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NRC FORM 464 Part | U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION| FUIA/PA RESPONSE NUMBER

99-076 17
RESPONSE TO FREEDOM OF
# £ INFORMATION ACT (FOIA) / PRIVACY
i ACT (PA) REQUEST PE°E [[] FINAL ] PARTIAL
k¥
[REQUESTER , DATE  OtP 186 U
Mr. Paul Gunter

U R O& OJdd

PART l. - INFORMATION RELEASED

No additiona! agency records subject to the request have been located.

Requested records are available through another public distribution program. See Comments section.

APPENDICES Agency records subject to the request that are identified in the listed appendices are already available for
public inspection and copying at the NRC Public Document Room.
APPENDICES Agency records subject to the request that are identified in the listed appendices are being made available for
II public inspection and copying at the NRC Public Document Room.

APPENDICES

Enclosed is information on how you may obtain access to and the charges for copying records located at the NRC Public
Document Room, 2120 L Street, NW, Washington, DC.

Agency records subject to the request are enclosed.

ILJJ

Records subject to the request that contain information originated by or of interest to another Federal agency have been
referred to that agency (see comments section) for a disclosure determination and direct response to you.

We are continuing to process your request.

See Comments.

PART l.A - FEES
AMOUNT * . | 1 Youwill be billed by NRC for the amount listed. [ 1 None. Minimum fee threshold not met.
$ . i i Youwill receive a refund for the amount listed. ~ [ | Fees waived.
* See comments —

for details

o
4

PART L.B - INFORMATION NOT LOCATED OR WITHHELD FROM DISCLOSURE

No agency records subject to the request have been located.

Certain information in the requested records is being withheld from disclosure pursuant to the exemptions described in and for
the reasons stated in Part Il

This determination may be appealed within 30 days by writing to the FOIA/PA Officer, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555-0001. Clearly state on the envelope and in the letter that it is a "FOIA/PA Appeal."

#
SIGNATURE - FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACJAND PRIVACY ACT OFFICER
Carol Ann Ree

PART I.C COMMENTS {Use attached Comments continuation page if required)

NRC FORM 464 Part 1 (6-1998) PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER This form was designed using InForms
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NRCFORM ST Farch US. NUGLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION] FOIA/PA DATE
“*RESPONSE TO FREEDOM OF INFORMATION SEP 18 2000
ACT (FOIA) / PRIVACY ACT (PA) REQUEST 99-076

PART W.A —~ APPLICABLE EXEMPTIONS
JJ | Records subject to the request that are described in the enclosed Appendices are being withheld in their entirety or in part under
KK | the Exemption No.(s) of the PA and/or the FOIA as indicated below (5 U.S.C. 552a and/or 5 U.S.C. 552(b)).

D Exemption 1: The withheld information is properly classified pursuant to Executive Order 12958.
[:] Exemption 2: The withheld information relates solely to the internal personnel rules and procedures of NRC.

D Exemption 3: The withheld information is specifically exempted from public disclosure by statute indicated.

D gec’:iozns 141-145 of the Atomic Energy Act, which prohibits the disclosure of Restricted Data or Formerly Restricted Data (42 U.S.C.
161-2165).
I:l Section 147 of the Atomic Energy Act, which prohibits the disclosure of Unclassified Safeguards Information (42 U.S.C. 2167).

D 41 U.S.C., Section 253(b), subsection (m){1), prohibits the disclosure of contractor proposals in the possession and control of an
executive agency to any person under section 552 of Title 5, U.S.C. (the FOIA), except when incorporated into the contract between the

agency and the submitter of the proposal.

,___| Exemption 4: The withheld information is a trade secret or commercial or financial information that is being withheld for the reason(s)
indicated.

D The information is considered to be confidential business (proprietary) information.

D The information is considered to be proprietary because it concerns a licensee’s or applicant's physical protection or material control and
accounting program for special nuclear material pursuant to 10 CFR 2.790(d)(1).

D The information was submitted by a foreign source and received in confidence pursuant to 10 CFR 2.790(d)(2).

M Exemption 5: The withheld information consists of interagency or intraagency records that are not available through discovery during
litigation. Applicable privileges:

] Deliberative process: Disclosure of predecisional information would tend to inhibit the open and frank exchange of ideas essential to the
L ! deliberative process. Where records are withheld in their entirety, the facts are inextricably intertwined with the predecisional =~
information. There also are no reasonably segregable factual portions because the release of the facts would permit an indirect inquiry

into the predecisional process of the agency.
™ Attoney work-product privilege. (Documents prepared by an attorney in contemplation of iitigation)

L
@ Attorney-client privilege. (Confidential communications between an attomey and his/her client)

7 Exemption6: The withheld information is exempted from public disclosure because its disclosure would result in a clearly
— unwarranted invasion of personal privacy.

M Exemption 7: The withheld information consists of records compiled for law enforcement purposes and is being withheld for the reason(s)
indicated.

— (A) Disclosure could reasonably be expected to interfere with an enforcement proceeding (e.g., it would reveal the scope, direction, and
— focus of enforcement efforts, and thus could possibly allow recipients to take action to shield potential wrongdoing or a violation of
NRC requirements from investigators).

@ (C) Disclosure would constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy.

~ (D) The information consists of names of individuals and other information the disclosure of which could reasonably be expected to reveal
L identities of confidentia! sources.

1 (E) Disclosure would reveal techniques and procedures for law enforcement investigations or prosecutions, or guidelines that could

'

— reasonably be expected to risk circumvention of the law.
71 (F) Disclosure could reasonably be expected to endanger the life or physical safety of an individual.

[ OTHER (Specify)

PART I1.B - DENYING OFFICIALS

Pursuant to 10 CFR 9.25(%), 9.25(h), and/or 9.65(b) of the U.S. Nuclear Ret:gulatory Commission regulations, it has been determined
that the information withheld is exempt from production or disclosure, and that its production or disclosure is contri%to the public

interest. The person responsible for the denial are those officials identified below as denying officials and the FOIA/PA Officer for any
denials that may be appealed to the Executive Director for Operations (EDO).

DENYING OFFICIAL TITLE/OFFICE RECORDS DENIED L il
Guy Caputo :Director, Office of Investigations A’ :ndu 33, KK/Z, KK/3, ‘, ]
Ellis W. Merschoff I;I?.eglonal Administrafor, Region IV KRK/1 | ‘, i
‘ 1

i

! R 1
! i
1 i
Appeal must be made in writing within 30 days of receipt of this response. Appeals should be mailed to the FOIA/Privacy Act Officer,
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, DC 20555-0001, for action by the appropriate appellate official(s). You should
clearly state on the envelope and letter that it is a "FOIA/PA Appeal.”

i
|
!
i
i
\
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NO. DATE
Ol Case 4-97-003

1. 1/6/97
Ol Case 1-85-012
2. 212285

Ol Case 2-93-030

3. 5/27/93
4. 10/18/95
S. 10/18/95

Ol Case 3-93-001

6. 12/8/92

7. 12/18/92

Ol Case 3-96-032

8. 8/30/96

Ol Case 4-95-070

9. 4/30/96

Re: FOIA/PA-99-076

APPENDIX 1l
RECORDS BEING RELEASED IN THEIR ENTIRETY

DESCRIPTION/(PAGE COUNT)

