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Room Design Review, are designed to insure that the best data that can be
available is available to assist Control Room operators in preventing and miti-
gating abnormal occurrences., The resultant product from the CRDR and Regulatory
Guide 1,97 efforts will be an integrated list of changes that should be made to
the Control Room, Until these two activities are complete, the development of a
SPDS will be premature in that it will not necessarily reflect the best possible
SPDS design from a plant-specific perspective, That notwithstanding, one must
also consider the problems associated with backfitting an existing SPDS with the
changes necessitated by the CRDR and Regulatory Guide 1,97 developed inputs.

In summary, we view the SPDS as a mechanism for addressing the findings of
these other activities, so that the overall combination of Control Room design
modifications best reflects our plant-specific needs. Clearly, the definition
of what constitutes a “good" SPDS must be viewed from the perspective of how the
SPDS is integrated into the overall Control Room design. To design a SPDS
without benefit of the essential information would be contrary to good human-
factors principals and thus may exacerbate the problem it is intended to solve.

Based on this overall integrated approach, the iniormation we believe is
necessary to determine the scope of a SPDS will not be available until the last
quarter of 1984, At that time, we will develop our Safety Analysis Report which
will document the basis for our SPDS. Our present schedule calls for the report
to be complete by February 1, 1985, at which time we will submit it to the NRC
along with our specific plans for the subsequent development and implementation
of a SPDS.

We trust that this supplemental information is acceptable; however, should
you have any questions in this matter, please contact us.

Very truly yours,

VERMONT YANKEE NUCLEAR POWER CORPORATION
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Warren P, Murphy

Vice President and
Manager of Operations
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