this action.

For further details with respect to this action, see (1) the appli-
cation for amendment dated October 26, 1978, and the requests for relief
dated May 1, 1981 (two letters), (2) Amendment No. 70 to License No.
DPR-65, and (3) the Commission's related letter dated July 1, 1981.

A1l of these items are available for public inspection at’ the Commission's

Public Document Room, 1717 H Street, N.W., wasﬁington, D.C. and at the



Waterford Public Library, Rope Ferry Road, Route 156, Waterford,
Connecticut. A copy of items (2) and (3) may be obtained upon request
addressed to the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, D. C.
20555, Attention: Director, Division of Licensing.
Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 1st day of July, 1981.
FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
7ot e Gl e
Robert A. Clark, Chief

Operating Reactors Branch #3
Division of Licensing
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