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SAFETY_ EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAK REACTOR REGULATION
RELATED TO AMENDMENT N, 17
TO, FACILITY, OBEKATING, LICENSE NO. NPF-49
NOETHEAST NUCLEAR ENERGY COMPANY, ET AL,
MILLSTONE NUCLEAR POWER STATION, UNIT NO, 3
DOCKET N0, 50-42
INTRODUCTION

By letter dated February 5, 19Pf, the Northeast Nuclear Energy Compery !licertee!
proposed to change the Millstone Unit 3 Technical Specification 3/4.4.€ Peactor
Coolant System Leakage to allow continued plant operation for up to 30 days

with both the Containrnert Atncspheric faseous and Particulate Radfcac.ivity
Merftoring Systems incperable 2s leng as certafn conditfons are net.

Trese changes would (1) increase the time allowed for continued cperation with
beth the Containnent Atmosphere Gaseous Radioactivity Memftoring Syster and
the Cortainnert Atrosphere Particulate Radicactivity Monitoring Svster
fncperable to 2C days, (2) increase the 1imiting grab sample frecuercy #rom
once per 24 hours to once per 12 hours, and /3) delete the requiremert fer
grab samples when cre radioectivity monftor is Ynoperable,

EVALUATION

The existing Technical Specification Sectfon 3.4.6,]1 fdentifies three Reactor
Coclent Systerm Leakage Detection Systems, These are:

a. Containment Atmosphere Gaseous Racfoactivity Monftoring Syster

b. Containment Drain Surp Level or Pumped Capacity Monitoring Systen
and

¢. Containment Atmosphere Farticulate Radfocactivity Menitoring Syster,

If any one system is fncperable continued operation is allowed for 3C days, If
efther ¢f the radicactivity monfitoring systems s inoperable, grab samples of
the contairmert atmosphere are recufred once per 24 hours. If both radicactiv-
‘ty morftoring systems are inoperable or 1f either one of the radiocactivity
moniterirg systems and the Containment Drain Sump Level or Pumped Capacity
¥onitoring System are inoperable the plant 1s required to shut down,
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CONCLUSION

We have concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, that (1)
there 45 reascretle assurance that the health and safety of the public
will rct be endangerec by operatior ir the proposed nanrer, and ?) such
sctivities will be cerducted ir compliance with the Comnission's
regulations, and the fssuance of the amercnent will nct te ininfcal to
tre1comncr deferse and security or to the health ard safety of the
public,
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