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NRC PROPCSES $110, 000 ClVIL PENALTY AGAI NST CONSCLI DATED EDI SON
FOR VI OLATI ONS AT | NDI AN PO NT 2 NUCLEAR POVNER PLANT I N NEW YORK

The Nucl ear Regul atory Conmm ssion staff has proposed
$110, 000 in fines agai nst Consolidated Edi son Conpany of New York
for four violations of agency requirenents at its Indian Point 2
nucl ear power plant. All of the violations pertain to equi pnent
not being properly mai ntained and/ or operated at the facility,
| ocated i n Buchanan, N.Y.

In addition, Consolidated Edison is being cited, but not
fined, for a fifth violation pertaining to inproperly set
pressurizer safety val ves.

The infractions for which the fines have been proposed
include three relating to an inoperabl e reactor overpressure
protection system and one for degraded perfornmance of a safety-
rel ated punp.

In the case of the non-functioning system the plant’s
overpressure protection systemis used to provide pressure relief
for the reactor coolant systemwhile at |ow tenperatures. For
approximately two and a half days |ast June, the overpressure
protection systemwas not working and conpensatory neasures were
not initiated.

Because the system was i noperable and the required m ni num
vent area was not provided, the plant’s technical specifications
required that water level in the pressurizer be |l ess than or
equal to 30 percent. Despite that requirenment, the | evel reached
as high as 80 percent. Further, Consolidated Edison did not take
action to place the plant in conpliance until the NRC raised
questions about the situation. (The pressurizer, a tank
containing a mxture of steamand water, is used to regul ate
reactor cool ant system pressure.) A $55,000 fine has been
proposed for the related violations.

The degraded punp performance condition affected one of



two recircul ati on punps between Septenber 1995 and May 1997. The
punp i nvol ved, which would be needed to keep water flowing into
the reactor in the event of an accident, was found to have
degraded performance in 1995 and failed surveillance tests during
the 1997 refueling outage.

After these tests, an exam nation of punp internals
di scl osed that a rubber hose was found w apped around the
inpeller. 1t was determ ned the hose nost |ikely had been drawn
into the punp prior to or around 1989. Under certain conditions,
t he punp woul d have been unable to performits post-accident
safety function. A $55,000 fine has been proposed for this
vi ol ati on.

The violation for which no fine has been proposed pertains
to reactor cool ant system pressurizer code safety valves’ lift
setpoints that were identified as being above techni cal
specification limts.

NRC Region | Adm nistrator Hubert J. MIller, in aletter
to the utility, wote that a “conmmon thread” anong the violations
was the conmpany’s failure to identify and correct the existing
adverse conditions despite several clear opportunities to do so.

“Furthernore,” M. MIler added, “these failures involved
nore than one discipline, including the operations staff who did
not identify the inoperable Overpressure Protection Systemuntil
t he NRC began questioning the matter in June 1997, as well as the
engi neering staff and managenent who did not aggressively deal
with the engineer’s identification of the reduced differenti al
head for one of the recirculation punps. The failure to identify
the OPS issue occurred in June 1997, subsequent to the May 1997
civil penalty, and denonstrates that concerns remain regarding
your ability to identify and correct problens.”

Last May, the NRC fined Consolidated Edi son $205, 000 for
seven violations at Indian Point 2. Six involved a failure to
identify and/or correct problens at the plant between June 1995
and March 1997, resulting in conditions the agency consi dered
“adverse to quality.” The seventh dealt with inadequate fire
prot ection neasures.

The utility has 30 days to pay the latest fine or request
inwiting that all or part of the penalty be w thdrawn.
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