Exhibit 2 to Ol Case 4-97-003, Condition Report-River Bend Station (3
pages)

Allegation Disposition Record-RI-95-A-0029 (1 page)

Allegation Review Panel Cover Sheet (1 page)

Letter to O. Kingsley, TVA, from E. Merschoff, RlI, Subject: Predecisional
Enforcement Conference (EA 95-220) (Atts.-Agenda and Distribution
Lists) (7 pages)

Letter to R. Kelly, SWEC, from E. Merschoff, RIl, Subject: Predecisional
Enforcement Conference (EA 95-190) (Atts.-Agenda and Distribution
Lists) (7 pages)

Memorandum to C. Norelius, RIll, from D. Funk, RIll, Subject: Allegation
re: Employment Discrimination at TSI (Atts.-Allegation Management
System Form (2 pages)

Memorandum to E. Pawlik, Ol, from D. Funk, RIII, Subject: Allegation re:
Employment Discrimination at TSI (1 page)

Memorandum to G. Grant, Rill, from D. Funk, RIll, Subject: Ol Report of

Interview D.C. Cook: Alleged Falsification of Firewatch Logs (Ol Case No.

3-96-032) (AMS No. RIII-96-A-0090) (1 page)

Allegation Assignment Form RIV-85-A-0237 (1 page)



NO. DATE
10.  Undated
Ol Case 4-95-032
11.  6/26/95
12.  9/11/95

Ol Case 4-95-004

13. Undated
14.  1/30/95
15.  2/7/95
16.  3/6/95
17.  4/18/95
18.  5/25/95
19.  2/20/96
20. 6/10/96
21. 9/11/96

Re: FOIA/PA-99-076

APPENDIX Il
(continued)

RECORDS BEING RELEASED IN THEIR ENTIRETY

DESCRIPTION/(PAGE COUNT)

Exhibit 3 to Ol Case 4-95-070, Fire Watch Manual (2 pages)

Allegation Assignment Form RIV-95-A-0101 (1 page)

Allegation Assigment Form RIV-85-A-0101 (1 page)

Memorandum for R. Wise, EACS/RIV, from W. Ang, DRS/RIV, Subject:
Allegation RIV-95-A-0009 (Att.-Plant Support Branch Writeup of Alleger’s
Concemns) (3 pages)

Allegation Assignment Form RIV-95-A-0009 (1 page)
Allegation Assignment Form RIV-85-A-0009 (1 page)

Allegation Assignment Form RIV-95-A-0009 (1 page) (Att.-Plant Support
Branch Writeup of Alleger's Concerns) (3 pages)

Memorandum to R. Wise, EACS/RIV, from W. Ang, DRS/RIV, Subject:
Allegation RIV-95-A-0009 (Atts.-Details of D. Pereira’s DRS/RIV
Inspection Followup, ANO Foam Seal Penetration Checklist) (7 pages)

Memorandum to L. Williamson, Ol, from R. Wise, EACS/RIV, Subject:
ANO-Alleged Employment Discrimination (Ol 4-95-0004) (RIV-95-A-0009)
(Atts.-3/1/95 E-mail to T. Gwynn, DRS/RIV, and R. Wise, EACS/RIV, from
W. Ang, DRS/RIV, Subject: RIV-95-A-009, Memorandum to R. Wise,
EACS/RIV, from W. Ang, DRS/RIV, Subject: Allegation RIV-95-A-0009,
PSB Writeup of Alleger's Concems) (5 pages)

Allegation Assignment Form RIV-95-A-0009 (1 page)
Allegation Assignment Form RIV-95-A-0009 (1 page)

E-mail to G. Sanborn, EACS/RIV, from E. Collins, DNMS/RIV, Subject:
ANO-0I-4-95-004 (1 page)



Re: FOIA/PA-99-076

APPENDIX Il
(continued)
RECORDS BEING RELEASED IN THEIR ENTIRETY

NO. DATE DESCRIPTION/(PAGE COUNT)

Ol Case 1-96-033

22. 1122/97 Draft Letter to K. Monroe, Ol, from W. MacFarland, PECO, Subject: Reply
to Verbal Request for Information Regarding Fire Protection System
Inspection Records Att.-Affidavit (2 pages)

23. 277197 Letter to K. Monroe, O, from W. MacFarland, PECO, Subject: Reply to
Verbal Request for Information Regarding Disciplinary Action Taken
Against a Chemistry Technician, Att.-Affidavit (2 pages)

24,  8/15/96 Letter to K. Monroe, Ol, from J. C. Rullo, PECO, Subject: Case No. 40-80-
06-3522, Att.-Affidavit (3 pages)



NO. DATE

Ol Case 4-97-003

1. 1/6/97
2. 177197
3. 2/26/97
4. 1/9/97

Ol Case 3-94-059

5. 1/18/95

Ol Case 1-95-012

6. 2/2/95

Ol Case 2-93-030

7. 1/17/94

8. 1/5/96

Re: FOIA/PA-99-076

APPENDIX JJ
RECORDS BEING WITHHELD IN PART

DESCRIPTION/(PAGE COUNTYEXEMPTIONS

Exhibit 3 to Ol Case 4-97-003, Voluntary Statement of J. Dillard, River
Bend (2 pages) EX. 7C

Exhibit 4 to Ol Case 4-97-003, Voluntary Statement fo C. Sturdivant (2
pages) EX. 7C

Exhibit 5 to Ol Case 4-97-003, Letter to R. Wise, RIV, from R. King,
Entergy, Subject: River Bend Station-Unit 1 Docket No. 50-458-2.790
(Att.-Allegation RIV-A-97-0007 Summary) (4 pages) EX. 7C

Report of Investigation Concerning Missed Firewatch Rounds (2 pages)
EX.7C '

Memorandum to an Individual, NRC, from an Individual, Ol, Subject:
Donald C. Cook Nuclear Power Plant: Alleged Deliberate Falsification of
Fire Watch Records (Case No. 3-94-059) (Att.- 1/18/95 Ol Report of
Investigation 3-94-059, Donald C. Cook Nuclear Power Plant: Alleged
Deliberate Falsification of Fire Watch Records) (10 pages) EX. 7C

Exhibit 2 to Ol Case 1-95-012, Allegation Receipt Report-RI-95-A-0029
(Atts.-Combustible Control Permit, 1/30/95-E-mail to T. Teifke, NYPA,
from J. Pechacek, NYPA, 2/2/95-Questions and Answers from L. Corey,
NYPA (9 pages) EX. 7C

Exhibit 3 to Ol Case 2-93-030, Letter D. Harrison, TVA, from B. Uryc, RI,
Subject: RII-93-A-0031 & 96 (Att.-Allegation Evaluation Report) (3 pages)
EX.7C

1/3/96 Letter to E. Merschoff, Ril, from R. Kelly, SWEC, Subject: NRC
Consideration of Enforcement Action (Atts.-Enforcement Conference
Slides, 1/3/96 Letter to G. Huddleston, Attorney, Subject: D. Harrison’s
Compensation, Copy of Paystub) (11 pages) EX. 7C



