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

C-tober 18, 1982

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

Mr. Richard W. Starostecki, Pfrector
Division of Resident and Project Inspection
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Region I

631 Park Avenue

Fing of Prussia, Po. 19406

Dear Mr. Star. ;tecki:

This refers to I.E. Inspection 50-247/82-18, conducted by Messrs. T.
Rebelowsk? and P Koltav of vour office on August 1-31, 1982 of activities
authorized by NR” Yicense No. DPR-26 at Indian Point Unit No. 2. Yocur
Septeaber 17, 1982 leiter statnd that {t appeared that one of our
activities war not conducted in full compliance with JRC requirements, as
set forth in the Notice of Vfolation enclosed therewith as Appendix A.
Our response to the iter of non-compliance is presented in Attachuent A
to this le.ter.

Our response is being provided pursuant to Section 182 of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954 as amended. Should you or your staff have any
questions, please contact us.

Very,truly yours,
' /

Subscribed and sg%gn to
before me this (g ay
of O r, 1982,

‘1/7;- s ((-. B SIS



U. S. Nuclear Regulatorv Commission
Office of Inspection and Enforcement
Division of Reactor

Washington, D. C. 20555

18 [nspection

Mr. T. Rebelowski,
U S. Nuclear Regulat
P. 0. Box 38

Buchanan, New York




ATTACHMENT A
RESPONSE TO NOTICF OF VIOLATION

APPENDIX A

VIOLATION

10 CFR 50, Appendix B, Criterion V, states in part, "Activities affecting
quality shail be prescribed by documented Instructions, procedures... of
a type appropriate to the circumstances..."

The licer:ee's Nuality wssurance Program for Operating Nuclear Plants,
CI-240-1, Section X, requires that the licensee's nrocedures reflec* and
incorporate techni al specification engineering requirements and
parameter limits applicabie during the operition of the plant.

Technical Specifications, Section 1.7d, defines containment {ntegrity as
a condition which exists .then all automatic containment {solation valves
are either operable or in the closed position. Technical Specifications,
Section 3.6A does not provide for reopening failed automatic containment
isolation valves.

Contrary to the above, Prc 'edure A-26, loss of Containment Integrity,
Revision 0, permits periodic reopening of a falled automatic containment
isolation valve during plant operations.

This is a Severity Level V Violation (Supplement 1).

RESPONSE

Upon making an i{nitial determinatfon that Section 5.4 of Procedure A-~26,
Loss of Containment Integrity, Revisfon O specified no time 1limit on loss
of containment integrity beyond which corrective action would be required
and rthus appeared to be in conflict with the intent of Section 3.6 of the
Technical Specifications, the procedure was reviewed that day at

meeting of the Station Nuciear Safety Committee. The Committee
recommended that the procedure be revised to eliminate that discrepancy

with the Technical Specifications.



¢ o

Technicai Sp-<.ification 3 :.A.4 states that "{f containment {integrity
requirement: are not met when the reactor (s above cold shutdown,
containment integrity sanall be restored within four hours...”.
.

Operations i{:mediately issued Temporary Procedure Change, TPC-R2-101. to
Section 5.4 of Procedure A-26 to c'srify the requirements of tie
Technical Specifications.

For all Automatic Containment Isolation Valves,

if the requirements of Technical Speciiication

1.7d4 are not met within the 4 hours permitted

by Technical Specification 3.6.A4, the reactor

shall be brought to the cold shutdown coundition

within the aext 36 hours, utflizing normal operating

procedures.

This corrective action eliminated the discrepancy between Procedure A-26
and Section 3.6A of the Technical Specifications and achieved full
compliance with the reauirements of the Technical Specifications and
Corporate Instruction, CI-240~1, Quality Assurance Program for Operating

Nuclear Plants.



