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INTRODUCT1ON

By letter deted July 25, 1966, Northeest Muclear Energy Company the licensee)

rubmitied 2 recuest to change the Millistone Nuclear Power Station, Unit No, 1,

Technice!l Specificetiors (TS), The request would add the term “Source Check"

10 the survei'lance requirement to sdministratively e'irinate discrepencies

2¢:w:cr :S‘s:c;1cms 4,.8,0,), ¢.B.F,), and their refererced tables, Tables
.-"\ O,

EVALUATION

The survei)lerce requirements 4r TS Sections 4.8.A.) and &4.B,P.] currently
recuire that the specific monftering instrumentation channel be denonstrated
operable by the performarce of Instruwert Check, 'nstrunent Calibratior anc
Instrument Functional Test operaticns at the frequencies shown in Tables 4,6.1
and 8,82, respectively, These tebles not only give the frequencies for those
three cperetions, but also Yist the frequency for performence of the Source
Chech operetior, 1t is the intentior ¢f the TS and the current practice of
the licensee to perform 211 four surveillance operations, The licensee's
propused change corrects this omissfon by inserting the term “Source Check"
inte TS Sectiors 4,8,A.1 and 4.8.B.1, The staff finds this administrative
change to correct inconsistencies in the TS to be appropriste and acceptable,

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

This ameroment changes surve!l':nce requirements, We have determined that the
amendment involves no significant increase in the amounts, and no significant
change in the types, of any effluents that may be released offsite, and that
there 1s no significant increase in ingividual or cumulative occupationa)
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rediation expusure, The staff has previously published » proposed finding that
the amendment involves no significart hazards considerstion and there has been
no public comment on such findfn,. 1Accorﬂnﬂy, the amendment meets the

ce

eiigibility criteria for categor exclusion set forth in 10 CFR §51.22(¢)(9),
Pursuant to 10 CFR §51.22(b), no environmenta) impact statement or environmenta)
pssessment need be prepared ‘n connection with the 1ssuance of the anendment,

CONCLUS1ON

We have concluded, bused on the considerations discussed above, that

(1) there 15 reasonsble assurence that the health and safety of the public
will not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner, and (2) such
activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations,
and (3) the fssuance of the amendment wil) not be inimica) to the common
defense and security or to the health and sefety of the public,

Dated: November ¥, 1989
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