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July 24, 2012

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
ATTN: Document Control Desk
Washington, DC 20555-0001

SUBJECT: Supplement to License Renewal Application — Compliance with
Coastal Zone Management Act
Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit Nos. 2 & 3
Docket Nos. 50-247 and 50-286
License Nos. DPR-26 and DPR-64

Dear Sir or Madam:

By letter dated April 23, 2007, Entergy Nuclear Operations, Inc. (Entergy) submitted an application
for renewal of the Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit Nos. 2 and 3 (IP2 and IP3, respectively)
operating licenses (Reference 1). The License Renewal Application (LRA), Appendix E,
“Applicant’s Environmental Report — Operating License Renewal Stage — Indian Point Energy
Center,” indicated that Entergy would submit a Coastal Management Program Consistency
Certification to the New York State Department of State (NYSDOS). In addition, the NRC Staff, in
the IP2 and IP3 Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (FSEIS), issued in December
2010 (Reference 2), noted that “[bJased on IP2 and IP3’s location within the State’s Coastal Zone,
license renewal of IP2 and IP3 will require a State coastal consistency certification.” FSEIS at 2-
142,

In accordance with 10 C.F.R. § 51.45(d), this letter updates Entergy’s status of compliance with the
Coastal Zone Management Act and, to that extent, supplements the LRA. Entergy reassessed the
Act’s requirements and has determined that IP2 and IP3 already have obtained the necessary
consistency reviews from the State of New York and that license renewal will not result in coastal
effects that are substantially different than the effects previously reviewed by NYSDOS and other
state agencies with jurisdiction under state law to make those determinations. 15 CFR
930.51(b)(3). From this determination flows the conclusion that [P2 and IP3 require no further
consistency review in connection with this proceeding.

Specifically, there have been consistency reviews of IP2 and IP3 operations on multiple occasions.
For example, we note: (1) the New York Power Authority’s (NYPA) environmental review in
support of its transfer of IP3 to Entergy Nuclear Indian Point 3, LLC in 2000 (Reference 3); (2) the
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation’s (NYSDEC) Coastal Assessment
Form dated February 11, 2000, completed as a part of the State Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (SPDES) Permit renewal application for IP2 and IP3 on March 2, 2000 (Reference 4); (3)
the New York Public Service Commission’s (NYPSC) Final Supplemental Environmental Impact
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Statement (FSEIS) for the transfer of IP1 and IP2 to Entergy Nuclear Indian Point 2, LLC dated
August 17, 2001 (Reference 5); and (4) a Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) concerning
SPDES permit renewals for Hudson River energy facilities, including IP2 and IP3, by the NYSDEC
on June 25, 2003 (Reference 6). Additional information on two of the prior consistency reviews
follows:

e In 2000, NYPA authorized the transfer of IP3 to Entergy Nuclear Indian Point 3, LLC. As
part of the ownership change, NYPA -- the New York State agency that had been the owner
and operator of IP3 for more than two decades before the transfer, acting as the Lead
Agency for the review-- conducted an environmental evaluation of the plant's operations.
The evaluation included a Negative Declaration and Notice of Determination of Non-
Significance pursuant to New York’s State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA), a
Full Environmental Assessment, a New York Coastal Assessment, and a Federal
Consistency certification (Reference 3). NYSDOS and NYSDEC also were involved in the
evaluation. In this review, NYPA determined that IP3’s operations were consistent with all
enforceable policies of the New York Coastal Management Plan.

e On August 17, 2001, NYPSC adopted a Final Supplemental EIS regarding IP2 operations,
clearing the transfer of the facility (and Indian Point Unit 1) from Consolidated Edison to
Entergy Nuclear Indian Point 2, LLC. As a part of this authorization, NYSPSC determined
that the proposed transfer of Indian Point Unit 1 and IP2 was consistent with applicable
New York coastal zone policies (Reference 5).

In addition, the operator and/or owners of IP2 and IP3 have applied for and been issued numerous
other permits for specific plant operations or activities, such as building construction, wastewater or
stormwater discharges, hazardous and mixed waste storage, air emissions, and petroleum
storage. Each permit issued to IP2 or IP3 after the adoption of the New York Coastal Management
Program (NYCMP) in 1982 required a determination by the relevant issuing agency that the
specific operation or activity met all enforceable policies of the New York Coastal Management
Plan.

Further, in the same manner as the transfers of IP2 and IP3 to Entergy Nuclear Indian Point 2, LLC
and Entergy Nuclear Indian Point 3, LLC over a decade ago, the renewal of the operating licenses
for IP2 and IP3 will not result in any change in the operation of the plants. Entergy does not at this
time intend to make substantial modifications to either plant during the renewal period. Any
potential modifications to 1P2 or IP3 that may be imposed by NYSDEC as part of its future SPDES
permit determinations will be reviewed and addressed in those proceedings, and are beyond the
scope of the license renewal application currently pending before the NRC. Finally, the license
renewal process has required, and will continue to require during the renewal period, the
implementation of certain aging management programs. However, none of this affects how
Entergy operates the plants.

