
BEFORE THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

In the Matter of 

CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY ) 
OF NEW YORK (Indian Point, ) Docket No. 50-247 
Unit No. 2) 

CITIZENS COMMITTEE FOR PROTECTION 
OF THE ENVIRONMENT 

STATEMENT WITH RESPECT TO BOARD 
INQUIRY ON QUALITY ASSURANCE PROGRAM 

AND ITS IMPLEMENTATION 

This Board has properly expressed concern with the 

Quality Assurance Program and its implementation by Applicant.  

The root of the Board's inquiry is whether the presence of 

abnormal occurrences at the plant can and does indicate a 

defect in the Quality Assurance Program or its implementation 

by Applicant.  

One answer to the Board's question is that abnormal 

occurrences and their detection without harm to the public 

health and safety demonstrates the strength of the Quality 

Assurance Program and its implementation and the validity of 

defense in depth. See Letter to Anthony Z. Roisman from James 

P. O'Reilly dated June 26, 1973, page one, third paragraph. The 

other answer is that the occurrence of the abnormality is an 

early warning signal which may upon investigation demonstrate 

that a defect in the Quality Assurance Program or its imple

mentation allowed a construction or operating defect to pass 
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unnoticed and that but for "good luck" .(ROE 69-73 ) 

the consequences of the abnormal occurrence could have been 

serious. See Letter to Anthony Z. Roisman from F.E.. Kruesi, 

October 26, 1972, page four, 1st paragraph and Letter to Anthony 

Z. Roisman from James P. O'Reilly dated June 26, 1972, page two, 

1st and 2nd paragraphs.  

The record of this proceeding does not include any 

evidence of a direct investigation of the relationship between 

the adequacy of the Quality Assurance Program including its 

implementation and abnormal occurrences. The record does dis

close several abnormal occurrences (i.e. late discovered defects 

in plant equipment or operation) many of which are listed in the 

Letter from Anthony Z. Roisman to Frank E. Kruesi, dated October 

6, 1972, page two, paragraph 2. Several additional unanticipated 

problems have arisen including thin-walled valves, steam and 

water line routing and fuel densification (necessitating changes 

-in fuel). In addition, the Applicant's latest operating abnormal 

occurrence was the eighth since operations began.  

On two occasions the Regulatory Staff has either found 

specific defects in the Applicants' Quality Assurance Program 

or its implementation or has been unable to determine whether 

Applicant is in compliance with applicable Quality Assurance 

Program requirements. Letter to Con Ed from James P. O'Reilly 

dated September 25, 1972; Letter to Con Ed from Karl Kniel dated
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April 3, 1973. In its response to the latter letter Applicant 

disclosed two respects in which it deviated from the require

ments of Regulatory Guide 1.33 (Safety Guide 33). Description 

of Consolidated Edison Quality Assurance Program for Operation 

of Indian Point No. 2, pages 24-25, attached to Letter from 

William Cahill to Karl Kniel dated July 6, 1973. Finally as 

to the inquiry raised by Mr. Kniel in his April 3 letter and 

as to the"failure of operating personnel to properly align a 

system in accordance with plant procedures" CLetter to Anthony 

Z. Roisman from James P. O'Reilly dated June 26, 1973, page 2, 

paragraph one) the Staff has not completed its investigation.  

We understand that the Board has raised questions re

garding the Quality Assurance Program and its implementation 

at this time in light of the Appeal Board decisions in Consumers 

Power Company (Midland) AIkB-106, RAI-73-3, p. 182, 184, Vermont 

Yankee Nuclear Power Corporation, ALAB-124, RAI-73-5, pp. 358, 

359-63, and Duke Power Company (McGuire), ALAB-128, RAI-73-6 

(Slip. op. pp. 27-38). We understand that the principal point 

of the inquiry is whether, regardless of the matters in the 

record, there is material which when brought to the attention of 

the Board would persuade the Board that on its own it should 

conduct a further inquiry, even on the record, of the question 

of quality assurance. This statement and the attached documents 

are submitted in order to aid the Board in its inquiry.
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Respectfully submitted,

6(l I

Anthony. Z. R6isian.  
Counsel for 6.i izens Committee 

f or R$eAiton of the Environment

Dated: July 13, 1973


