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ITEM 6.6 (CATEGORY K-i) - Integrally - Welded Supports

There are no integrally -welded supports on the valves subject 
to this examination.  

ITEM 6.7 (CATEGORY K-2) -Supports and Hangers 

The supports and hangers of the valves subject to this 

examination shall be visually examined in accordance with Section 

XI of the code, as shown in Table 4.2-1.  

G. Miscellaneous Inspections 

ITEM 7.1 - Primary Pump Flywheels 

The flywheels shall be visually examined at the first refueling.  
At each subsequent refueling, one different flywheel shall be 
examined by ultrasonic methods. The examinations schedules are 
shown in Table 4.2-1.  

ITEM 7.2 - Reac tor Vessel Special Inspection 

1. Interval of Inspection: 

The reactor vessel shall be examined during the second ten 
year interval in the area of the vessel weld located 
approximately 236 inches below the reactor vessel flange at 
3450 azimuth. This area shall be reexamined during the 
three successive inspection periods as defined in 

accordance with IWB-2410 of the 1980 ASM'E Boiler & Pressure 
Vessel Code, Section XI, as modified below.  

The examination schedule may revert to the original 

inspection schedule per IWB-2410 if: 

(i) The additional examinations reveal that the 

indications remain essentially unchanged over 3 
successive inspections, or 

(ii) Any additional examination utilizing-ultrasonic 
techniques per IWA-2232, or alternative techniques 
per IWA-2240, as supplemented by prior examination, 
demonstrate that the reflector meets the acceptance 
standards of IWB-3510. Such demonstration shall be 
submitted for NRC review and approval. Upon 
receipt of NRC concurrence, this special inspection 

requirement (item 7.2 in its entirety) shall become 
void.  

2. Reporting Requirements: 

The reactor vessel inservice inspection program shall be 

forwarded to NRC 180 days prior to plant shutdown during 
which the inspection is scheduled to be accomplished.  

Inspection results shall be forwarded for NRC review and 

approval 15 days prior to plant startup.

Amendment No. 4214.2-15



TABLE 4.2-1 (Sheet 11 of 11)

Fxamnatiofl 
Category 

G-1 

G-2

Components and 

Parts to 
be Examined 
Pressure-retaininlg 
bolting 

Pressuertann 
bolting 

integrally-welded 
supportS

Method

Extent of 
Examination 
(Percent in 

10 Year 

interval) 

Not applicable

100%

Remarks

Exception is taken for valves 
which are not accessible.

Not applicable

100%
Supports and 
hangers

MISCELLANEOUS INSPECTIONS

Primary pump 
flywheel 

Reactor Vessel 
Special Inspection 
Area

V & UT 

UT

See Remarks 

See remarks

Exception is taken for supports 
and hangers which are not accessible.  

The flywheels shall be visually 

examined at the first refueling.  

At each subsequent refueling, one 

different flywheel shall be examined 

by ultrasonic methods.  

The reactor vessel shall be exam 

during the second ten year intervW 

in the area of the vessel weld 

located approximately 236 inches 

below the reactor vessel flange at 

3450 azimuth. This area shall be 

reexamined during the three 

successive inspection periods as 

defined in accordance with IWB-2410 

of the 1980 ASME Boiler & Pressure 

Vessel Code, Section YI as modified 

below.

Amendment No. 422

Item 
N'o.  
g.4

K-2

0
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Examination 
Category

Components and 
Parts to 
be Examined

TABLE 4.2-1 (Sheet lla of 11) ' 
Extent of 
Examination 
(Percent in 

10 Year 
Method Interval)-

The examination schedule may revert 
to the original inspection schedule 
per IWB-2410 if: 

(i) The additional examinations 
reveal that the indications 
remain essentially unchanged 
over 3 successive inspections; 
or 

(ii )Any additional examination utilizing 
ultrasonic techniques per IWA-2232, 
or alternative techniques per 
IWA-2240, as supplemented by prior 
examination, demonstrate that the 
reflector meets the acceptance 
standards of IWB-3510. Such 
demonstration shall be submitted for 
NRC review and approval. Upon 
receipt of NRC concurrence, this 
special inspection requirement sha 
become void.

Amendment No. 422

Item 
No. Remarks

4.2-28
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Safety Assessment 

On August 5, 1984, as a result of the planned ten year inservice 
inspection of the Indian Point Unit No. 2 reactor vessel, an ultrasonic 
indication was identified in a vessel weld seam located approximately 236 

inches below the reactor vessel flange at the 3450 azimuthal position.  
By letters dated September 7, 1984, September 21, 1984, October 10, 1984 
and October 12, 1984 and in meetings on August 11, 1984 (Bethesda, Md), 
August 15, 16, 17, 1984 (Pittsburgh, Pa.), and October 3, 1984 (Bethesda, 
Md.) Con Edison provided detailed technical information in support of our 
conclusions that the indication is sufficiently small so as to have no 
effect upon the safe operation of Indian Point Unit No. 2, nor require 
auguinented inspection.  

By letter dated October 16, 1984, the NRC staff concluded that the 
reflector size is well within the maximum flaw size as calculated by 
fracture mechanics analyses and authorized restarting of the unit.  
However, the staff was unable to conclude that the reflector size is less 

than the ASME Code Section XI allowable. Consequently, the staff has 
requested augumented inservice inspection of the Indian Point Unit No. 2 
reactor vessel during the next ten year inspection interval until, (as 
required by the Section XI Code) and unless it can be shown to the 
staff's satisfaction that the reflector size is within the ASME Code 
Section XI allowable.  

Accordingly, the proposed Technical Specification change contained in 
Attachment A to this application is an administrative action in 

consonance with previously established staff conclusions.  

Basis for no significant hazards consideration determination 

The Commission has provided quidance concerning the application of the 
standards for determining whether a significant hazards consideration 
exists by providing certain examples (48 FR 14870). The examples of 
actions involving no significant hazards consideration include: "1... a 

change that constitutes an additional limitation, restriction, or control 
not presently included in the technical specifications, for example, a ; 
more stringent surveillance requirement." The change proposed in this 
license amendment application is encompassed by this example in that the 
proposed change would require vessel inspection in the area of concern, 
at least initially, at a frequency considerably in excess of the current 
inspection frequency. This constitutes a surveillance requirement more 
stringent than existing.



There are however, attendant risks associated with the proposed more 
stringent surveillance requirement. if the proposed Technical 
Specification were to go into effect, a full-core discharge and removal 
of the reactor lower internals would be required, and thus the risks 
associated with these' activities, including fuel or equipment damage and 
additional radiation exposure would be attributable to the surveillance 
requirement. Because we have concluded that unacceptable propagation of 
the indication during severe transients is not credible, we are unable to 
attribute any beneficial safety effects to enhanced surveillance. As 
indicated, we have identified credible attendant risks associated with 
more stringent surveillance, however we have concluded that they do not 
present a significant hazards consideration.  

The proposed changes have been reviewed by the Station Nuclear Safety 
Committee and the Consolidated Edison Nuclear Facilities Safety 
Committee. Both committees concur that these changes do not represent a 
significant hazards consideration and will not cause any change in the 
types or increase in the amounts of effluents or any change in the 
authorized power level of the facility.
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