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SUBJECT: ENFORCEMENT STEAM LINE BKEAK RE-ANALYSIS gif

This refers to NRC inspection 0-336/91-28) conducted at Millstone betygFen /

September 29 and November ‘ as described in the associated inspection
report issuec on December 5 ] The report addressed the nonconservative
analysis identified by you ‘ d reported to the NRC which led to the
cperation of Unit 2 since in | Ticensing in 1975 in a condition outside
design Dasis Specifically, in the event of a main steam line break accis€r
at full power with the continued injection of feedwater (due to a 'ee” ter
regulating vailve failure), the containment design pressure and 'e*pcﬁa
would potentially be exceeded™ e N "
The OO TETTVE analysis was '"e""vg:_;,zshc’i"e analysis of
design basis, so as to support the UMTY ¢ steam generator replacement
s:"e:;’ec for April 1982. During that re-analysis, you determined
rst case accident was different than that assured during the initia)l
"‘ the facility, and that in the event of the newly analyzed accident
containment pressure and temperature would potentially be exceeded.
problem was potentifally signiricant because this accident could result
failure of the containment due tc over-pressure, as well as an impact
environmental qualification of slectrical equipment insids ~ontainment
of tenmperatures in excess of qualified profiles
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Normally, enforcement action is considered ror such a because it
involved the plant operating outside of its design basis. However, after
consultation with the Commission, 1 have decided to cxercise discretion,
pursuant to Section V.G of the NRC's Enforcement Policy, and
enforcement action in this case because ’])
your staff during this self-initiateu re~analys promptly
the NRC; (2) such identification was not likel ither your
the NRC during routine inspection, review,
and (3) ¢ M'rehfrs‘ve corrective actions were
time per following identification of this
actions in ’u‘ed recent completion of permanen
close the main feedwater block valves given
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