
William J. Cahill, Jr.  
Vice President 

Consolidated Edison Company of New York. Inc.  
4 Irving Place, New York, N Y 10003 
Telephone (212) 460-3819 

March 21, 1974 

RE: Indian Point Unit No. 2 
Facility Operating License 
DPR-26 

Mr. Eldon J. Brunner, Chief 
Reactor Operations Branch 
Regulatory Operations, Region I 
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission 
631 Park Avenue 
King of Prussia, Pennsylvania 19406 

Dear Mr. Brunner: 

Your letter of February 26,'1974 stated that certain activities 
authorized under A.E.C. License No. DPR-26 appeared to be in 
violation of A.E.C. requirementsbased on an inspection conducted 
by Mr. Anthony Fasano of your office on January 17-18, 21-22, 
24-25 and 28, 1974. A description of these violations was 
provided as an enclosure to your letter. Pertinent information 
relating to these apparent violations is provided below and is 
presented in the order shown on the above referenced enclosure.  

1. A separate response to this apparent violation was 
provided in a letter dated January 28, 1974 from 
Warren R. Cobean, Jr. to James P. O'Reilly.  

2. The delay in reporting A.O. 4-2-1 was due to misin
terpretation of the responsibility for processing 
such occurrences. Since that time Station Adminis
tratie Order (SAO) No. 124 has been issued to clarify 
the procedure to be followed by all Indian Point Units 
regarding the reporting of, and appropriate follow-up 
on, anomalous conditions, unexpected transients, equip
ment malfunctions, etc. This SAO clearly defines the 
required steps and responsibilities necessary to 
insure that the actions and notifications required 
by the Technical Specifications can be made within 
the specified time requirements.  
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3. The monthly report to the Department Manager and 
each Section Ilead on the status of active Engineering 
Service Memorandums (ESM) and Engineering Service 
Requests (ESR) was not issued by the Station's 
Technical Engineering Director primarily because such 
a report would have only been redundant to a similar 
monthly status report which was being provided 
directly by our Engineering Department to key station 
personnel (such as, the Department and Station Managers, 
Director - Technical Engineering, Maintenance Super
intendant, and the Chief Operations Engineer).  

Station Administrative order No. 109 has been revised 
to delete the requirement for the issuance of a 
periodic status report, and in lieu thereof, now 
requires that the Director - Technical Engineering 
maintain cognizance of the status of ESM's and ESR's for 
the purpose of being able to properly respond to 
specific requests for information.  

Very truly yours, 

William J. Cahill, r.