For these reasons, Entergy has concluded that no further action by NYSDOS in regard to a
Consistency Certification is needed for the purpose of IP2 and IP3 license renewal. Thus,
consistent with the requirements of 15 CFR 930.57(a), Entergy is supplementing its LRA to reflect
the foregoing determinations in Section 9.3 of the Environmental Report for these units. See
Enclosures 1 and 2. As an additional consequence, as reflected in Enclosure 3, Attachment D to
the Environmental Report is deleted in its entirety.
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There are no new commitments identified in this submittal. If you have any questions, or require
additional information, please contact Mr. Robert Walpole at 914-254-6710.

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on 7[24 {12

Sincerely,

No= we F Daaimes
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ENCLOSURES: 1.
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9.3 Coastal Zone Management Program Compliance

The Federal Coastal Zone Management Act (“Act”, 16 USC 1451 et seq.) imposes requirements
on applicants for a federal license to conduct an activity that could affect a state's coastal zone.
The Act requires the applicant to certify to the licensing agency that the proposed activity would
be consistent with the state's federally approved coastal zone management program (16 USC
1456(c)(3)(A)). The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration has promulgated
implementing regulations that indicate that the requirement is applicable to renewal of federal
licenses for activities not previously reviewed by the state (15 CFR 930.51 (b)(1)). The
regulation requires that the license applicant provide its certification to the federal licensing
agency and a copy to the applicable state agency (15 CFR 930.57(a)).

The NRC’s office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation has issued guidance to its staff regarding
compliance with the Act. This guidance acknowledges that New York has an approved coastal
zone management program [NRC 2004]. The IP2 and IP3 site, located in Westchester County, is
within the New York coastal zone.

asta : e-appropriate-state-agency—Entergy has determined
that its License Renewal Application for IP2 and IP3 satisfies the requirements of the Act. In
particular, IP2 and IP3 have already obtained the necessary consistency reviews from the State of
New York, license renewal will not result in coastal effects that are substantially different than
the effects previously reviewed by New York State and found to be consistent with the
applicable policies of the New York Coastal Management Plan, and therefore, IP2 and IP3
require no further consistency determinations associated with license renewal. Moreover,
Entergy now believes that the New York Coastal Management Plan also exempts both plants
from further consistency review.
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Table 9-2

Environmental Consultations Related to License Renewal

Agency

Authority

Activity Covered

U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and National
Marine Fisheries Service

Endangered Species Act
Section 7 (16 USC 1636)

Requires federal agency
issuing a license to consult
with USFWS and NMFS.

New York Natural Heritage
Program

Endangered Species Act
Section 7 (16 USC 1636)

Requires federal agency
issuing a license to consult
with the fish and wildlife
agency at the state level.

New York State Office of
Parks, Recreation, and
Historic Preservation

National Historic Preservation
Act Section 106

Requires federal agency
issuing a license to consider
cultural impacts and consult
with SHPO.

New York State
Department of State

Federal Coastal Zone
Management Act (16 USC 1451
et seq.)_National Oceanic and

Atmospheric Administration
Requlations (15 CFR 930.51(e))

Requires federal agency
issuing a license to make a
determination of substantially
different coastal effects after
consulting with the state
agency and applicant, to the
extent required by 15 CFR
930.51(e)

Requires-an-applicantto

New York State
Department of
Environmental
Conservation

Clean Water Act, Section 401
(33 USC 1341)

Requires New York State
certification that discharge
would comply with state
water quality standards
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Table-D-3 - .
Agenrey Authority Requirement Number Expiration-Date Authorized-Activity
NYEBEG |6 NYCRR-Part704 Tank-Farm-SRBES NY-025-1135 February-1,-2010 [Discharge-of wastewaters
SPBES-Permit to-waters-of-the-State:
SPRPES-General-Rermit during-Construction-ef-the
and-204 sources-{beilersturbines;
and-generators):
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873-1306:1-of-the
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Table D-3
Environment-and a-disposal/iprocessing
Di L - 2007
EPRA: EﬂvifenmentaJ—PFe!eeueﬂ—Ageney
NRG:

NYSDEG: New¥erk—stategepaﬁmem~ef—5ﬂwmnmenta4«eeﬂsewa’mn

FDEG: . Iennessee-aepanmem—elénwﬁenmen&andsensewaum (leswn of Radiological Health)

WCEDOH: \Westehester-County-Department-of-Health
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