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The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment No.2 to Facility 

Operating License No. DPR-64 for the Indian Point Nuclear Generating 
Unit No. 3. This amendment consists of changes to the Environmental 
Technical Specifications in response to your application transmitted by 
letter dated February 27, 1981, which supercedes your amendment appli
cations dated December 14, 1978 and December 3, 1979.

The amendment revises the Appendix B Environmental Technical Specifica
tions (ETS) to delete non-radiological environmental requirements, and 
to add a non-radiological environmental protection plan (EPP). The basis 
for your request is that the ETS modifications are necessary to permit 
implementation of a Settlement Agreement which has been reached by parties 
to EPA's Hudson River Power Plant Case. Based on our review, we find that 
your request for ETS modifications is appropriate and should be granted.  

Water quality conditions in existing operating licenses must be removed as 
a matter of law. We have concluded that, since this is a ministerial 
action required as a matter of law, no environmental assessment need be 
prepared as a condition precedent to taking the action.  

The Settlement Agreement establishes that ajoatic issues are to be addressed 
by effluent limitations, monitoring requirements or other requirements in 
or annexed to the new Section 402 Permit to be issued by the New jork 
Department of Environmental Conservation (DEC). Therefore, there is no 
further need for the specific non-radiological requirements of the existing 
ETS; we will be relying on the DEC for continued protection of the aquatic 
environment via the effective State Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(Section 402) Permit.
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The amendment does not involve significant new safety information of a 
type not considered by a previous Commission safety review of the facility.  
It does not involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences 
of an accident, does not involve a significant decrease in a safety margin, 
and therefore does not involve a significant hazards consideration. We have 
also concluded that there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety 
of the public will not be endangered by this action.  

A copy of the Notice of Issuance is also enclosed.  

Sincerely, 

Original signed by$ 
S. A. Varga 

Steven A. Varga, Chief 
Operating Reactors Branch No. 1 
Division of Licenisng

Enclosures: 
1. Amendment 
2. Notice of

No.D- to DPR-64 
Issuance

cc: w/enclosures 
See next page
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The Commuission has sued the enclosed Amendment No. to Facility 
Operating License No. PR-64 for the Indian Point Nuclear Generating 
Unit No. 3. This, amncint consists of changes to the Environmental 
Technical Specifications ntresponse to your application transmitted by 
letter dated February 27, 81, which supercedes your amendment appli
cations dated December 14, 1 8 and December 3, 1979.  

The amendment revises-the A en~ B Environmental Technical Specifica
tions (ETS) to deletle nton- Padýiolo4 cal environmental requirements, and 
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request is that the ETS modifications~are necessary to permit implementa
tion of a Settlement Agreement which hakbL-en reached by parties to EPA's 
Hucraon Ui:er Power Vase. Based on our re lew, wie find that your request 
for ETS modificati Ans is appropriate and sh auld be granted.  
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The amendment% doý,not involve significant new safety information of 
a type not considered by a previous Commission safety review of the-" 

-. facility. ,Xhej d& not involve a significant increase in the probability 
or consequences of an accident, do• not Involve a significant decrease Sin a safety margin, and therefore dcnot involve a significant hazards 
cconsideration. We have also concluded that there is reasonable assurance 
that the health and safety of the public will not be endangered by this "•ci on.  

Sincerely, 

Steven A. Varga, Chief 
Operating Reactors Branch #1 
Division of Licensing 

Enclosures: 
1. Amendment No. to DP 64 
2. Notice of Issuance 
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