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to begin replacement of the steasm generators by the end of the year. The As you know, the 

NRC staff is-reviewimg has reviewed Con Ed's report and, based on this review, whas 

determined that there is an insufficient technical basis to permit operation to resume-whet'ter

met eentin Ned operation of W~2 with the eurrent steam generators poses am undue rusk to public 

health and safety. O~ur Rlegional staff are also continuing their inspection activities in order to 

ensure that all appropriate .. rre.tive a•tions have been ... pleted. The results of staff's 

review-was transmitted by letter to Con Ed on July 20, 2t0O(a c,bpy of that letter was provided 

to you6TIle staff has requested additional information from Con Ed with regard to the 

opert'onal assessment and will continue its review when Con Ed has provided the information 

requested. Under no circumstances will Con Ed be permitted to restart IP2 with the existing 

steam generators unless and until the staff determines that a sufficient technical basis for such 

action exists.  

An OIG review of the issues before and after the February 15, 2000, event is ongoing, and the 

results are scheduled to be reported in mid-August. Conasstent with its standard proess, , the 

eIC will provide safety significant insights to me and the staf, as appropriate, even if the 016's 

work "s not then conplete. This. iformatio will be taken into a.ccount On deiding whether or 

not to allow !P2 to resu,,e operations. in.hi .regard, IIG will be provdlng me with anL W2 

briefing on July 21, 2000. The OIG will provide safety-significant insights to me and the staff as 

appropriate during the course of its investigation. If weaknesses in the staff's review process 

are found, we will take appropriate action to strengthen those processes.  

As you note in your June 14, 2000, letter, the NRC has designated IP2 an "agency focus" plant.  

Such a designation does not indicate that the plant is unsafe to operate. Rather, it indicates 

that the NRC has increased its oversight activities at the plant to ensure that its safety
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performance meets the NRC's requirements, and that prompt corrective actions are taken by 

the licensee to address identified deficiencies. IP2 will remain an "agency focus" plant until 

such time as the NRC determines through its plant oversight process that the plant's 

performance merits removal from that category.  

The NRC staff has kept the Commission fully informed of the status of IP2 and of the staff's 

findings. The NRC staff will inform the Commission, internal stakeholders including OIG, as 

well as the public in the vicinity of the plant, of the results of the review of the IP2 steam 

generator operational assessment, prior to issuing its decision on the restart of the plant.  

I can assure you that the NRC staff's and Commissioners' primary concern is that the health 

and safety of the public in the vicinity of IP2 is protected. The NRC will approve future 

operation of the plant with the current steam generators only if we conclude that the generators 

meet the tube integrity performance criteria discussed in the NRC's July 20, 2000, letter to Con 

Ed, and can be operated so as to pose no undue risk to public health and safety.  

I appreciate the extent of your concern in these matters. If you have additional questions, 

please contact me.  

trust that this letter addresses your eonSerncse.  

Sincerely,

Richard A. Meserve



COMMISSIONER DICUS' CMTS ON CORR-00-0103, Revision 2 
InsertA Af._- ,,,--.  

Also noted in your letter, is your belief that Con Ed did not disclose 
Institute of Nuclear Power Operations. I hope you found the ...... A r 

concern in a letter dated June 29, 2000, from Mr. Hubert Miller, Regional Administrator Region I 
ss•actory.  
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Insert A 

Also noted in your letter is your belief that Con Ed did not disclose inspections conducted by the 
Institute of Nuclear Power Operations. I hope you found the clarification related to your 
concern in a letter dated June 29, 2000, from Mr. Hubert Miller, Regional Administrator Region I 
satisfactory.