NO. DATE

Ol Case 3-94-059

9. 8/16/94

10.  8/22/94

Ol Case 3-04-060

11. Undated

12. 09/19/94

Ol Case 3-96-032
13. 6/18/96

Ol Case 4-95-070

14.  12/11/95

Ol Case 1-96-033

© 15, 2/19/97

Re: FOIA/PA-99-076

APPENDIX JJ
(continued)
RECORDS BEING WITHHELD IN PART

DESCRIPTIONAPAGE COUNTYEXEMPTIONS

Allegation Action Plan-RIil-94-A-0118 (Atts.-E-mail to J. Belanger, RIlI,
from D. Schrum, RIIl, Subject: Falsification/Firewatch Tours/D.C. Cook-
Reply, Notes of Telecon, Section 3.3 of Inspection Report, 8/2/94
Memorandum to G. Grant, RIll, from D. Funk, Subject: Allegation re:
Falsification of Firewatch Records at D.C. Cook (AMS No. RIlIl-94-A-
0118), Allegation Management System Form, Memorandum to D. Funk,
RIIl, from J. Belanger, RIll, Subject: Potential Falsification of Firewatch
Tours at D.C. Cook Plant) (9 pages) EX. 7C

Allegation Action Plan-RI1I-94-A-0118 (1 page) EX. 7C

Draft Inspection Report 50-254/94017 (2 pages) (Portions of both pages
outside the scope EX. 5)

Allegation Action Plan-RI11-94-A-0157 (Att.-Email to B. DeFayette, RII,
from C. Miller, RIll, Subject: Allegation of Document Falsification, 9/13/94
E-mail to R. DeFayette, RIll, and D. Funk, RIll, from R. Walton, RIil,
Subject: Allegation of Document Falsification, 9/8/94 Letter to T. Hall,
Quad Cities, from E. Smith, Fire Marshal, Subject: Investigation of Fire
Watch Falsification of Records) (6 pages) EX. 7C

Allegation Action Plan Allegation No. RI1II-96-A-0090 (6 pages) EX. 7C
Allegation Assignment Form RIV-95-A-0237 (1 page) EX. 7C

Ol Report of Investigation 1-96-033, Limerick Generating Stations Units 1
and 2: Falsification of Fire Protection Surveillance Test Documentation by
a PECO Technical Assistant (10 pages) EX. 7C



NO.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.
23.
24.

25.

26.

DATE

9/30/96

8/13/96
8/16/96

6/29/95

1/23/97

1/23/97

Various
Various
Various

8/14/96

8/14/96

Re: FOIA/PA-99-076
APPENDIX JJ

(continued)
RECORDS BEING WITHHELD IN PART

DESCRIPTION/(PAGE COUNTYEXEMPTIONS

Exhibit 4 to Ol Case 1-96-033, Memorandum to an individual, PECO, from
an individual, PECO, Subject: Security investigation—Quality Concern 127
Allegation of Falsification of Fire Protection Section Surveillance Test,

‘Limerick (5 pages) EX. 7C

Exhibit 5 to Ol Case 1-96-033, an individual's Voluntary Statement to
Security, PECO, Att.-7/29/96-Limerick Surveillance Test-Fire Hose Station
Visual Inspection (16 pages) EX. 7C

Exhibit 6 to Ol Case 1-96-033, an individual's Voluntary Statement to
Security, PECO, Atts.-5/29/96, 4/30/96, 6/8/95, 6/29/94 Limerick
Surveillance Test-Fire Hose Station Visual Inspection (52 pages) EX. 7C

Exhibit 7 to Ol Case 1-96-033, Limerick Surveillance Test-Fire
Suppression Water System Spray and Sprinkler (6 pages) EX. 7C

Exhibit 11 to Ol Case 1-96-033, Interview Report of an individual, PECO
(Atts.-8/20/96-an individual's Statement to Security, PECO, 8/23/95-
Limerick Surveillance Test Fire Hose Station Refuel Inspection, PECO
Security Zone Tracer for an individual) (21 pages) EX. 7C

Exhibit 12 to Ol Case 1-96-033, Interview Report of an individual, PECO
(Att.-PECO Security Zone Tracer for an individual (3 pages) EX. 7C

Security Zone Tracer for an individual, PECO (3 pages) EX. 7C
Security Zone Tracer for an individual, PECO (2 pages) EX. 7C
Security Zone Tracer for an individual, PECO (2 pages) EX. 7C
Memorandum to Site Support Services Division, PECO, from an
i;lgividual, PECO, Subject: Fire Protection Section Issues (2 pages) EX.
Memorandum to Site Support Services Division, PECO, from an

individual, PECO, Subject: Followup on Fire Protection Section Issues (1
page) EX. 7C



NO. DATE
27. 8/21/96
28. 9/13/96
29. Undated

Re: FOIA/PA-99-076

APPENDIX JJ
{continued)
RECORDS BEING WITHHELD IN PART

DESCRIPTION/(PAGE COUNTYEXEMPTIONS

Memorandum to Site Support Services Division, PECO, from an
individua!l, PECO, Subject: Fire Protection Investigation (1 page) EX. 7C

Draft Letter to J. Hinman, Bechtel, from an individual, PECO, Subject:
Performance of an individual (1 page) EX. 7C

Surveillance Test (9 pages) EX. 7C



Re: FOIA/PA-938-076

APPENDIX KK
RECORDS BEING WITHHEL.D IN THEIR ENTIRETY

NO. DATE DESCRIPTION/(PAGE COUNTYEXEMPTIONS

Ol Case 4-95-004

1. 2/6/96 Exhibit 14 to Ol Case 4-95-004, E-mail to W. Brown, RIV, from S. Lewis,
OGC, Subject: Question-Reply (2 pages) EX. 5 Attorney-Client

Ol Case 1-96-033

2. 9/10/96 Exhibit 8 to Ol Case 1-96-033, Draft Letter to an individual, PECO, from
an individual, PECO, Subject: Termination (2 pages) EX. 7C

3. 11/6/96 Exhibit 9 to Ol Case 1-96-033, Letter to an individual, PECO, from an
individual, PECO, Subject: Reinstatement (1 page) EX. 7C

4. 9/10/96 Exhibit 13 to Ol Case 1-96-033, Memorandum to an individual, PECO,
from an individual, PECO, Subject: Oral Warning (1 page) EX. 7C
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EXHIBIT



RIVER BEND STATION !

