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1.0 INTRODUCTION

By letter dated June 14, 1991 (Ref. 1), Northeast Nuclear tnergy Company
(NNECO/1icensee) submitted proposed Technical Specification (7S changes to
Facility Operating License No. DPR-65 for the Millstone Nuclear Power Station,
Unit No. 2 (Millstone-2). The proposed chan?es would modify the requirement
for including an explicit azimuthal power ti * correction to the total
unrodded integrated radi.l peaking factor (F_'). This would Cover either
full-core or octant-symmetric based incore détector monitoring system measured
power distribution analyses.

Specifically, the changes would affect the following TS definition, Limiting
Condition for Operation (LCO), Surveillance Requirement (SR) and BASES
sections:

Definition 1.29 Unrodded Integrated Radia! Peaking Factor—Fr

15 3/4.2.3 Power Distribution LimitsT Total Integrated Radial
Peaking Factor - Fr
TS 3/4.2.4 Power Distribution Limits, Azimuthal Power Yi1t-Tq
TS 3/4.3.3 Instrumentation, Incore Detectors
B 3/4.2 Power Distribulion Limits, Bases
2.0 EVALUATION

The current INCA method (Ref. 2) used to analyze in-core detector dati and to
infer the measured core power distribution, the radial peaking factors and the
linear heat generation rate was provided by Combustion Engineering (CE), the
original fuel vendor. INCA assumes octant symmetric loading and operation of
the reactor core. This assumption aliows the reflection of all in-core
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Part 20 and changes surveillance requirements. The NRC staff has determined
that the amendment involves no significant increase in the amounts, and no
sl*nificant change in the types, of any effluents that may be released
offsite, and that there is no significant increase in individual or cumulative
occupational radiation exposure. The Commission has previously issued a
propesed finding that the amendment involves no significant hazards
consideration, and there has been no public comment on such finding (56 FR
31440). Accordingly, the amendment meets the eligibility criteria for
categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9). Pursuant to 10 CFR
51.22(b) no environm2ntal impact statement or environmental assessment need be
prepared in connection with the issuance of the amendment,

5.0  CONCLUSTON

The Commission has concluded, based on the considerations discussed above,
that: (1) there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the
public will not be endanyered by operation in the proposed manner, (2) such
activities wil)l be conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations,
and (3) the issuance of the amendment will not be inimical tc the common
defense and security or to the heaith and safety of the public.
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