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Dear Mr. 0'Toole:

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment No. ggto Facility
Operating License No. DPR-26 for the Indian Point Nuclear Generating
Unit No. 2. The amendment consists of changes to the Technical
Specifications in response to your application transmitted by letter
dated February 14, 1983.

The amendment makes administrative changes to the Technical Specifications
by correcting the flow rate specified for the Fuel Storage Building Air
Filtration System in Section 4.5.F and inserting the measured flow rate

of the Post Accident Containment Venting System in Section 4.5.G.

A copy of the related Safety Evaluation is enclosed. A Notice of
Issuance will be included in the Commission's next regular monthly
Federal Register notice.

Sincerely,

ORIGINAL STawERD BY

Roger L. Pedersen, Project Manager
Operating Reactors Branch #1
Division of Licensing

Enclosures:
1. Amendment No. g9 to DPR-26
2. Safety Evaluation

cc: w/enclosures
See next page
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Dear Mr., 0'Toole:

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment No. ggto Facility
Operating License No. DPR-26 for the Indian Point Nuclear Generating

Unit No. 2.
Specifications in response to your
dated February 14, 1983.

The amendment makes administrative

The amendment consists of changes to the Technical

application transmitted by letter

changes to the Technical Specifications

by correcting the flow rate specified for the Fuel Storage Building Air

Filtration System in Section 4.5.F

and inserting the measured flow rate

of the Post Accident Containment Venting System in Section 4.5.G.

A copy of the related Safety Evaluation is enclosed.

A Notice of

Issuance will be included in the Commission's next regular monthly

Federal Register notice.
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UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

March 14, 1984

Docket No. 50-247

Mr. John D. 0'Toole
Vice President
Nuclear Engineering and Quality Assurance
Consolidated Edison Company
of New York, Inc.
4 Irving Place
New York, New York 10003

Dear Mr. 0'Toole:

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment No.gg to Facility
Operating License No. DPR-26 for the Indian Point Nuclear Generating
Unit No. 2. The amendment consists of changes to the Technical
Specifications in response to your application transmitted by Tetter
dated February 14, 1983.

The amendment makes administrative changes to the Technical Specifications
by correcting the flow rate specified for the Fuel Storage Building Air
Filtration System in Section 4.5.F and inserting the measured flow rate

of the Post Accident Containment Venting System in Section 4.5.G.

A copy of the related Safety Evaluation is enclosed. A Notice of
Issuance will be included in the Commission's next regular monthly
Federal Register notice.

Sincgre1y,

/ D idfers—

Rogefr L. Pedersen, Project Manager
Operating Reactors Branch #1
Division of Licensing

Enclosures:
1. Amendment No.89 to DPR-26
2. Safety Evaluation

cc: w/enclosures
See next page
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My. John D. 0'Toole
Consolidated Edison Company
of New York, Inc.

Indian Point Station, Unit 1
Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit 2

cc: Mayor, Village of Buchanan Regional Radiation Representative

236 Tate Avenue
Buchanan, New York 10511

Joseph D. Block, Esquire

Executive Vice President
Administrative

Consolidated Edison Company
of New York, Inc.

4 Irving Place

MNew York, New York 10003

Robert L. Spring

Nuclear Licensing Engineer

Consolidated Edison Company
of New York, Inc.

4 Irving Place

New York, New York 10003

Ms. Ellyn Weiss

Sheldon, Harmon and Weiss

1725 I Street, N.W., Suite 506
Washington, DC 20006

Senior Resident Inspector

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Post Office Box 38

Buchanan, NY 10511

Brent L. Brandenburg

Assistant General Counsel

Consolidated Edison Company
of New York, Inc.

4 Irving Place - 1822

New York, NY 10003

Regional Administrator - Region I
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
631 Park Avenue

King of Prussia, PA 19406

Carl R. D'Alvia, Esquire

Attorney for the Village of
Buchanan, New York

395 South Riverside Avenue

Croton-on-Hudson, NY 10520

EPA Region II
26 Federal Plaza
New York, New York 10007

Director, Technical Development
Programs

State of New York Energy Office

Agency Building 2

Empire State Plaza

Albany, New York 12223

Dr. Lawrence R. Quarles
Apartment 51

Kendal at Longwood
Kennett Square, PA 19346

Thomas J. Farrelly, Esquire

Law Department

Consolidated Edison Company
of New York, Inc.

4 Irving Place

New York, New York = 10003

Mr. Charles W. Jackson

Vice President, Nuclear Power

Consolidated Edison Company
of New York, Inc.