A i LU L LY | L w v
| REPORT - | PAGE 1 OF ___
- ™
ENTERGY | FORM 1, REVISION

CONDITION REPORT INITIATION
(PRINT/TYPE. USE BLACK INK ONLY)

1. CENLRAL INFORMATION:

PROCESS SYSTEM CODE AND oEs;Won f vt Wh’ (. Q‘-" WUaIPS  COMPONENT TAG NUMBER/CODE A/ / A

LOCATION (BLOG/ELEVY A DISCOVERY (OATETIME) ¢/=06-97 [ eLo0
QUALITY CLASS: Nag / SAFETY-RELATED O QAPA O QAPROGRAM ___ _
£Q O 10CFRS0.65 O ASME O toCFR21 O \GCFR30.99 O -
INITIATOR (NAME/DEST) —xosesm 1. A z'/ﬂaL/ {ECHHTY eXTENSION g3/ 60
1 CONDITION DETLCTION: 0 CORRECTIVE MAINTENANCE O ALARM > 2
Q MAINO. ' ErOBSERVATION ‘0 oTHER =
O 1w? NO. g1t OISt O TECH SPEC =
O OPEZRATIONAL ABNORMALITY O SURVEILLANCE TESTING ~ O1tocrR sECTION(S)
O PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE O SPECIAL INSPECTION O PROC. NO. PARA
O QA SURVEILLANCE NO. ___ O AUDITNO.__ O VENDOR RELATED" -~ L

A -
NIRRT s ;, S J)dﬁ_( < Ttr-ﬁl’ 7"1/!‘/" h€ ﬁp"/ 'w,

3. DESCRIPTION OF CONDITION: B

A CONDITION DESCRIFTION: (14 yTFACTOY 7 Fewa Tch Persiv 2e.led  To cowple7e
“ou‘r"f Jirtwale L rewr throvgh -A‘-L ._"f“"f"""‘ﬁ Bar 1diegs .
Anviliary Balbiog Tour compkred - Fuel Bulldivy And B Tuwee!
woY  comp el -

ool webl A»vj af/'-”“i

. . - e Y wur-
NOD Eyius€E 4‘0Y /(}‘T eDM/,\".flﬂ’? Al s> l‘z“ r 7e

e moasuramen e O Fireareh ﬁr{M”f g ”Z%{p 7;~9.'~f
CompleTe }—egu;ﬂp Qirewrnlu yours - Employee

1NV WRSTI g drreVe _

o. arcommpep cosrectveacnion: feenfir £ ro ALL Lirenh reds
T’\‘ I""MJHMOA/T AND  JMPoYTAN CE F cormrter~ g ,-(7

rsom Ve /

yir< J ﬂ“ﬂj '

L DEFARTMEINTALFLRSONNEL CONTACTS m‘ﬁoq!wﬂ’-}ﬂ?”‘

waed uirc/ne/ Js - Joz. O \ V2D e) - Davelort

—

4. POCUMENTATION INTTLATED: O NA O MAl awmr O onER _

{

- — — e
8. D ORICINATOR REBQUISTS CLOSED COTY Of CONDITION REPORT

AVIP I YL

EXHiBIT -5
CASEND, W-97=-0U3 ° PAGE__/ OF L PAGE(




: PAGE :
P4 RIVER BEND STATION \GE ___OF __
ENTERGY ' FORM 2. REVISION 3
OPERABILITY ASSESSMENT TMMEDIATE REPORTABILTY DETERMINATION
(PRINT/TYPE. USE BLACK INK ONLY)
DATE/TIME OF NOTIFICATION: 1/16/97 & 9:30
FLANT STATUS AT TIME OF CONDITION NOTIFICATION
rantmooe: K i M2 Ty Ca s REACTOR POWER:  MWT 2894 MwWE 1014
REACTOR LEVEL. 36 REACTOR PRESSURE 1025 CORE FLOW §7 X 10-8 LB/HR

ACTIVITY IN PROGRESS:  100% POWER, STEADY STATE OPS

DESCRIBE ANY IMMEDIATE CORRECTIVE ACTION TAKEN OR PLANT RESPONSE TO CONDITION
See 3.c; indisted CR. .

OPERABILITY ASSESSMENT
COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING IF AN OPERABILITY ASSESSMENT IS REQUIRED PER RBNP-0078. 1F AN ASSESSMENT IS NOT REQUIRED.
DESCRIBE WHY NOT IN THE BASIS SECTION BELOW.

EQUIPMENT/SYSTEM BEING ASSESSED:  n/z
BQUIPMENT/SYSTEM'S RELATED TECH SPEC(S)  nfa

DID THIS CONDITION CAUSE THE ENTRY INTO A TECH SPEC ACTION STATEMENT? LCO NO: NJA
Fw Mvyes oo . NI __NIA_ _
TECH SPEC ACTION STATEMENT DATE ENTERED TIME ENTERED

EFFECT OF THIS CONDITION ON EQUIPMENT/SYSTEM OPERABILIT

™ EQUIPMENT REMAINS OPERABLE [ SYSTEM REMAINS OPERABLE
1 EQUIPMENT IS INOPERARLE ™ sYSTEM IS INOPERABLE

WAS REDUNDANT EQUIPMENT VERIFIED OPERABLE:

r~ swa M ves § x0  (DESCRIBE VERIFICATION METHOD IN ‘BASIS® RE1L.OW

PMMEDIATE REPORTABILITY DETERMINATION

1S BMEDIATE NRC NOTIFICATION REQUIRED? & vo [ ves
wves: [ 1-HOUR REPORT [ 4HOUR REPORT [T 24.HOUR REPORT
DATE: N/A AND TIME: N/A OF REPORT

CPR REQUREMENT:  N/A

NAME OF PERSON MAKING REPORT:  N/A
NAME OF PERSON REPORT MADE TO:  N/A
NaC EVENT NO:  NA

SASS: OPERABILITY ASSESSMENTS USING ENGINEERING JUDGEMENT MUST BE SUBSTANTIATED

Plant equipment is not affected; no Operability Assessment is required. <\e7 2 S .
= 37 (/

Yor David LoRFING, This s NoT RepoeTaszie o NG

/éu‘i’

7103

ASSESSMENT PERFORMED BY: 2% Ml nrr KCN: OY03  DATE: /708~ 7% .
SMPT SUPLRINTENDENT APPROVAL: 1J9> Ken: 1103 pate: /-6-27?
CASTW0. 4 ~97-003 EXHIBIT __2-

PAGE__ 2 OF 2. PAGE(S




- _— * \‘?S-dll

ALLEG..~ION DISPOSITION RECORD Rev. 2 /94
site: L7287/ <K . Section Chief (ROC): Coww G /<
‘Allegation No.: RZ-5 - A -00 9 Date Received: J/Q / g5
Acknowledged: A/// Receipt Report to SAC: _ &S
CONFIDENTIALITY GRANTED: Yef j§ OI Informed: _2&ES
IS THERE A HARASSMENT/DISCRIMINATION ISSUE: . Yes
(If yes, complete H&ID section on reverse) )

DOES THE ALLEGATION INVOLVE POTENTIAL WRONGDOING: @ No
DOES THE ALLEGATION EAVE POLITICAL IMPLICATIONS: Yes
DOES THE ALLEGATION REQUIRE RESOURCES TO RESOLVE

WHICH CAN NOT BE OBTAINED BY THE AOC: ° Yes No

If yes to any of the above, the allegation needs to go to an Allegation Panel.
Otherwise, document disposition actions below.

