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e. Deleted

f. One refueling water storage tank low-level alarm may be inoperable 
for up to 7 days provided the other low-level alarm is operable.  

3. When RCS temperature is less than or equal to 295 0F, the requirements of 
Table 3.1.A-2 regarding the number of safety injection (SI) pumps allowed 
to be energized shall be adhered to.  

B. CONTAINMENT COOLING AND IODINE REMOVAL SYSTEMS 

1. The reactor shall not be made critical unless the following conditions 
are met: 

a. The spray additive tank contains not less than 4000 gallons of 
solution with a sodium hydroxide concentration of not less than 30% 
by weight.  

b. The five fan cooler-charcoal filter units and the two spray pumps, 
with their associated valves and piping, are operable.  

2. During power operation, the requirements of 3.3.B.1 may be modified to 
allow any one of the following components to be inoperable. If the 
system is not restored to meet the requirements of 3.3.B.1 within the 
time period specified, the reactor shall be placed in the hot shutdown 
condition utilizing normal operating procedures. If the requirements of 
3.3.B.1 are not satisfied within an additional 48 hours, the reactor 
shall be placed in the cold shutdown condition utilizing normal operating 
procedures.  

a. One fan cooler unit may be inoperable during normal reactor 
operation for a period not to exceed 7 days provided both 
containment spray pumps are operable.  

b. One containment spray pump may be inoperable during normal reactor 
operation, for a period not to exceed 72 hours, provided the five 
fan cooler units and the remaining containment spray pump are 
operable.  

C. Any valve required for the functioning of the system during and 
following accident conditions may be inoperable provided it is 
restored to operable status within 7 days or 24 hours for the fan 
cooler or containment spray systems respectively, and all valves in 
the system that provide the duplicate function are operable.
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Description of Change: 

This amendment application proposes to delete Technical Specification 
Section 3.3.A.2.e, the action statement for the Boron Injection Tank flow 
path heat tracing.  

Background: 

In an amendment application dated August 2, 1985, we requested an amendment 
to the Technical Specifications to delete the limiting condition for 
operation (LCO) and surveillance requirements for the Boron Injection Tank 
(BIT). The surveillance requirements were cited in Tables 4.1-1 and 4.1-2 
and the LC0 was cited in Section 3.3.A.1.b. The LCO included the 
requirements for two channels of heat tracing to be available for the flow 
path from the BIT. License Amendment No. 104 was issued to change the 
Technical Specifications as requested.  

It has subsequently been determined that through an administrative 
oversight, deletion of the corresponding action statement (Section 
3.3.A.2.e) for the BIT flow path heat tracing LC0 was inadvertently omitted 
from the previous amendment request. The BIT flow path heat tracing had 
been required to prevent solidification of the minimum 20,000 ppm boric acid 
solution in the lines between the BIT and the suction of the safety 
injection pumps. With the removal of the BIT, there is now only a 2000 ppm 
boric acid solution in the lines from the Refueling Water Storage Tank to 
the suction of the safety injection pumps. Based on standard boric acid 
solubility curves, this lower concentration does not require heat tracing to 
prevent solidification.  

Based on the above, it is clear that the BIT flow path heat tracing is no 
longer required. Moreover, the underlying Technical Specification 
requirement itself was removed in Amendment No. 104. Therefore, its 
corresponding action statement is not applicable to any existing LCO and 
should accordingly be omitted. This proposed amendment will correct the 
administrative oversight.  

Basis for "No Significant Hazards Considerations" Determination: 

In accordance with the requirements of 10 CPR 50.92, the proposed Technical 
Specification change is deemed to involve "no significant hazards 
considerations" because operation of Indian Point Unit No. 2 in accordance 
with this change would not: 

1. Involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated.  

The safety injection pumps are required to deliver borated water from 
the Refueling Water Storage Tank (RWST) to the reactor coolant system 
during various accident scenarios.



The heat tracing on the BIT flow path was previously required to 
prevent solidification of the minimum 20,000 ppm boric acid solution in 
the lines from the BIT to the suction of the safety injection pumps.  
The requirement for the BIT was previously removed by License Amendment 
No. 104 which deleted the LCO and surveillance requirements associated 
with the BIT. With the subsequent physical removal of the BIT, there 
is now only a 2000 ppm boric acid solution in the lines from the RWST 
to the suction of the safety injection pumps. This lower concentration 
does not require heat tracing to prevent solidification.  

Therefore, there is no adverse effect on the safety injection pumps by 
the removal of the suction line heat tracing.  

2. Create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated.  

Deletion of the BIT flow path heat tracing does not change or affect 
the safety function of the safety injection system. Therefore, there 
is no potential for a new or different kind of accident from any 
previously evaluated.  

3. Involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.  

Since there is no technical need to heat trace a line containing 2000 
ppm boric acid solution, deletion of the heat tracing does not involve 
a reduction in a margin of safety.  

The Commission has provided guidance concerning the application of the 
standards for determining whether "significant hazards considerations" exist 
by providing examples in 51FR7751. Example (i) of the Commission's 
Examples of Amendments That Are Considered Not Likely To Involve Significant 
Hazards Considerations relates to "'a purely administrative change to 
technical specifications: for example, a change to achieve consistency 
throughout the technical specifications, correction of an error, or a change 
in nomenclature." In this case, the proposed change to delete the BIT flow 
path heat tracing is similar to Example (i) since this proposed amendment is 
intended to correct an administrative oversight from a previous amendment 
application that was subsequently approved.  

Therefore, since the application for amendment satisfies the criteria 
specified in 10 CFR 50.92, and is similar to examples for which "no 
significant hazards considerations" exist, Con Edison has made a 
determination that the application involves "no significant hazards 
considerations." 

The proposed change has been reviewed by the Station Nuclear Safety 
Committee and the Con Edison Nuclear Facilities Safety Committee. Both 
Committees concur that this change does not represent any "significant 
hazards considerations"