Broadway and Bleakley Avenues

Buchanan, New York 10511

Mr. Frank Matra

Resident Construction Manager

Consolidated Edison Company
of New York, Inc.

Broadway and Bleakley Avenues

Buchanan, New York 10511

Ezra I. Bialik

Assistant Attorney General
Environmental Protection Bureau
New York State Department of Law
2 World Trade Center

New York, New York 10047



~ . UNITED STATES ~
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

CONSOLIDATED EDISION COMPANY OF NEW YORK, INC.

DOCKET NO. 50-247

INDIAN POINT NUCLEAR GENERATING UNIT NO, 2

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No.gg
License No. DPR-26

1. The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) has found that:

A. The application for amendment by Consolidated Edison Company
of New York, Inc. (the licensee) dated February 14, 1983,
complies with the standards and requirements of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the Act) and the Commission's
rules and regulations set forth in 10 CFR Chapter I;

B. The facility will operate in conformity with the application,
the provisions of th Act, and the rules and regulations of
the Commission;

C. There is reasonable assurance (i) that the activities authorized
by this amendment can be conducted without endangering the health
and safety of the public, and (ii) that such activities will be
conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations;

D. The issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common
defense and security or to the health and safety of the public;
and

E. The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part
51 of the Commission's regulations and all applicable requirements
have been satisfied.

2. Accordingly, the Ticense is amended by changes to the Technical
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this Ticense
_ amendment, and paragraph 2.C.(2) of Facility Operating License
No. DPR-26 is hereby amended to read as follows:

8404020228 840314
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(2) Technical Specifications

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices

A and B, as revised through Amendment No. 89 , are
hereby incorporated in the license. The licensee shall
operate the facility in accordance with the Technical
Specifications.

3. This license amendment is effective as of the date of its issuance.

FQR THE NUCLFAE\SEGULATORY COMMISSION
gjg V
even Az \a%ief

Operating React Branch #1
Division of Licensing

Attachment:
Changes to the Technical
Specifications

Date of Issuance: March 14, 1984



ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT

AMENDMENT NO. 89 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-26

DOCKET NO. 50-247

Revise Appendix A as follows:

Remove Pages
4,5-6
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¢) Verifying chac the systaz =aintains che coniTol roem 2t a zsucral
or posizive pressura Telaziva ¢o the cucside atmosphara during

systex operasion,

S. afzaz each cec=plecs or paztizal replacazmans of a =224 Xlzer kaznk by
veriiyizg that the EZ2A Iilzar banks vTampve graatar com or equal %o
99% ©  of che DOP when they are ctasced in-nlaca iz ac=ardance with
ANST NS10-197S5 whils cperacing the system ac ambiant ecsandizions and
at 2 flow race of 1840 cf=m +107.

5, Adzer eack cooplaga or paTaial replacemaze of 2 charceel adsorier
bank by verifyiang thaz ‘thas charcoal adsorbars ramove graactar than or
equal to 99.95% of a halogenazad hydrocachbom refrigerz=:s test gas
vheh they are testad iz-olaca iz accordancs wizh ANST 3510-1375 while
operacing ctha system az a=bhiant condicions and ac a S2:w zatca of 1840
cfm + 10%.

Tuel S=owzze 3gildiag Alr

The fuel storage Suildizg ais filcTacisa systam specified in Specificacion
3.3 shall ba demomstrated operable:

1. At least szce per 31 days 3y indsiaziag, fvom cha ceomiral racs, Ilcw
sazough the =23 filcars and cdarsoal adsorbars and vasiiyisz thac zha

system operates £or at least 1S mimures.

2. Az each rafualing shuzdown prisr oo talualizg operatioss or (1) afssr
any scTuccural madi=cananca on the E2I54 filner or charcsal adsorSer
housings, or (2) atc amy cime paincging, Iise or chamiczl rslaasas cculd

alzar Zilzas izzagTizy Sy
1) Varifyiazg a syscex flcw race it amdiant coudicions of 20,000 &=

+10Z during system operation whem tastad in accordancs with ANST
4510-1975.

Amendment No; 89 4.,5-6



b) Verifying that ¢* -sys:em sacisfias the in-place " ~sting accept=-
ance criteria and uses che test procedures of Re§5ﬁ3cory Positicns
C.5.a, C.5.c and C.5.d of Ragulatory Guide 1.32, Revisiom I.

March 1978, at ambient conditions and ac a flow race of >.20,000ctm
+10%.