ALLEGATION PANEL (AP) DECISIONS

Date: _QA? Y. / g5 ,b: Previous APs on issue: Yes [

Branch Chief - COWw G/ L <L

cnm-__%ggox

Section Chief (A0C) = SowWGrl<d saC - VI Tre
(Others) - (/QGA/" . Mhré(/f OI Rep. = __ LQirS

DISPOSITION ACTIONS: (State specific action required for closure (including
special concurrences), responsible person, ECD and
expected closure documentation)

1) RESIDENTS FIU FIPE PROTECTION 4DIIN,. CONTROLS gD
CORRESTIvE A'c'r/oﬂ._r/- ADDRESS IN NEXT REPORT

Regsponsible Person: _C < </ : ECD: _5//75
Closure Documentation: Completed:
2 %z, - -
Responsible Person: ECD:
Closure Documentation: Completed:
3) Ma_\sgxmgym et 1swd (3 --o\f,—orz.)
Responsible Person: - ECD:
Closure Documentation: Cocmpleted:
4)
Responsible Person: ECD:

Safety Significance Assessment: .JQ(D-WO&)(E‘:Q, IS (<€ 9/

ol

Closure Documentation: Completed: &&’}l

yes AL 0
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ALLEGATION REVIEW PANEL

DATE OF ARP: 5/27/93 ALLEGATION NO.  RII-93-A-0096
DATE RECEIVED:  5/25/93 PANEL No. [v]1 []2 (13 (14
 NAME OF ALLEGER: DOUGLAS W. HARRISON BC/SC:

SUBJECT: FIREWATCH ACTIVITIES

FACILITY NAME:

[ JB&W { JBELLEFONTE (/)EROVNS FERRY  [])BRUNSWICK [] CATAWEA ,
[JCRYSTAL RIVER  []FARLEY [ JGRAND GULF [ JHARRIS [] HATCH
[ JMCGUIRE [ INES’ [JNORTH ANNA [ JOCONEE [ JROBINSON
(]ST.LUCIE * { ]SEQUOYAH [ ] SUMMER [ ]SURRY
[JTURKEY POINT  []VOGTLE [JWATTS BAR
[/)STONE & WEBSTER
TYPE: : FUNCTIONAL AREA: SOURCE
[v/] A. REACTOR [] A. OPERATION [] A. CONT EMPLOYEE
(] B. VENDOR [} B. CONSTRUCTION [] B. FORMER EMPL
[] C. MATERIAL NO. [] C. SAFEGUARDS ' ] C. ANONYMOUS
(] D. SAFEGUARDS [] D. TRANSPORTATION é{] D. LIC EMPLOYEE
[} E. OTHER [] E. EMER PREP ] E. NEWS MEDIA
(/] F. ONSITE H&S [] F. ORGANIZATION
[] G. OFFSITE H&S [] G. OTHER
{] H. OTHER
NO. OF CONCERNS: 1 oI []YES []NO DOL [/]YES ([]NO REPANEL []YES []NO

CONFIDENTIALITY GRANTED []YES (+/]NO SCHEDULED COMPL. DATE: 08/25/93

ACTION:

ASSIGNED TO: PRl PB2 PB3 RPB4 NMSS RPEP SGA EICS ENG OI

PANEL ATTENDEES:

ORA DRP DRS DRSS ol
[JEBNETER [ JMERSCHOFF []GIBSON . [ISTOHR [ JVORSE
[JREYES [ JJOHNSON ] [JMALLETT  [ITATE
[ JOENKINS [ JVERRELLI [JOULIAN  [ICLINE
[ JEVANS [ JSINKULE 'JPEEBLES  [JCOLLINS
 JDEMIRANDA [ JHERDT ] (1
[ ] IGNATONIS ] ] [

[ ] TROJANOWSKI ] §

[ JSLACK [] [ ]

ol



UNITED STATES ’
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

) .
101 MARIETTA ST%G!E'OIE? :s':.w.. SUITE 2500 2 - ?} - 6 3 O

ATLANTA, GEORGIA 303230199

October 18, 1995

EA 95-190

Stone & Webster Engineering Group
ATTN: Mr. R. E. Kelly
President
245 Summer Street
Boston, MA 02240

SUBJECT: PREDECISIONAL ENFORCEMENT CONFERENCE
Dear Mr. Kelly:

On August 22, 1995, the Secretary of Labor issued a Decision and Order which
found that Stone and Webster Engineering Group discriminated against g
Mr. Douglas Harrison (DOL Case 94-ERA-44) when Mr. Harrison was demoted
because he had raised concerns related to firewatch requirements.

Mr. Harrison was employed as an ironworker general foreman at Tennessee Valley
Authority’s (TVA) Browns Ferry Nuclear Plant. In addition, the Secretary of
Labor found that the removal of Mr. Harrison to an outside work crew was also
discriminatory and that Mr. Harrison’s discussion with other ironworkers on
the lack of response to the fire protection concerns was a protected activity.
A copy of the Secretary of Labor’s decision is enclosed (Enclosure 1).

The Secretary of Labor concluded that Stone & Webster wrongfully demoted

Mr. Harrison as a result of his protected activity and reassigned Mr. Harrison
to an outside work crew when he discussed his concerns with other workers.

The NRC Office of Investigation (0I) conducted an inquiry into this case and
based on the preliminary Department of Labor decisions and the TVA Office of
Inspector General report concluded that the allegations of discrimination were
not. substantiated. Our letter to TVA dated May 17, 1995, transmitted the OI
synopsis and indicated that no further action was pianned on the case.
However, because of the Secretary of Labor Decision and Order issued on

August 22, 1995, the acts of discrimination that DOL found to have occurred
against Mr. Harrison constitute an apparent violation of 10 CFR 50.7 which
prohibits discrimination against an employee who engages in protected

activities such as providing an employer information about alleged violations
of NRC requirements.

Based on the Secretary of Labor’s decision in this case, the apparent
violation is being considered for escalated enforcement action in accordance
with the "General Statement of Policy and Procedure for NRC Enforcement
Actions," (Enforcement Policy), (60 FR 34381; June 30, 1995/NUREG-1600) .
Accordingly, no Notice of Violation is presently being issued for this
finding. Please be advised that the number and characterization of the
apparent violation described above may change as a result of further NRC
review.

A joint predecisional enforcement conference to discuss the apparent violation
has been scheduled with Stone & Webster, TVA and Mr. Steve Ehele, the Stone &
Webster supervisor involved in this case, for October 30, 1995, at 1:00 p.m.

in the Region II office. The predecisional enforcement conference schedule /<;/

was discussed in a telephone call between Mr. Brad Dodson of your staff and
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Stone & Webster Engineering Group 2

Mr. Mark Lesser of this office on October 6, 1995. A proposed conference
agenda is enclosed (Enclosure 2). The predecisional enforcement conference
will be closed to public observation and transcribed.

The decision to hold a predecisional enforcement conference does not mean that
the NRC has determined that a violation has occurred or that enforcement
action will be taken. This conference is being held to obtain information to
enable the NRC to make an enforcement decision, such as a common understanding
of the facts, root causes, missed opportunities to identify the apparent
violation sooner, corrective actions, significance of the issues and the need
for lasting and effective corrective action. In addition, this is an
opportunity for you to point out any disagreement with the facts and findings
presented in the Secretary of Labor decision and for you to provide any
information concerning your perspectives on 1) the severity of the apparent .
violation, 2) the application of the factors that the NRC considers when it
determines the amount of a civil penalty that may be assessed in accordance
with Section VI.B.2 of the Enforcement Policy, and 3) any other application of
the Enforcement Policy to this case, including the exercise of discretion in
accordance with Section VII. In particular, we expect you to address the
basis for the adverse employment action taken against Mr. Harrison.

