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Re: 10CFR50.90

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

Gentlemen:

Millstone Nuclear Power Station, Unit No. 3
Proposed Revision to Technical Specifications

Response Times for the Reactor Trip System and
Engineered Sa[etY fea(Ures AC h & tion Svilem Instrumentation

Pursuant to 10CfR50.90, Northeast Nuclear Energy Company (NNECO) hereby
proposes to amend its Operating License, NPT 49, by incorporating the changes
identified in Attachment 1 into the Technical Specifications of Millstone Unit
No. 3.

Dricrintion of the Proposed Changgi

As a part of the Technical Specification improvement effort, NNECO proposes to
remove two tables from the Millstone Unit No. 3 lechnical Specifications which
list reactor trip system (RTS) instrumentation response times and engineered
safety features actuation system (ESfAS) instrumentation response times.
These tables (Tables 3.3-2 and 3.3 5) will be placed in the Millstone Unit
No. 3 Operating Procedure OP 3273, Technical Requirements--Supplementary
Technical Specifications. The requirement to periodically measure these
response times will remain in the Technical Specifications. The Index of the
Technical Specifications has been revised to reflect deletion of the tables.
Also, the appropriate Bases section has been revised to reflect the proposed
changes, it is noted that the Technical Specification changes for the RTS and
ESfAS instrumentation response times similar to those proposed here have been
accepted by the NRC on Byron Units 1 and 2 (Docket Nos. 50 454 and 50-455).

Saftty Assesimcal

As stated above, the Millstone Unit No. 3 Technical Specifications will still
contain a surveillance requirement to verify that the RTS and ESFAS

instrumentation response times are within the limits at least once per
18 months. If a response time limit is not met, the af fected channel is
declared inoperable. In addition, Technical Specifications will still contain
the ACTION requirement to be implemented when a channel is declared
inoperable. Therefore, sufficient control will remain in the TecFnical
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Specifications to ensure response times are periodically checked and
instrument operability is maintained.

As indicated above, the response time tables will be placed in the Millstone
Unit No. 3 Operating Procedure OP 3273, Technical Requirements Supplementary
Technical Specifications. A change to a response time value listed in
Operating Procedure OP 3273 would require a 10CfR50.59 evaluation to be
performed. The 10CfR50.59 evaluation involves a review of the three criteria
in 10CFR50.59(a)(2) to determine if the proposed change involves an unreviewed
safety question. Also a Plant Operation Review Committee (PORC) review and
approval of a proposed change will be required.

The process outlined above will ensure a thorough review- is performed on
proposed changes to items relocated from the Technical Specifications to the
Operating Procedure.

kSionificant Hazards Consideration

in accordance with 10CTR50.92, NNECO has reviewed the attached proposed
changes and has concluded that they do not involve a significant hazards
consideration. The basis for this conclusion is that the three criteria of
10CfR50.92(c) are not compromised. The proposed changes do not involve a
significant hazards consideration because the changes would not:

1. Involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated.

The proposed changes to remove the RTS and ESFAS response times from the
Technical Specifications will not affect the operation of the RTS and
ESFAS. Operability and surveillance requirements are still maintained in
the Technical Specifications and the response times will be included and
maintained in the plant operating procedure. A safety evaluation and
PORC review will be required for the limits to be changed. Since the
systems will net be affected by the proposed changes, there is no impact
on the performance of these systems or the consequences of an accident
previously analyzed.

2. Create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
previously evaluated.

There are no new failure modes associated with the proposed- changes.
Since the plant will continue to operate as designed, the proposed -
changes will not modify the plant response to the point where it can be
considered a new accident.

3. Involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.

The proposed changes do no'. have any adverso impact on the protective
boundaries nor do they affect the consequences of any accident previously
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analyzed. The Technical Specification operability and surveillance
requirements will still ensure that the systems are tested and within the
limits. Changing the limits requires a safety evaluation and PORC review
which will ensure that the licensing basis is maintained. Therefore, the
proposed changes will not impact the margin of safety as defined in the
basis of any lechnical Specification.

Moreover, the Commission has provided guidance concerning the application of
standards in 10CFR50.92 by providing certain examples (51FR7751, March 6,
1986) of amendments that are considered not likely to involve a significant
hazards consideration. Although the proposed changes are not enveloped by a
specific example, the proposed changes would not involve a significant
increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously
analyzed. As previously stated, the removal of the RTS and ESTAS
instrumentation response times from the Technical Specifications has no
adverse impact upon plant operation or safety. Since operability and
surveillance requirements are still contained in the Technical Specifications,
the changes do not reduce the effectiveness of Technical Specification
requirements. In addition, the response times will be maintained in a plant
procedure. Any changes to the response times will be made in accordance with
the provisions of 10CfR50.59.

The Millstone Unit No. 3 Nucicar Review Board has reviewed and approved this
proposed amendment and concurs with the above determination.

In accordance with 10CfR50.91(b), we are providing the State of Connecticut
with a copy of this proposed amendment.

Regarding our proposed schedule for this amendment, we request issuance at
your earliest convenience with amendment effective as of the date of issuance,
to be implemented within 30 days of issuance.

Very truly yours,

NORTHEAST NUCLEAR ENERGY COMPANY

FOR: J. f. Opeka
Executive Vice President

BY: Ak0lk-
C. f. Sears
Vice President

cc: See page 4
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cc: T. T. Martin, Region 1 Administrator
V. L. Rooney, liRC Project Manager, Millstone Unit No. 3
W. J. Raymond, Senior Resident inspector, Millstone Unit Nos. 1, 2,

and 3

Mr. Kevin McCarthy
Director, Radiation Co" trol Unit
Department of Environmental Protection
Hartford, Connecticut 06116

STATE OF CONNECTICUT
ss. Berlin

COUN1Y Of HARif0RD

1 hen personally appeared before me, C. f. Sears, who being duly sworn, did
state that he is Vice President of Northeast Nuclear Energy Company, a
Licensee herein, that he is authorized to execute and file the foregoing
information in the name and on behalf of the Licensee herein, and that the
statements contained in said information are true and correct to the best of
his knowledge and belief. ,
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