¢) Verifyiag within 31 davs after removal that a laberatory analy-
sis of a representative carbon sazple obtained Iin accsordanca with
Regulatory Position C.4.0 of Ragulacory Gueide 1.52, Ravision 2,
March 1978, meecs the laboratory testing critaria of Ragulatory

Position C.6.a of Regulatory Guide l.32, Revisiom 2, March 1973.

3. Prior to handling spent fuel which has decayed for less than 35 days

verify within 31 days after removal that a laboratorvy analvsis of a repre-
sentative cardom samzle obzained iz acczordance wish Regulzcory

Posicion C.5.5 of Ragulasory Guide 1.32, Revisica 2, arex 1978,

meets the laboratory testizg criteria of Regulacory Pasiziom C.6.a

of Regulatory Guide 1.32, Revision 2, March 1978. Such an analysis is good
for 720 hours of charcoal adsorber operation. After 720 hours of
operation, if spent fuel with a decay time of less than 25 days is

still being handled, a new sample is required along with a new analysis.

4, At 2ach refueling shutdcwn prior to refueling operatics by:

a) Veriiwving siat the srassure &TSP 2¢T3ss the cembizad ZIZPA fil:tars

and charzecal adsorber banks is less than 6 inches Jatar Gauge
while operacing the syscam 3t ambient condiczions aomd ac a Ilew

race of 20,000 cfm +10Z.
b) Verifving thaz che systez 2aiacains the speat fuel scorage pool

area at 3 pressure less than that of the outside atmosphere during

system operation.

Anendment Vo, 39 4,5=7



3.

e

=ar each complaca or parsial replacament of a HEPA filecar back by
vearifying that tha HEPA f£ilter banks ramove gresacer thaa or equal ©o
99% of tha DOP whea thay are cested in-placs I3 acsordancs wich
ANST N510-1975 whils cperatizg cha syscam ac a=bieat ccudizions aad
ac a £low racs of 20,000 cfm +10%.

ear each complace or partial replacsmenc of a cbarssal adsorber
bank by verifying chac the charcoal adscrbers razove gTmazZar than or
cqua.i e 99.957% of a halogenatad hydrocarbon reirigaranc cast gas
when they ars ctastad in=placs iz accordance wigh ANST N310-1973 whila

cpera:ins the syscem ac a=hbianz condizions and at 3 {law Tace of
25,000 cfm +10%.

Ge Past Accidane Contcainmene Tanting Svsten

The post accident comtaismant vencing systam shall be demcmscraced

L.

4 operable:

At least orncs ser 18 zonchs or (1) aftar any scructural maingszacce
cn thas HEPA filzar or charcoal adsorber housings, or {I) it any tize
saizngiag, fire or chemical velaasas could alges filzas lzzegTily N7

- oo

vaziZyiz3 no flow blockage by passing flow through the £iltar system.

5) Teridyizg chat the systex sacisfias tha im-placa =s3InZ accapt-
ance c=izaria and uses the cast procadurss of Reg=acory Posiiions
CeSed, CaSec amd C.5.4 of Ragulacory Gu.ida 1.32, Javisiom 2,

wareh 1978, at ambiancs comdizions and ac.a flow =2 a of 200 cfm +10%

e) Verifying wizhia 31 days afcar remcval ctlac a2 labeeasorT analysis
ef a represancacive carbon sacpla chraized in ace=sdanca wizh
Ragulacory Pesizion C.6.5 of lagulactory Guida 1.52, Ravisiocn 2,

Amendment No; 89 4,5-8
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March 1978, meets tha laboratory testizg criteria of Regulacory

Posizion C.6.a ¢f Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revisiom 2, Macrch 1978,

2. Afrer every 720 heours of charcoal adsorber operation by verifyiag

within 31 days afcer vemcval cthat a laborzcory analysis of a repra-

senrzative carbon sacple obtained in aceordance with Regulatory Posi-

sion C.6.b of Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2, March 1978, meec§

the laboratory ctesciag ¢riteria

Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision
3. Ar least once per 18 =onchs by:

a) Verifying that the pressuré

and charcoal adsorber banks

of Regulatory Position C.6.a of
2, Yarch 1978,

drop across the combined JFEPA-filtTmrs

is less than & inches Watar Gauge

while operaring the system at ambiant conditioms and ac a flow

rate of

b) Verifyimg that the srstam valves cza »e =22nually opeaned,

4., Aftar ezch cemplese ot parzial raplazezanc of a3 HIZIPA Iiltzar bank by

“varifying chat the HIPA Zilzar b

99% gf zhz 207 whaa shav are

aZnks Tamsve graztar than or equal co

cor \ez - i . e . el cr o
ANST Y310-1973 waile oparzzing =iz s7wstezn zo ambient conciticns and
b 2 -

at a flow zate of 200 cfm ilO%;

S. After each complece or partial replacexment of a chatzoal adsaovber

barnk by verifyiang that the charcoal adsorbers remcve greater than or

equal co 99.957% of a halogenated hydrccarbon refrigerant zast gas

- e

when they ara tastad ix-nlace in zecovdanca with ANSI N310-19735 while

cYerzILnT g s§ystam 28 ansisanc

+107.