We are also concerned with the potential chilling effect that may have
resulted from Mr. Harrison’s demotion and the recent Secretary of Labor
decision. Therefore, notwithstanding the information requested above and
whether or not you agree with the Secretary of Labor decision, we expect you
to address the actions taken or planned to assure that this adverse employment
action does not have a chilling effect on other licensee or contractor
employees raising perceived safety concerns. In addition, you should address
your corrective action to ensure that Stone & Webster managers are aware of
their responsibilities to provide a work environment in which all employees

may freely identify safety concerns without fear of retaliation or
discrimination. )

You will be advised by separate correspondence of the results of our
deliberations on this matter. No response regarding the apparent violation is
required at this time.

In accordance with 10 CFR 2.790 of the NRC’s "Rules of Practice,” a copy of
this letter and its enclosures will be placed in the NRC Public Document Room.

Should you have any questions concerning this enforcement conference, please
contact Mr. Bruno Uryc at (404) 331-5505 or Mr. Mark Lesser at (404) 331-0342.

Sincerely,
. ;:é;éz;*“hyikv—

E11is W. Merschoff, Director
Division of Reactor Projects

Docket No. 9998
Enclosures: (See page 3)

cc w/encl: (See page 3)
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Enclosures: 1. Secretary of Labor Decision
dated August 22, 1995 B
2. Proposed Predecisional Enforcement
Conference Agenda

cc w/encis:
Stone & Webster Engineering Group
ATTN: Mr. Brad Dodson
Vice President, Nuc]ear Operations
245 Summer Street
Boston, MA 02240

cc w/o encls:

Tennessee Valley Authority

ATTN: Mr. Oliver D. Kingsley, Jr.
President, TVA Nuclear and
Chief Nuclear Officer

6A Lookout Place

1101 Market Street

Chattanooga, TN 37402-2801



I1.

II1.

Iv.

VI.
VII.

VIII.

IX.

PROPOSED PREDECISIONAL ENFORCEMENT CONFERENCE AGENDA
STONE & WEBSTER ENGINEERING GROUP
TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY
BROWNS FERRY NUCLEAR PLANT

October 30, 1995
1:00 p.m.

INTRODUCTION AND OPENING REMARKS
S. D. Ebneter, Regional Administrator ’
DISCUSSION OF THE ENFORCEMENT POLICY

B. Uryc, Director
Enforcement and Investigation Coordination Staff

OVERVIEW
Mr. Ebneter
APPARENT VIOLATION AND NRC CONCERNS

E. Merschoff, Director
Division of Reactor Projects

LICENSEE PRESENTATION

STONE & WEBSTER ENGINEERING GROUP PRESENTATION
STATEMENT OF S. EHELE

* % % PBREAK * * *

NRC FOLLOWUP QUESTIONS

Mr. Merschoff

CLOSING

Mr. Ebneter

Enclosure 2
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Stone & Webster Eng-neering Group

Distribution w/encl 2:
PUBLIC
JTaylor, EDO
JMithoan, DEDR
SEbneter, RII
LChandler, OGC
JGoldberg, OGC
EJulian, SECY
BKeeling, CA
Enforcement Coordinators
RI, RIII, RIV
JLieberman, OE
JGray, OE
OE:EA File (B. Summers, OE) (2)
DRosano, OE
EHayden, OPA
DDandois, OC
LTemper, OC
GCaputo, Ol
EJordon, AEOD
LNorton, OIG
BUyrc, RII
WMcNulty, RII
KClark, RII
RTrojanowski, RII
AGibson, RII
MLesser, RII
JWilliams, NRR
FHebdon, NRR
JJohnson, RII
SShaeffer, RII
CEvans, RII
LWatson, RII
GHallstrom, RII
IMS:RII
NUDOCS

NRC Senior Resident Inspector

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
10833 Shaw Road

Athens, AL 35611

4

*SEE PREVIOUS PAGE FOR CONCURRENCE

OFFICE | RII:DRP RII:DRP RIEORA RIEICS RIEORA RI:ORA
SIGNATURE | A |~/
NAME *MLessar *EMearscnoff *CEvans *BUryc *LReyes neter
“ DATE | 10/ /85 10/ /185 /85 107 /95] 107 /85| A0/\» RS
COPY? YES NO YES NO YES RO YES NO YES NO

OFFICIAL RECORD COPY DOCUMENT NAME:

e e
H\1950PEN. ENF\85190D0L . DIR\LTRTOS&W.
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Distribution w/encl 2:

L
aylor, EDO '
JMilhoan, DEDY Denit -

SEbneter, RII

LChandler, OGC

JGoldberg, 0GC

EJulian, SECY

BKeeling, CA

Enforcement Coordinators
RI, RIII, RIV

JLieberman, OE

JGray, OE

OE:EA File (B. Summers, OE) (2)

DRosano, OF

EHayden, OPA

DDandois, OC

LTemper, OC

GCaputo, 01

EJordgn, AEQD

BUyrc, RII
WMcNulty, RII
KClark, RII
RTroJanowski RII
AGibson, RII
MLesser, RII
JWYilliams, NRR
FHebdon, NRR
JJohnson, RII
SShaeffer, RII
CEvans, RII
LWatson, RII
GHallstrom, RII
IMS:RII

NUDOCS

NRC Senior Resident Inspector

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
10833 Shaw Road

Athens, AL 35611

II OFFICE_| RI:DRP | Ru:DRP RILDRS Ri:opA_ | mizEics | Ru:pra | RinORA
vv
SIGNATURE /Hq' M “C%V &94’ () n
EMersthot! ) Jg SEbneter

NAME { MLesser Upyc LReye’s

DATE {10/1% 788 10/f%/e5] 10/ /o8 5 7310 /{%/05] 10/\> s85] 10/ o5 "
copy? | YEs no | YEs no | YES No \19 o | (ves/ no %? NO | vee wo “
OFFICIAL RECORD COPY DOCUMENT NAME: H\1950PEN.ENF\95190D0L.DIR\LTRTOSEW. PEC
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Distribution w/encl 2:

PUBLIC
JTaylor, EDO ,
JMilhoan, DED§ De il -

SEbneter, RII
LChandler, OGC
JGoldberg, OGC
EJulian, SECY
BKeeling, CA
Enforcement Coordinators

RI, RIII, RIV
JLieberman, OE
JGray, OE
OE:EA File (B. Summers, OE) (2)
DRosano, OE
EHayden, OPA
DDandois, OC
LTemper, OC
GCaputo, OI
EJordon, AEOD
B ry?
‘BUyrc, RII
WMcNulty, RII
KClark, RII
RTrojanowski, RII
AGibson, RII
MiLesser, RII
JWilliams, NRR
FHebdon, NRR
JJdohnson, RII
SShaeffer, RII
CEvans, RII
LWatson, RII
GHallstrom, RII
IMS:RII
NUDOCS

NRC Senior Resident Inspector

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
10833 Shaw Road

Athens, AL 35611

office | mi:ore | Ri:DRP RIL:DRS au:qra | Rueics | Rizora RI:ORA
SIGNATURE '

NY,
NAME <3tf%E;r E!f:&“ﬁi:; : ngzi:, J}§§z2)4;l Lnézns SEbneter

DATE |10 /12785 10 LB /195 } 10/ /85 MLIIE;{O 1Y% 88| 10 I\( /851 10/ 195
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R\LTRTOS&W. PEC
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UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

REGION 11t
799 ROOSEVELT ROAD
GLEN ELLYN, ILLINOIS 60137

December 8, 1992

MEMORANDUM FOR: Charles E. Norelius, Director, Division of
Radiation Safety and Safegquards

FROM: Donald E. Funk Jr., Office Allegation
Coordinator
SUBJECT: ALLEGATION RE: EMPLOYMENT DISCRIMINATION Af

THERMAL SCIENCE, INC.
(AMS NO. RIII-92-A-0139)

on December 9, 1992, this matter was discussed with E. T. Pawlik
of the Office of investigations Region III Field Office, and it
was concluded that investigative effort by OI:RIII may be -,
warranted at this time for the reason given below. Should
additional facts or information relating to possible wrongdoing
concerning this allegation become available, please notify' me
promptly.

