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NORTHEAST NUCLEAR ENERGY_ COMPANY, ET AL,

MILLSTONE NUCLEAR POKER_STATION, UNIT NO, 3

DOCKET NO, 50.423

INTRODUCTION

By letter dated February 18, 1988, the Northeast Nuclear Energy Company (NNECO)
submitted a change to the Millstone 3 Technical Specifications., In Technical
Specification Section 3,4.9.3 the minimum Reactor Coolant System (PCS) vent
ared required for cold overpressure protection would be changed from 7.0 to 5.4
square inches. In addition, Technical Specification Sections 2.82,1.2, 2.8,2.2
and 2.8.,3.1 would b~ changed to make them consistent with the revised

Section 2.4,9.3,

EVALUAYION

The design cold overpressure transients are mitigated by the operation of one
Power Operated Relief Valve (PORY) (see FSAR Section 5.2.2.11.2). The size of
the vent area in Technical Specification Section 2.4.9.3 was selected to ensure
that one PORV would be removed to provide the vent area; however, there was an
error made in selecting the current value of 7,0 square inches, The remcval

of one PORY provides a vent area equal to the cross-sectiona) area of the
piping for each PORV which 1s 5.4 square inches (pipe outside diameter s

3.5 inches, the wall thickness s 0.438 inches).

The required vent area to mitigate the design basis cold overpressure
transients s approximately two square inches, Therefore, the staff finds the
vent area of 5.4 square inches acceptable,

The reactor coolant system vent area also appears in the action statements for
Technical Specification Sections 3.8.1,2, 3.8,2.2, 3,8,3,2, These sectionrs
are changed to be consistent with the revised Sectfon 3.4,5.3, These are
adrministrative changes, therefore, the staff find these changes acceptable,

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

This amendment changes a requirement with respect to installation or use of 2
facility component located within the restricted area as defined in 10 CFP

Part 20, The staff has determined that the amendment involves mo sfgnificant
increase in the amounts, and no significant change in the types, of any effluents
that may be released offsite, and that there 1s no sfgnificant increase fin
ifndividual or cumulative occupatioral radiation exposure., The Commission has
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previously published a prcposed finding that the amendment involves no signifi-
cant hazards consideration and there has been no public comment on such finding,
Accordingly, the amencment meets the eligibility criteria for categorical
exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9g. Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b), no
environmental impact statement or environmenta) assessment need be prepared in
connection with the issuance of the amendment.

CONCLUS1ON

we have concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, that (1)
there is reascnable assurance that the health and safety of the public
will nct be endangered by operation in the proposed manner, and (2) such
activities will be conducted in conpliance with the Commission's
regulations, and the issuance of “he amendment will rot be inimical to
the common defense and security r to the health and safety of the
public.

Dated: May 19, 1988
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