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OF NEW YORK, INC.

(Indian Point Station, Unit No. 2)
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AEC REGULATORY STAFF SUPPLEMENTAL REISPONSE TO CITIZENS'
‘COMMITTEE FOR THE PROTECTION OF THE ENVIRONMENT EXCEP-
TIONS TO I'\IITIAL DECISION ISSUED ON JULY 15, 1972

On August 17, 1972, the regulatory staff filed a response to the Exceptlons
filed by the Cxtlzens‘ Commlttee for the PrO_tG.:‘_Ct_',l'On of the Env1ro'nmen;t vro th»e; .
Initial Decision issued by t‘h.e._presi'd'ing' Avtorr._l;Ic Safety arrrd Lice’hsirlg B:oarrd |
in subject proéeeding._ In our covering letter fbrwar',di-ng.vt.l-xe st‘_aflf reéporlse,
we advised the Appeal Board that a supporting .af,fid”avitvfrom Dr. I)on'alld k : s
Knuth, Assistant Director for R'eaétor Safety, Dire;torate‘bf Liéensing ,‘ U.S.
AEC, would be filed at a later date. Dr. Knuth's affidavit is a.ttachéd.héreto
and we request that it be Eons'idéred as part of this response.

" In the Auguét 17, 1972 response, the regulétory sIaLfI to_ék the position that
the 'int'erveno‘r"'s.request to the Appeal Board t6 stay the issuance of an operating
license and to re-open the hearing record w1th respect to "rgcentl.y 'di’scov“evred
data" concerning the invtegrity of fuel rod; , which waé ;inglﬁded in thé,intervenor's
exceptions to the Initial Decision, should be _derﬁed on the grour1ds that therev 'is'
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" no safety problem associated with fuel anomalies of the_type-idéﬁtifie’d in the

Ginna'facility with respect to operation of the Indian Point Unit No. 2 facﬂity .
at power levels up to 50% of full power for purpbseslof the propos,ed"testing of

the facility.

Subsequent to the identification of fuel anqrrialie's of &1e At}'lpe nofec_l Aat_thé' Ginna
faclility, informatic.)n.has been received from the aéplicant_in _the proceeding and
its nuclear steam supply system supplier re‘ga‘rdin'g thbevpr'obler,n ‘. Fl.n_'the.z.' infoyl-'_
mation is expected to be received fx_*o_m the applicant and the .‘supp_liér_'.. Thé reé-l
ulatory staff's evaluation of this inforxﬁat@on will be cor'né"lé‘ted i.r;“the near f.qt‘ur‘e.
Pending completion of the evaluation, the regu.lato‘r'y _s_ta_f-.f_hasv‘cqn.cluded th‘a,t‘ thé
proposed operation of the Indian Péint Unit No; 2 facility, at power levels ﬁp to.

20% of full power for purposes of the proposed testing, would not result in any

safety problem. The basis for this conclusion is contained in the attached affidavit

of Dr. Donald F. Knuth.

The above-stated position of the regulatory staff reflécts_ a chéng.e of position from

that set forth in its response of August 17, 1972. This ‘chan.ge of position is based

on the regdlatory..staff's view that, pending the completion of the evaluation discussed

above and under the circumstances of this procee_ding,'a‘more. limited power operation

is warranted. This posi.tion should not, hbwever,'.be construed as indicating that

operation of either Indian Point Unit No. 2 or a'similar facilfty at power levels above

20% would necessérily result in safety problems.




For the foregoing reasons, intervenor" .s reqtlesl to slay.the 1ssual1ce of an
operatmg license authorizing operatlon of. lndlan Pom.t Unit- Ne 2. ‘at 20°

of full power for testing purposes _and tglvre-oﬁperl,tv:he.;he;.rlng_:sihbunl_d be
denied. To the extent_that the req.ues':t 1s dlrected f'o operatmn 1n excess of
20%, we would urge the Appeal Board to hold in abeyenee arly actmn on that
port1von of the intervenor's request pendmg the Acoxrlpletlon of the regulator;y
staff's evaluation and tl"le submlssmn to tlle Appeal B.oa}r»d of zl suéplerxlental
response reflecting the regulatory staff's pos1t1onvv reg‘ardmé operatlon of the

Indian Point Unit No. 2, at power levels above 20 of full_ po’werT ”

Respectfully submltted

,;/'//'1( /l/z/z )1«. oo L f’

Myrp(x K.erman :
Counsel for AEC Regulatory Staff

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland
this 25th day of August, 1972
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" AFFIDAVIT OF DONALD F. KNUTH =

I, Donald F. Knuth, being duly sworn, depose and say:

1.