Amendment No; 89

4,5-9
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SAFETY_EVALUATION BY THE OFFTCE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION
RELATED TO AMENDMENT MNO. g9 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE MQ. DPR-26
CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY OF NEW YORK, INC.
INDIAN POINT NUCLEAR GENERATING UNIT NO. 2
DOCKET NO. 50-247
Introduction

By Tetter dated February 14, 1983, Consolidated Edison Company of New
York, Inc. (Con. Ed.) proposed to amend its operating license DPR-26

for Indian Point, Unit No. 2 by submitting a revision to the Technical
Specifications (TS). The basis for this revision was supplemented by
letter dated August 1, 1983. The proposed change consist of a correction
to an erroneous flow rate specified in Item F of the Surveillance Require-
ment (SR) 4.5 and the addition of a flow rate missing from Item G, in

SR 4,5. These requirements were added to the TS by Amendment 77 (dated

May 14, 1982).

The February 14, 1983 submittal by the Ticensee contained Technical
Specification change requests on several issues. This SER addresses only

one. The other issues will be the subject of separate licensing actions.

Discussion

Con Ed proposed to modify the flow rate specified in Items F.2, F.4 and

F.5 of SR 4.5. In the present SR, the flow rate had been specified as
25,000 cfm +10% for the fuel storage building air filtration system. This
value had been selected when the engineered safety feature (ESF) air filtra-

tion unit technical specifications were initially implemented at Indian

T 8404020231 B40314
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Point. The value was based upon some prior performance testing of the system.
The system was designed for 20,000 cfm. Formal testing of the system after
issuance of the technical specifications showed a flow rate of approximately
20,000 cfm. Therefore, the 1icensee has requested that in all portions of

SR 4,5.F the flow rate of 25,000 cfm be replaced with 20,000 cfm.

At the time that the ESF filter technical specifications were issued for
the post-accident containment venting system (Item G of SR 4.5), no flow
rate could be specifiéd for this system because no flow measurements had
been taken and, due to the nature of the system's operation (see previous
SER), the licensee committed to performing a measurement of this flow rate
at the next refueling outage. The licensee has performed such measurements
and has determined that the flow rate is 200 cfm. The licensee has proposed
that this value be included in Items G.1, 6.3, G.4, and G.5 of SR 4.5 and
that.the footnote, which indicated that the flow rate would be detérmined

at the next refueling outage, be deleted.

Evaluation and Findings

The staff has reviewed the licensee request and has determined that their

" proposed changes are acceptable. The flow rate specified for the fuel
storage building air filtration system should be at the maximum anticipated
challenge flow. The licensee has indicated in their submittal that the
25,000 cfm was based upon some rough testing and that more detailed testing
showed that the flow rate was closer to its design rate of 20,000 cfm. Thus,

the staff considers this change in the technical specifications appropriate.
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The inclusion of the flow rate for the post-accident containment venting
system provides information in order to perform the test and is appropriate
in order that the tests may be performed. Therefore, this proposed change

to the technical specifications is also acceptable.

Summary

We have concluded that the proposed modifications to Items F and G of SR 4.5

to the Indian Point, Unit No. 2, Technical Specifications are acceptable.

Environmental Consideration

We have determined that the amendment does not authorize a change in
effluent types or total amounts nor an increase in power level and
will not result in any significant environmental impact. Having made
this determination, we have further concluded that the amendment
involves an action which is insignificant from the standpoint of
environmental impact and, pursuant to 10 CFR §51.5(d)(4), that an
environmental impact statement or negative declaration and environ-
mental impact appraisal need not be prepared in connection with the

issuance of this amendment.

conclusion

We have concluded, based on the considerations discussed abcve, that:
(1) there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the
public will not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner,

and (2) such activities will be conducted in compliance with the.
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Commission's regulations and the issuance of this amendment wili not
be inimical to the common defense and security or to the health and

safety of the public.

Dated: March- 14, 1984

Principal Contributor:
Jack Hayes METB




