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The hydrologic ongineerxng questions concerning the ,
Indian Point Unit 3, Nuclear Generating Station that we would
like included 'in. the next list of questions for transmittal

- to the applxcant are. attached. : -
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. - INDIAN POINT mu’;

DOCKET NO. 50-286

 HYDROLOGIC ENGINEERING

l
QUESTIONS o

In maximizing hydrologic parameters for PMF determinations, the
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. : : . !
assumption is generally made that an antecedent storm about half

- as severe as the PMF has occurred 3-6 days'befdré the start of PMF

precipitation. This assumvtlon usually is suff1C1ent to assume

ground wetness, resu1t1ng in minimum losses and maxxmum rainfall .

excess, which was done satlsfactor11y. However, the antecedent
storm is generally also suff1c1ent to fill a substantial portion

of the available floed control storage before substant1a1 PMF runoff-

. can occur. Justify the antecedent reservoir storage conditions

. assumed,

- Verification of selected unit-hydrogranhs is. adenuate. " The routing
.coeff1c1ents should also be Verlfled at selected locations by 51m11ar

'_reconst1tut10n methods where data is. avallable.

Coincidental wave action at the plant site should be evaluated u51ng

.technlques presented in U, S. Army Coastal Eng1neer1ng Center ,

Technical Report No. 4, .or similar, Significant and maximum wave

‘heights, and corresponding runup, should be determined for

critical waterfront locations.
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profiles on Figure V-1 is required,

" on Figure A-46, would provide'ideal data for coefficient verification.

.. (7)
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Since the occurrence of a PMF and a o§*1ng h1gh t1de may be
postulated almost as readily as the three tide conditions -
presented at the Battery on Figufe V-1, provide the
estimated PMF water level at the site ébncurren:ly with a
spring high tide. In addition, what provisions have been made

for the variable tidal flow between the Battery and the site?

‘Further clarification of the discharges used to cémpute_the
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The computations of surge attenuation effects are highly

dependent on the selection of empirical coefficients. The number

of historical surges in the Hudson, some of which are illustrated

Substantiate. the surge atteriuation coefficients by reconst1tut1ng

at least one . of the hlgher hzstorlcal events,



e

N MEMO Rourﬁﬂ

> j See me about this. Fo.';;oncu". é){actlon. ]
Form AEC-93 (Rev. May 14, 1947) AECM Note and return, For signature, For nformation,
TO (Name and unit) INITIALS REMARKS

S e

//\) M”i’dfﬁ‘é ﬂ7p éy)é)//éﬁ/ﬂf éﬂ’é /'/77(brmdl/'7u A
)

d
- [foare z/lsaussezf fhese wes beoans 17
DR S | 7

/A
e C

TO (Name and unit)

INITIALS REMARKS ~

WBQH

header JFa) &

Y/ P 7
I’PC,PI/D}' o# i’hf )) ﬁcwz/

OUPQ}/mﬂb Z’he ano//éﬂ/nf' w:/[

//
0/0/\ 1L men‘l‘ A/s 1’291719-7’16,6 /lfﬁé/ggcg )
[AJ/LII&/’! pu/// /7)’,3/945//

DATE

TO _(Name and unit)

Lo s, qutmj
DATE hased oo Lthe 4Ju/mr 7—/{///70—)14
e
ﬁ 5168 [ OINS -
FROM (Name and unit) REMARKS
— ! Doigh f

| N
; PHONE NO. DATE o . B N
) 7 Jufv%?(

USE OTHER SIDE FOR ADDITIONAL REMARKS

GPO : 1968 0-—294-619



