
Stephen B. Bran 
Vice President 

Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc.  
Indian Point Station 
Broadway & Bleakley Avenue September 28, 1992 
Buchanan, NY 10511 
Telephone (914) 737-8116 Re: Indian Point Unit No. 2 

Docket No. 50-247 

Document Control Desk 
US Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Mail Station P1-137 
Washington, DC 20555 

SUBJECT: Reply to a Notice of Violation from Inspection 
Report 50-247/92-15 

This is in response to your letter dated August 17, 1992, 
concerning the safety inspection conducted by Messrs. G.  
Hunegs and D. Stampfli from June 14, 1992 to July 25, 1992.  
As discussed with the Resident Inspector on September 8, this 
response is being submitted at this time due to delays in 
receiving the letter which contained the Notice of Violation.  

The attachment to this letter constitutes our reply to the 
Notice of Violation included with your letter as Appendix A 
to your letter.  

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please 
contact Mr. Charles W. Jackson, Manager, Nuclear Safety and 
Licensing.  

Very .ruly y rs, 

Attachment 

cc: Mr. Thomas T. Martin 
Regional Administrator - Region I 
US Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
475 Allendale Road 
King of Prussia, PA 19406 

Mr. Francis J. Williams, Jr., Project Manager 
Project Directorate I-1 
Division of Reactor Projects I/II 
US Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Mail Stop 14B-2 
Washington, DC 20555 

Senior Resident Inspector 
US Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
P0 Box 38 
Buchanan, NY 10511 
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ATTACHMENT 

REPLY TO A NOTICE OF VIOLATION 
INSPECTION REPORT 50-247/92-15

CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY OF NEW YORK, INC.  
INDIAN POINT UNIT NO. 2 

DOCKET NO. 50-247 
SEPTEMBER, 1992



REPLY TO A NOTICE OF VIOLATION (92-15-01)

NOTICE OF VIOLATION 

The Notice of Violation in Inspection Report 50-247/92-15 is stated as 
follows: 

During an NRC inspection conducted from June 14, 1992 to July 25, 1992 a 
violation of NRC -requirements was identified. In accordance with the 
'General Statement of Policy and Procedure for NRC Enforcement Action," 10 
CFR Part 2, Appendix C .(1991), the violation is listed below: 

Technical Specification 3.13.D, Fire Detection Systems, requires that 
two smoke detectors be operable for each reactor coolant pump (RCP) .  
If this requirement cannot be met, containment air temperature must be 
monitored at least once per hour or a fire watch established once per 
eight hours.  

Contrary to the above, from May 5 to May 7, while only one 22 RCP smoke 
detector was operable, containment air temperature was not monitored at 
least once per hour nor a fire watch established once per eight hours-.  

This is a Severity Level IV violation .(Supplement I).  

RESPONSE 

There are three ionization smoke detection instruments associated with each 
reactor coolant pump (RCP). Two are required to satisfy Technical 
Specifications and the third is a spare. On April 12, 1989, one of the 
smoke detectors for RCP No. 22 failed to alarm during its periodic 
surveillance test and was declared inoperable. A second smoke detector 
began to alarm intermittently on April 23, 1992, and a jumper was installed 
on May 5, 1992 to permit the other operable detectors, including those for 
the other three RCPs, to alarm the common annunciator. The third and last 
smoke detector for RCP No. 22 began to alarm on May 7, 1992, was 
subsequently declared inoperable and hourly log entry of containment air 
temperature was instituted, thereby establishing compliance with the 
Technical Specifications.  

During the period of May 5 through May 7, with the installation of the 
jumper, two smoke detectors were inoperable at a time when their associated 
RCP was required to be operable. .Technical, Specifications allow this 
condition, provided that either a fire watch patrol is established to 
inspect the affected location(s) at least once per eight hours, or 
containment air temperature is monitored at least -once per hour.  
Containment air temperature is normally monitored every four hours and 
values are entered onto-the control room log sheet.



*In 'the event that two of three smoke detectors for one RCP become 
inoperable, the operators normally initiate logging of containment air 
temperature on an hourly basis. This was not done on May 5 when the second 
smoke detector was rendered inoperable through the installation of the 
jumper because the control room operators did not recognize that one 
detector had been inoperable since April, 1989. However, acting on the 
belief that the April 23, 1992 occurrence was the first smoke detector for 
RCP No. 22 to experience problems, the operators did recognize the potential 
for a second failure with subsequent entry into the Technical Specification 
action statement, and thereby conservatively instituted logging of smoke 
detector-alarm status every four hours.  

Further, it should be noted that containment air temperature is monitored 
and recorded once each -second on the Safety Assessment System (SAS) 
computer. .The inputs are derived from the same temperature' detection 
devices as the control board Containment air temperature indication. If a 
high temperature condition had occurred, a SAS computer 'alarm. would have 
been generated. If-the Containment Atmos category alarm is already alarmed 
due to another abnormal condition, the high temperature condition alarm 
could be masked. The operator would still have the information by accessing 
the specific data screen on the computer..  

The lack of recognition of smoke detector operability has been attributed to 
the failure by operations personnel to utilize the existing work order 
system to verify the status of redundant -smoke detectors prior to applying 
the jumper. Although not the direct cause of the Technical Specification 
violation, an event investigation has determined that two administrative 
control systems were in place which could have identified and tracked the 
status of the first inoperable smoke detector and thereby could have helped 
to prevent the loss of Operation's awareness about its status. When the 
first smoke detector became inoperable in April, 1989, a work order was 
written to initiate repair. A Deficiency Identification tag could have 
served as a ."flag" to the Operations staff but one was not placed on the 
control room alarm. This is not a requirement but is suggested in Station 
Administrative order (SAO) 204, "Work Order Procedure-. Similarly, 
placement of the detector status on the Plant Status Sheets could have 
served as a tracking mechanism but this was not done.  

Corrective actions to preclude a recurrence of this type have been taken.  
Operations personnel have been counseled on the importance of monitoring 
out-of-service equipment, for the purpose of determining the effects of 
equipment inoperability on operations, using all of the available facilities 
of the work order system and the status tracking systems. This includes 
tracking out-of-service equipment, including components that do not directly 
place the station in a Technical Specification action statement but which 
have the potential to do so.


