
Stephen E.  
Vice President * 

Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc.  
Indian Point Station 
Broadway & Bleakley Avenue 
Buchanan, NY 10511 
Telephone (914) 734-5340 

February 27, 1995 

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: Additional Information Regarding Confirmation of 
Completed Items from Response to NRC Bulletin No. 90-01, 
Supplement 1, "Loss of Fill-Oil in Transmitters Manufactured 
by. Rosemount" (TAC No. M85398) 

REFERENCES: 1) Letter dated March 1, 1993, S.B. Brain to Document 
Control Desk 

2) Letter dated July 21, 1994, S.B. Brain to Document 
Control Desk 

Our response to NRC Bulletin No. 90-01, Supplement 1, was provided by 
Reference 1. In Reference 2 we confirmed the completion of Items 1 and 
2 of Requested Actions from the bulletin. This letter contains the 
additional information regarding Requested Action Item If which was 
requested by our Project Manager to aid in the review of Reference 2.  

The containment fan cooler unit (FCU) cooling water flow transmitters are 
exposed to a low fluid pressure (approximately 40 psig) which is 
one-twelfth of the 500 psig pressure limit for exclusion stated in the 
bulletin. It is also one-sixth of the 250 psig pressure limit noted by 
Rosemount in Technical Bulletin Number 4, and verified in the May 1991 
"Summary Report of NUMARC Activities to Address Oil Loss in 
Rosemount Transmitters", below which the potential for undetected oil 
loss failures is low. Further, other than one recent failure (failure 
mechanism not related to loss of fil1-oil) detected through a review of 
calibration data during the 1993 refueling outage, there have been no other 
problems with these transmitters. Therefore, a high degree of reliability 
is maintained for the function consistent with the safety significance 
(Regulatory Guide 1.97 Type D, Category 2 instrument).  
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The FCU transmitters are currently scheduled for calibration every 
refueling outage as part of the normal plant surveillance program. As 
previously stated, the review of calibration data for one of the transmitters 
in the 1993 refueling outage demonstrated the ability to detect a failing 
transmitter. The scheduling and performance of refueling outage 
calibrations will continue, and it is standard practice for abnormal 
readings to be brought to the attention of engineering personnel. Further, 
the outputs of the five transmitters are recorded periodically on control 
room log DSR-1 which provides a measure of assurance that any 
discrepancies between the five indications will be detected and an 
evaluation (and on-line repair, if possible) will be initiated. Therefore, a 
high degree of confidence is maintained for detecting the failure of a 
transmitter.  

The containment sump level transmitters are exposed to a negligible 
operating pressure (less than 3 psig) which is 0.6% of the 500 psig 
pressure limit for exclusion stated in the bulletin. It is also 1.2% of the 250 
psig pressure limit noted by Rosemount in Technical Bulletin Number 4, 
and verified in the May 1991 NUMARC Report, below which the potential 
for undetected oil loss failures is low. Further, the transmitters have been 
calibrated at every refueling outage since initial installation in 1983 as part 
of the normal plant surveillance program. A review of the data from the 
last four calibrations shows stable performance of the containment sump 
level transmitters. Based on the May 1991 NUMARC report, these 
transmitters can be considered mature and would not be expected to 
exhibit the loss of fill-oil failure mode. Therefore, a high degree of 
reliability is maintained for the function consistent with the safety 
significance (safety grade but indication not relied on during or 
post-accident).  

The scheduling and performance of refueling outage calibrations for the 
containment sump level transmitters will continue. It is standard practice 
for abnormal readings to be brought to the attention of engineering 
personnel. Also, level indications are observed on every watch turnover 
along with the indications from other containment sump level transmitters 
(non-Rosemount). Further, Rosemount transmitter outputs are indicated 
by a series of lights and any difference between the two transmitters 
would most likely be readily apparent by observation during the shift.  
This provides a measure of assurance that disparate indications between 
the two Rosemount transmitters or between them and non-Rosemount 
transmitters will be detected and an evaluation (and on-line repair, if 
possible) will be initiated. Therefore, a high degree of confidence is 
maintained for detecting the failure of a transmitter.



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

Very truly yours, 

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

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

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