This allegation will continue to be carried as "open" in the

Allegation Management System pending final resolution/closeout by

your Division.

’ >-—-o)-/('£/"""
Donald E. Funk Jr.
Office Allegation Cpordinator

Attachments:
1. AMS Form
2. 11/25/92 DOL 1tr

cc w/attachments: .
RAO:RIII .
OI:RIII .

J. A. Grobe
)

BASIS: Since wrongdoing was alleged, employment discrimination,
an allegation review board shall be convened within 15 workdays
of agency receipt of the information (December 21, 1992).
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 ALLEGATL1ON

&

Z1BGATION NUMBER - RIII-S2-A-CL3S RUN DATE: 1Z2/08/6Z
OCKET/FACILITY/UNIT: / THERMAL SCIENCE, INC. /-
JCKET/FACILITY/UNIT: / /
ICKET/FACILITY /UNIT: / /
OCKET/FACILITY/UNIT: / /

CTIVITY TYPES - MATERIALS

ATERIAL LICENSES -
UNCTIONAL AREAS - OTHER

) EMPL ;YVER” DISCRIMINATION
ESCRI PTION - EMPLOYMENT DLSCnTMIhATTUN

TONCERNE - N

1
JURCE - DOL CONFIDENT - NO
ECEIVED - S$21130 BY - RW DEFAYETTE / RAO

TTION OFFICE CONTACT - GL SHEAR
ESPONSIBLE PGM OFFICE - M VIOLATION SECTION 210 ALLEGED - YES

TATUS - OPEN SCHED COMPLETION - 930330 DATE CLOSED - ¢
LLEGATION SUBSTANTIATED - . ALLEGER NOTIFIED -

I ACTION - NO OI REPORT NUMBER - .
IMARKS - KECEIPT DOL 11/25/92 LTR.

DIVISIOR ASSIGNED: DRSS(INFO) DOL
RELATED ALLEGATION FILE(E): N
ACTION PLAN SUBMITTED: N.
ALLEGATION REVIEW BOARDI': N°
RECOCRDINATE W/0I: Y
KEYWORD: DOL '
ITERED SYSTEM - ©21208 CLOSED SYSTEM - RECORD CHANGED - 321208




UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
‘REGION 111
739 ROOSEVELT ROAD
GLEN ELLYN, ILLINOIS €0137

December 18, 1992

MEMORANDUM FOR: Eugene T. Pawlik, Director, Office of
Investigations Field Office, Region IIIX

FROM: Donald E. Funk Jr., Office Allegation
Coordinator
SUBJECT: . ALLEGATION RE: EMPLOYMENT DISCRIMINATION AT

THERMAL SCIENCE, INC.

on December 14, 1992, I verbally notified you of an alleged
complaint of employment discrimination against Thermal Science,
Inc. We also discussed that a review by the Division of
Radiation Safety and Safeguards determined that the named company
was not a Region III licensee. At that time you requested that I
forward information concerning the complaint to you for your
review. Attached are the two letters received from DOL
concerning the complaint for whatever action you deem
appropriate.

As of December 14, 1992, Region III has closed its file
concerning the referenced subject. ’

2

,D. -—”W (.;__(::: &
pDonald E. Funk Jr.
Office Allegation Coordinator

Attachments:
1. November 25, 1992, DOL letter
2. December 15, 1992, DOL letter



August 30, 1996

MEMORANDUM TO: ffrey E. Grant, Director, Division of Reactor Safety
-—

FROM: Donald E. Funk Jr., Office Allegation Coordinator

SUBJECT: OI REPORT OF INTERVIEW D. C. COOK: ALLEGED FALSIFICATION OF

FIREWATCH LOGS (OI CASE NO. 3-96-032)
(AMS NO. RIII-96-A-0090)

By memorandum dated August 29, 1996, the Office of Investigations has
forwarded their Report of Interview of the above subject to Region III and a
copy is enclosed for evaluation by your staff. After review DRS should notify
the OAC of its readiness to convene an Allegation Review Board (ARB) within 30
days of the date of this memorandum. At the ARB the Division should be
prepared to discuss its decision whether further OI involvement is requested
and if so at what priority, ie... High, Normal, or Low.

Attachment: As stated
cc w/attachment:
B. Berson

R. Gardner

cc w/o attachment:
OI:RIII



) =<
%ALLEGATIOIEASSIGNNIENT FORM

>
#ﬂegation Number: RIV-95-A-0237
_
Licensee/Facility or Location: WATERFORD - 3

Discussed at ARP meeting on: 4/30/96
Assigned to: DRP, DRS, DNMS, SAC Branch:

Ol involvement? Ol tracking number:

Allegation Summary: The initialf:llegationﬁvere: (1) firewatch was directed to relocate a
watchman key but refused because it would have violated a procedure; and (2) after the
firewatch refused to perform the task, he was terminated (employment discrimination). (1)
concluded that the individugl was terminated for refusing to comply with his supervisor’s
instructions. Th t,allegatio?}_,':h‘zat the directed activity would have violated a site procedure
was not substantiated. OE has reviewed the OI conclusions and determined that

enforcement action is not appropriate.

ARP instructions/guidance:

ARP Chairman: Date:

JAllesatioirResolution Plan (return to the SAC within 10 days of ARP meeting):

TAPP pinnanda  cLoewne =

Submitted by: : Date:
cc:?llcga(ioﬁ‘?ile. ARP Meeting File, Ol
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Duties of a Fire Watcn

6.0 PROCEDURE

6.1 GENERAL

6.1.1 -

6.1.2

6.1.3

6.1.4

_-.———b €.1.5 .

6.1.6

6.107

CASENC. 4 -95-=070

rr=uuvi-uls

Revision 9

Fire Watchers shall have fire extinguishing equipment
readily available (when required) and be trained in its
use, including practice on test fires.

Fire Watchers shall be familiar with facility layout
and procedures for sounding an alare in ._the. event of. a
firae. .

Fire Watchers shall be alert for fires in all exposed
arecas (1.e., area of work activity or area of
fmpairment), and try to extinguish fires only when in
the capacity of their equipment and training, or

. 'othenisg sound the alarm fomediately.

Ignition Source fire watch activities shall be
maintained for a minimum of 30 sinutes following
termination of Hot Mork activities, to allow all
materials to cool sufficiently.

During performance of fire watch duties the Fire
Watcher may have no simultaneous duties that could
detract from the fire watch function.

Authorization for activation and deactivation of the
fire watch shall be .cbtained from the SS/CRS.

The associated Fire Protection Impairmant number(s)
shall be noted on Attachment 7.1, Fire Watch lLog so as
to allow cross reference to FP-001-015, Fire Protection
Systen Impairments.