That I am Assistant Director f'or"‘ Reactor Safety, Directorate
of Licensing. U. S. Atomic Eﬁérgy 'Coininvi'ssioﬁ’, Wa_shing-to‘n,'

D. C. 20545;

That I am responsible for thg .review;cul.'rer-_l_‘tlytbei'ﬁg contd“uc‘ted
by the AEC regulatory staff concerning fueil banomalies' of the
type recently identified at the Robert A. ,Ginﬁa Facili_ty of”fﬁe
Rochester Gas and Electric Company (U. >S . AEC Docket :

No. 50-244);

That I have discussed the'current' prbceeding in the. capti‘onedv
matter with Mr, Karl Knlel Branch Chlef PWR Branch #2,
U. S. AEC D1rectorate of Llcensmg, who is respon51ble for ‘

supervising the review of the apphcatlon of Consolidated Edison



Company of New York for a: license to operate the Indian Point
Unit No. 2 facility and that Mr. Kniel has described to me the
pr;)posed operation of the I:ndian- Point Unit.No. 2 facility at
power levels up to 20% of full power for the purposes of the

proposed testing of the facility;

That it is my conclusion that the prop'os‘ed operation of the
Indian Point Unit 2 facility at power levels up to 20% of full
pdwer for purposes of the propésed testing would not result

in any safety problem;

That this conclusion assumes that tﬁe anomalbus behavior of’
the fuel which was expe‘rienc.ed at Ginna is applicable to the
I.ndian Point Unit 2 facility. Although oiaeration at power le\?el
of 20% of full power could result in fuel densification, operation
of the Indian Point Unit 2 facility for a period well in excess 'of
that associated with the proposed tésting program, would be

necessary in order to develop cladding collapse as experienced-

at the Ginna facility. In addition, the other effects of fuel densi- -

fication, such as power peaking due to any axial gaps and any
increase in radial clearances, do not have safety significance

at the 20% power level.




6. That the foregoing statements are true and correct to the best of my

knowledge and belief.

c’;',;..;_‘f:\ o ;
) el T )C.m,. O
Donald F. Knuth

Subscribed and sworn to before me
this oo day of .-+~ . 1972,

Notary Pubhc 4
STATE OF MARYLAND, COUNTY OF
MONTGOMERY ; ._ L
My Commission expires e S / ,7 o
i 4
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that copies of "AEG Regulatory Staff Supplemental Response .

to:Citizens' Committee for the Protection of the Environment Exceptions to
Initial Decision Issued on July 15, 1972," dated August 25, 1972, in the
captioned matter, have been served on the following by deposit in the

United States mail, first class or air mail, this 25th day of August, 1972:

Dr. John.H. Buck .
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D. C. 20545

Dr. Lawrence R. Quarles

Dean, School of Engineering and
Applied Science

University of Virginia

Charlottesville, Virginia 22901

Samuel W. Jensch, Esq., Chairman
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D. C. 20545

Dr. John C. Geyer, Chairman
Department of Geography and
Environmental Engineering
The Johns Hopkins University
Baltimore, Maryland 21218

Mr. R. B. Briggs, Director
Molten-Salt Reactor Program
Oak Ridge National Laboratory
P. 0. Box Y

Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37830

J. Bruce MacDona]d, Esq.

New York State Atomic Energy Council

112 State Street
Albany, New York 12207

Angus Macbeth, Esq.
Natural Resources Defense Council,
Inc. :

36 West 44th Street

New York, New York 10036

Anthony Z. Roisman, Esq.
Berlin, Roisman and Kessler
1712 N Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 120036

Honorable William J. Burke

Mayor of the Village of
Buchanan :

Buchanan, New York 10517

Paul S. Shemin, Esq. _

New York State Attorney General's -
Office o _

80 Centre Street

New York, New York 10013 -
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Leonard M. Trosten, Esq.
LeBoeuf, Lamb, Leiby & MacRae
1821 Jefferson Place, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20036

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Panel
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D. C. 20545 -

Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal Board
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D. C. 20545

Mr. Frank W. Karas

Chief, Public Proceedings Staff

Off1ce of the Secretary of the
Commission

U. S. Atomic Energy Commission

Washington, D. C. 20545

‘//)1/{1fu(/ ‘/[Ll[g/f((

Myroq/Karman
Coun;e] for AEC Regu]atony Staff




