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CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY - INDIAN POINT NO. 2

DOCKET NO. 50-247

The attached report of inspections at the site and at the Con Ed g
‘ corporate offices on February 17, 23, 24, March 5, 6, 8, 10, 11, 12,

\ . - 15 and 16, 1971 is forwarded’for information. o

\ . . : ‘
S\ 7 .. This report documents a number of def1c1enc1es which have been dis-
\ T cussed and reviewed previously. The most significant of these defl- RS
”% ~+  clencies are as follows: ' . : - LN
"f\;_j'f' 1. The hot functional test was conducted prior to completion of
\' - /* . piping hangar installation. We have taken a position with Con Ed
N " that additional piping' expansion and movement measurements are

" necessary before reactor operation at significant power.

2. The loss of all outside power test was not completely'satisfactory
', to us. Additional consideration is being given by Con Ed and the
inspector toward'obtaining,mutually satisfactorypresolution.

\‘3.§,Procedural deficiencies in the form of acceptance values and general‘ R
v . -procedural coverages have been resolved. L

4., . Some def1c1ehc1es were 1dent1f1ed in the power ascension testing

{- program in that some tests specified by PI 6000/1 were not planned. o

! "All of the differences are tests which are contalned in the "Guide - ‘.
for the Planning of Initial Startup Programs" wh1ch was recently - .. °
made public by the AEC. We expect that in the near future Con Ed '.

, w111 e1ther modlfy their program or Justlfy the dlfferences. \

2.5 ijaJor def1c1enc1es were 1dent1f1ed in the scope, and depth of cov-ia’rJ"

| erage of the routine operating procedures. ,/ Con Ed is presently S

j ~-devoting a major effort toward rev131ng and upgradlng these pro-'ﬂﬁjq'
cedures. = .. . 0 : B Ot S .
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‘ , SR P 0 Rellly ’ -2 -
' '_f:‘ t:{:We understand that the prev1ously 1dent1f1ed questlon of the thermal
R stresses associated with injection of cold water through the SIS sys-"

lioow ., tem will be referred to DRL as a generic problem. We, therefore,
P ‘_‘plan no further actlon on. this- item at this time. L

o - S :k FL-}' N. C. Moseley S

..Senior Reactor Inspector '!.
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