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Dear Mr. O'Toole:

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment No. 8 9 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 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 
Issuance will be included in 
Federal Register notice.

Evaluation is enclosed. A Notice of 
the Commission's next regular monthly 

Sincerely, 

QEIGI~fL Qz-!TrFD BY 
Roger 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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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.89 
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 license is amended by changes to the Technical 
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license 
amendment, and paragraph 2.C.(2) of Facility Operating License 
No. DPR-26 is hereby amended to read as follows: 
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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.  

F R THE NUCLFAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

e .vn arga Chief 
Operating React s 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 
4.5-7 
4.5-8 
4.5-9

Insert Pages 
4. -6 
4.5-7 
4.5-8 
4.5-9



c) Veri!fyiag that the s7s-%a= =ajacans the cor::zi. rcc= at a mauzzral 
or posi:±veýi pressuzre relative to the outsida at=nS-Para during 

37S2e oeration.  

5. j.far each cc=;Iecz or ;artiia. rzvjaca~z~z o! a .4 f±.zaz bark by 
verj-.fy:L= hac the EZ'A -.±lzar baniks reove grezatr z-n or equal to 
99% of zhe 30? whe they are cassed im.-pI.aca in. a~zrdanco v4-.h 

AOSTSI N5-L973 wh±2.s operam:L~g the s7staz at ambiant =-.di±o~s -a'd 

at .& f2.lou rate of 1840 cfm +10%.  

6. Alto= each coc~placa or par-al. r~v~c*ea:: of a c.harzczl adscrter 
bank by veri!,.ri= tha: the!: charcoal. adsorber3 *ramva Suaatar than or 
equal. to 99.95Z of a hal~ogenat~d hydroc~arbon rafrigar=: test Tas 

-.jbe= they are tested 4--placa iz accordance with A.1Z 310L-1975 whi.1a 
oporat:±Ig the system at a::b4m: coud±±rons =d a: a fz'raza of 1840 

C -m 10%.  

7u.%z. st~r22e 3dtI!:LnT Air 74r-atio- S'snre:a 

7%g!.zel storage b*'j-41d-; a±-' ft±.1rac~ s-7st= 3pecil±Sd in Spec:ýficacion 
3.8 shall. be d-onst-aced operable: 

At .:laasc zaca -:ez 31. d173 by' inizia:±t., frTOz :Z~a C-r:zzI. rzcc, jlow 

:!hough :-4a =- 6I1.I.ars a=* QaoA=Qi acserears ind va::f-Yt=; tht--
System operates for a: Least 15 mimztes.  

Z. At each refhzeJlizg shLu:down pr4-r to ra~l±ei-g operariz.- or (1) a~ftar 
any' sz:-czral .- 4-tazanca or. the MIM. U.cer or charc..iJ adsorber 
housim.s, Or (2) a: any Zi~e "paint:L.ng !i:e or chemica: :Mlaasaz could 

a) 7Var±.!y±~g a systam !Icv~ rzt! at a=:inbamn cc-d-itons of 20,000 ~ 
+-10% during system operation when tested in accordance with AyfS: 

N?210-1975.

Amendment No. 89456 4.5-6



b) Verifying chac tl system satisfies the in-place 'sting accept

ance criteria anhuses the test procedures of Re-€o., Positions 

C.5.a, C.5.c and C.5.d of Regulatory Guide 1.32, levision 2.  

March 1978, at ambient conditions and at a flow rate of >j20,000cfbr 

+10%.  

a) Verifying within 31 days after removal that a laberatory analy

sis of a representative carbon sa:ple obtained in accordanca with 

Regulatory Position C.6.0 of Regulatory Guide 1.52, Ravision 2, 

March 1978, meets the laboratory tesciag criteria of Regulatorv.  

Position C.6.a of Ragula=or7 Guide 1.52, Revision 2, March 1978.  

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

verify within 31 days after removal that a laboratory analvsis of a repre

sentative carbon sa=.la ob:a•ned in accordance with ?eaqwtwory 

Position C.6.0 of Regulatory Guide 1.32, Revisioa 2, larch 1978, 

meets the laboratr7 testing criteria of Regulatory WP zion, C.6.a 

of Regulatory Guide 1.32, Revision Z, Mlarch 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 35 days is 

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

4. At each refueling shutdown prior to refueling operatic-s by: 

a) Verif.in. that the rassurae drzt sc-zas the cocbizzi "--A fi:-rs 

and charzoal adsorber banks is less than 6 inches Water Gauge 

while operating the systae mt ambient conditions a-d at a flow 

rate 'of 20,000 cfm +10%.  

b) Verifying thaz the syste= =ainaains the spent fuel storage pool 

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

system operation.

