
*John D. O'Toole 
Vice President 

Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc.  
4 Irving Place, New York, NY 10003 
Telephone (212) 460-2533 

June 2, 1986 

Re: Indian Point Unit No. 2 
Docket No. 50-247 

Ms. Marylee M. Slosson 
Project Manager 
Division of PWR Licensing - A 
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Phillips Building, 7920 Norfolk Ave.  
Bethesda, MD 20014 

Dear Ms. Slosson: 

This is in response to your letter of March 26, 1986 regarding the 
Regulatory Guide 1.97 implementation schedule for Supplement 1 to 
NUREG-0737. Our Supplement 1 implementation program provides for a 
closely integrated review and scheduling of related upgrades. This 
program includes the following major initiatives: 

a) Safety Assessment System/Safety Parameter Display System, 

b) Detailed Control Room Design Review (DCRDR), 

c) Regulatory Guide 1.97, Rev. 2 Assessment and Inadequate Core 
Cooling Instrumentation, 

d) Upgraded Emergency Operating Procedures, and 

e) Emergency Response Facilities.  

This program has been underway for several years and we have completed 
many of the items and are proceeding on schedule for the balance.  

Supplement 1 states that the implementation schedules are based on the 
licensee's "... plan to establish realistic plant-specific schedules that 
take into account the unique aspects of work at each plant." This point 
was stressed at the February 1983 Regional Workshop on Supplement 1.  
Therefore, since there is no firm schedule required per Supplement 1, 
there is no "schedular delay", as indicated in your letter of March 26, 
1986.  

At the time of our August 30, 1985 submittal, our engineering resources 
were well into the design phase of our 1986 outage jobs, some of which 
involved upgrades consistent with our R.G. - 1.97 review. In preparation 
for an outage much of our resources are involved in preparation, planning 01 
and coordination of job activities, including advanced project planning 
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to assess in-house capabilities and allocate manpower, project scoping, 
preparation of specifications, safety evaluation and classification, 

going through the bid process to select contractors, engineering field 
walks, design concept review meetings, appropriation of funds, purchase 
of equipment, finalizing of schedule(s), detailed design field walks, 
engineering and design production, modification package release;, outage 
and maintenance coordination, etc.  

We therefore did not anticipate being able to significantly alter our 
scheduled 1986 outage commitments, which by August 1985 were in an 

advanced state of preparation, in order to integrate our Supplement 
1/Reg. Guide 1.97 commitments for the 1986 outage. This was particularly 
so since our final set of commitments for post accident monitoring 
instrumentation was not developed until our August 30, 1985 and November 
29, 1985 submittals. Accordingly, we deemed it appropriate to initiate a 

new outage schedule to include this new Supplement 1 activity starting 

after the 1986 Outage so as to assure proper integration of these 
activities with other Supplement 1 initiatives (e.g., DCRDR).  

Itemized below per our August 30, 1985 submittal is a listing of projects 
scheduled for completion by the 1989 refueling outage (the- second 

refueling outage after 1986): 

Item Description 

A-13 Core Exit Thermocouple System 

D-19 FCU Service Water FTs (5) Replacement 

D-25 CCW to ESF Systems TE Replacement 

D-26 CCW to ESF System FT Replacement 

E-1 Breaker Service Access Area Radiation 
Monitoring Channel 

Pg 3-6 CCR indicator(s) Seismic Qualification 

E-6 Condenser Air Ejector Radiation Monitor 
Replacement 

This listing represents seven out of eighteen post accident monitoring 
projects scheduled to be implemented under Supplement 1, and only a small 
fraction of the total post accident monitoring instrumentation, much of 
which has already been implemented at Indian Point 2. The Core Exit 
Thermocouple System project requires three outages to properly
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implement. During the 1986 outage, measurements were taken inside 

containment and we are proceeding with scoping, concept engineering 
review and appropriation. to initiate the bid process for vendor 
selection. Over a one year equipment delivery schedule is expected from 
the vendor, and two outages, to complete the installation and final 
tie-ins. The other jobs are scheduled based on resources and fund 
allocations and anticipated coordination with the DCRDR project.  

In addition, we have completed some of our August 30, 1985 submittal 
commitments such as the seismic analysis of the condensate- storage tank 
level transmitter and RVLIS level transmitter replacement. Currently in 
progress under our radiation monitoring system betterment program are the 
steam generator blowdown radiation monitor and the condenser air ejector 
radiation monitor replacements.  

As we indicated in our August 30, 1985 letter many variables in the plant 

have already been upgraded as part of the post TMI modifications and 
ongoing equipment qualification program upgrades. These also meet 

appropriate post accident monitoring requirements per Supplement 1.  

This Reg. Guide 1.97,1 Rev. 2 project also requires close coordination 
with the DCRDR program currently going on per our Supplement 1 
implementation program submitted on April 15, 1983.  

In conclusion, we feel our schedule is fully justified with the current 
resources and extensive efforts needed to accommodate Supplement 1 

requirements within the existing outage preparation framework. If you 
have any questions on this matter, do not hesitate to contact us.  

Very truly yours, 

John D. O'Toole 
Vice President 

cc: Senior Resident Inspector 
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
P. 0. Box 38 
Buchanan, New York 10511


