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December 7, 1990

Re: 10CFR5§.90

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attention: Document Control Desk
Washington, DC 20555

Gentlemen:

Millstone Nuclear Power Station, Unit No. 1
Proposed Revision to Technical Specifications
‘ 119

Pursuant to 10CFR50.90, Northeast Nuclear Encr%{ Company (NNECO) hereby
proposes to amend its Operating License No. DPR-21 by incorporating the
changes 1identified in Attachment 1 into the Technical Specifications cf
Millstone Unit No. 1.

Specifically, the proposed changes will increase the storage requirements in
Section 3.9.C and Bases Section 3.9.0 of the Technical Specifications from
20,000 gallons to 23,400 gallons to provide added assurance that the diesel
generator will operate for 5 days at ful) load without refilling the storage
tanks.

Discussion

Millstone Unit No. ] Technical Specifications currently require at least
20,000 gallons of fuel oil to be stored on site to supply the diesel generator
with about & days of full load operation. Based on a review of fuel consump-
tion data by NNECO and the manu ‘acturer of the Millstone Unit No. 1 emergency
diesel generator, fuel reguirements for 5 days at full load were determined to
be approximately 23,400 gallons. Thus, changing the storage requirements from
20,000 gallons to 23,400 gallons will give added assurance that the diesel
generator will be able to operate for 5 days without the need to refill the
storage tanks. Accordingly, NNECO has established administrative controls to
maintain the higher fuel storage requirement,
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significant Hazards Consideration

This proposed change to the Millstone Unit No, 1 Technical Specifications has
been reviewed in accordance with the criteria of 10CFR50.92 and found not to
constitute a significant hazards consideration. Specifically, the proposed
change does not:

1. Involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of any
accident previously evaluated. The proposed change increases the storage
requirement for diesel fuel. This will allow operation of the diesel
2oncr|tor for a longer period of time without refilling the stora?e

anks. The increased storage requirement is within the storage capabil-
ity of the system. Therefore, the proposed change does not adversely
affect any previously analyzed accident,

2. Create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from those
previously analyzed. Since there are no changes in plant operation, the
potential for an unanalyzed accident is not created and no new failure
modes are created,

3. Involve & significant reduction in a margin of safety. Increasing the
diesc) fuel oil storage requirement from 20,000 gallons to 23,400 gallons
gives added assurance that sufficient fuel will be available to supply
the diesel generator for about 5 days of full load operation. Since the
proposed change does not affect the consequences of any accident previ-
ously analyzed, there is no reduction in the margin of safety.

The Commission has provided guidance concerning the application of standards
in 10CFR50.92 by providing certain examples (51 FR 7751, March 6, 1986) of
amendments that are considered not likely to involve a significant hazards
consideration. Although the changes propesed herein are not enveloped by a
specific example, the change would not involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of any accident previously analyzed. Increasing
the requirement for diesel fuel oil storage further ensures adequate fuel to
operate the diesel generator at full load for approximately § days without the
need to refill the storage tanks. As stated above, Millstone Unit No. 1 has
established administrative controls to maintain the higher requirement for
diesel fuel storage.

The Millstone Unit No. 1 Nuclear Review Board has reviewed and approved the
attached proposed changes and has concurred with the above determinations,

Based upon the information contained in this submittal and the environmental
assessment for Millstone Unit No. 1, there are no significant radiological or
nonradiological impacts astcociated with the proposed change, and the proposed
license amendment will not have a significant effect on the quality of the
human environment.