,m..-e.: tNo. 89 4.5-7



3. Alt~er eac~i complete or par--f -I replacament of a HRA filcar bar by' 

ve?±I!7ing that the. HEA filter banks remove greaaer tha or equal1 to 

99g10 of t.he DO? when they' are casted ±n-p-lace Iz accordance with 

ANSI .451-1975 w~hile operacimg :he system at arbient ccudicios and 

at a flow~ rae -if 20,000 c~fm +107..  

6. Altar each complacs or partial replaceament of a cbareacal adsorbar 

bank b?, verifying chat the charcoal adsoibers ramove Treater than or 

equal to 99.93Z of a halogeniated hydrocarbon refrigaran: cast gas 

when they art tasted in-plact im accordance with NZ IL-L973 h4 

operating the system a: abian-: conditions and at a 'Iow rate of 

2.5,000 aft ±10%.V.  

C. Ost kcC4deric C~tanmenc enis svsteen 

The post accident ccma-fant venc±~g syseam shall be dae=stracad operable.

1. At least Once ;cc 1.8 =uzhs or (1) aftar any scuc.=I =iaza 

on. teh W-1, filter or cl- =al. adsarbar housings, or at auny z.m 

paj~z:n;, f±Ina or chamica.L relaa~as cotu.I4 alcec f±lzar .. ag- by-: 

a) Tarldyin-; mo flov blockage by passing flow through the filter system..  

b) veri-fy7-g ±irac the xsscem- sacisfids then in-place an accept

ance cricar_,& and uses :,he cast praceduras of Reqtaor=7 ?as±±-oxns 

c.S.a, C.S.c and C.5.d of aagul.acory Gui~de 1.52, Svissizu Z, 

ý.carch L978, a: ambianC cc~d±±:ons and at.a f'law =a of 200 cfmn +10%.  

c) erejfy-jg whn31 djaym afetar removal that a. L-ab10t7 ana-lysis 

of a reprazentative c ons laobC2.i--d in ac`_azca vir-h 

~aU2..AC7 ?Osi:±on C.6.b Of lagul-AcOy Guilda 1.5= P-av±.slo 2,

Amendment No. 89 5-4.5-8



Flarch 1978, =eets c.ia laboratory test-i= criteria of .Regulatory 

Position C.6.a of Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2, 1-arch 1978.  

2. After ever-I 720 hours of charcoal adsorber operation by verifying 

within 31 days after removal chat a laboratory analysis of a repra

semcative carbon sa=ple obtained in accordance with Regulatoryf Posi

"tion C.6.b of Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2, March 1978, meets 

the laboratory cestiag criteria of Regulatory Position C.6.a of 

Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2, larch 1978.  

3. At least once per IS =onchs by: 

a) Verifying that the pressurl drop across the combined REPA±f..arl'r 

and charcoal adsorber banks is less than 6 inches Water Gauge 

while operaeing the syste= at ambiant conditions and at a flow 

rate of 

b) Verifyi4g that the system valves can be nanually opened.  

4. Azter each cc=lae ot pa-, -l! replace=en- of a -RA filer bank by 

veri.fy.-. that the ".- iltr .hzs ra-. "e -greater than or equal to 

99% of "ha c- 4:a -. a: are cas-ec in-rlace in accr:r......  

A..S :;0-1975 ":-3 oz-ar:le. the syste Sat a=b.an. c.riic.s and 

at a flow rate of 200 cfm +10%.  

5, Alter each commlere or partial replacenenr of a charcoal adsorber 

bark by ver.ifying =hat the charcoal adserbers re-ove greater chan or 

equal to 99.95% of a halogenated hydrocarbon :--Friarz-= test gas 

when chey are teszed ifr-olace in accordance Ai-h •S1 ý.310-1975 ".'hi!a 

c.ers.-.; :ne system at am-.bia.-= z-ii-cnd - a of 200 cfm

Amendment No. 89 4.5-9
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"UNITED STATES 

-j -, J - N&.LEAR REGULATORY COMMISSIONi

,7 WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555 

'Z, 

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION 

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

CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY OF NEW YORK, INC.  

INDIAN POINT NUCLEAR GENERATING UNIT NO. 2 

DOCKET NO. 50-247 

Introduction 

By letter 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 licensee 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 
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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 licensee 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 specified 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, G.3, G.4, and G.5 of SR 4.5 and 

that the footnote,, which indicated that the flow rate would be determined 

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 above, 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 will 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