EXHBT_ 3
PAGE__/ OF _/

PAGE(S) - -
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- ALLEGATION ASSIGNMENT FORM X

s%l'legation Number: RIV-95-A-0101<
Licensee/Facility or Location: WASHINGTON NUCLEAR POWER-2

Discussed at ARP meeting on: 6/26/95
Assigned to: DRP, DRS, DRSS, SAC  Branch:
Ol involvement?  OI tracking number:

Allegation Summary: During a May 1995 inspection, NRC inspectors on a plant tour
identified that a fire watck did not remain in the area Jor 30 minutes following the
completion of "hot work" as required. When the inspectors questioned an individual who
had previously performed the hot work about the Jire watch, he indicated that he had
relieved the fire watch. However, this individual was not in clear view of the area to
perform the fire watch responsibilities. The licensee has obtained three signed statements
that attest to the presence of the fire watch, although the inspectors did not see the Jfire
watch. One of the stotements is from the individual who had informed the inspectors that
he had assumed the duties of the fire watch.

ARP instructions/guidance:

ARP Chairman: Date:

"Ancgauon(Resolunon Plan (return to the SAC within 10 days of ARP meeting):

Mee-§sc Yo aed leceyooo Cpooagnd —Fo
e ey (’/N\u’/W\ 19/ 5 Hete g Pmﬁauﬁ ~
Qvues — Wl Wt RISSWMMW
lovo e & «em‘(a/,u ) SMMM

Qosscbl L] 5 U - v
4;0sz9 :

Submitted by: Date:

cc:"}\llegation Fil>Y’ARP Meeting File. OI



ZALLEGA fION ASSIGNMENT FORM A

'%T]egation Number: RIV-95-A-010]2
Licensee/Facility or Location: WASHINGTON NUCLEAR POWER 2

Discussed at ARP meeting on: 9/11/95
Assigned to: DRP, DRS, DRSS, SAC Branch: £

0l involvement? Y¥E£S 0l tracking numbef:

Allegation Summary: During a 5/95 inspection, NRC identified that a fire
watch did not remain in the work area for 30 minutes following the completion
of *hot work" as required. The violation was cited in IR 50-397/95-15. The
licensee responded to the NOV on 8/1/95 and contested the violation. ODRP is
preparing a response to the licensee’s reply. OI has requested the ARP review
the current status to determine if the contractor employees should be
interviewed before they leave the site.

ARP instructions/guidance: No further action by 0I (low priority). DRP will
close the issue through the response to the licensee’s reply to the viclation.

ARP Chairman: ¥. D. Johnson (43:6{ }giyma Date: #g%g S

(%kgatioﬁ‘ﬁesolution Plan (return to the SAC within 10 days of ARP
meeting):

Submitted by: ' _ Date:
cc:fﬁl]egatmr}iﬂe, ARP Meeting File, OI
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MEMORANDUM FOR : R. WISE, ‘gnegatiorﬁCoordinator
THRU : T. P. GWYNN, Division Director, DRS

FROM : W. P. ANG, Plant Support Branch Chief, DRS
SUBJECT : ‘?iLLEGATION RIV-95—A-OOO§§:

on February 28, 1995, L. Williamson, OI, provided the Plant Suppo
opy of the transcript of the OI interview of the”&@llegei for the
allegation¥ The interview was conducted by OI on February &, 199
Support Branch (P. Qualls and W. Ang) reviewed the OI interview t
identify any safety concerns eggressed by thefgllege_, Attached
of information provided by the jllegef‘during\the interview, the

f%llegeﬁ?concerns noted during the review of the transcript by the

“Support Branch, and recommended action for those concerns.

W. P. ANG

ATTACHMENT - ALLEGATION RIV-95-A-0009 y/
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[ Y OF CONCERNS NOTED BY PSB DURING REVIEW
oI ! LLEGEEQ}NTERVIEW

controlled Work Package (CWP) Checklist step signed as com
work had not been completed. Pages referenced below are t
pages.

Pg.s 11,12,&13

“"Electricians had run some new cables through conduits tha
the wall.." that emptied out into a junction box located a
the floor, on the south wall of the ANO Unit 1 control roo
1993 fall outage. The @ilegegf'an asbestos worker, worked
penetration seals for the conduit. At the end of the shif
(name in transcript) was "not through with this particular
penetrations in this junction box and the cover was off.
several screws to put it on and take it off, and I had som
the box." ‘

Pgs. 13 & 14
CWP Checklist required "Reinstall items removed for access
penetration" and "Clean up all your debris and remove scaf

Bechtel Field Engineer (name in transcript) toldfgilegéf%t
sign for completion of the above noted steps even though n
complete.

%éﬂllegeﬁLétated that "he informed the Bechtel Field Enginee

would give me maybe 15 or 20 minutes the next morning, tha
time to finish that, and I could go ahead and sign the stu

Pg. 17 .
ﬁkllegef?stated that his Superintendent (name in transcript
CWP Checklist step as having been completed.

" Pg. 20

%Allegeé:stated that he looked at the junction box the next

that "the work was exactly as I had left it the afternoon
Nothing additional had been done to it."

PSB RECOMMENDED ACTION :
OI DETERMINE NEED TO INVESTIGATE FOR POTENTIAL FALSIFICATI
CHECKLIST RECORD.

Potential Ihcomplete Safety Significant Work

As noted in 1 above, housekeeping in and around the juncti
closure of the junction box cover, was incomplete at the t
left the are work area. This work was performed in Septem
of 1993. No allegation was made regarding the adequacy of
penetration seals. Thelalleged®incomplete work is not of

significance, but nonetheless, was an apparent incomplete

work activity.

PSB RECOMMENDED ACTION:
PSB VISUALLY INSPECT WORK AREA FOR SIGNS OFF INCOMPLETE WO



ADEQUACY OF INSTALLATION OF JUNCTION BOX COVER AND AREA HO
THIS MOST LIKELY SHOULD HAVE ALREADY BEEN CORRECTED.

Potential for Signing Off Incomplete Safety Significant Wo
Management Pressure to Get the Job Done

Pg.s 49 & 50
.)hllegegzgtated that an Entergy Investigator (name in trans
Jallegerson October 29 or 30, 1993, to make sure his concer
dealt with.

The Entergy Investigator informed thefiilegeﬁ?that he had
the Field Engineer. Thefallegeprrasked the Entergy Investi
ask ...why did he tell me to sign something indicating wor
performed, when in fact, it had not, and then call it mino

The Entergy Investigator informed thefgllegegffhat the Fie
nanswer was that he had been under a Iot of pressure from
to get those CWP's closed out”.

PSB RECOMMENDATION:

PSB PERFORM AN INSPECTION AT ANO AS AN "AUGMENTATION OF TH
INSPECTOR STAFF" (CHARGED AS;@LLEGATIOK{FOLLOWUP) TO ACCOM
FOLLOWING: = -

1. Review the ANO employee concerns program. Review a r
(approx. 5) of employee concern cases, for the Septem
1993 period, to determine adequacy of licensee action
determine if the specific_ﬁllegatiog?was an employee
and determine the adequady of the licensee's actions
concern. Did the licensee evaluate the generic poten
incomplete safety related work being signed off as co
of management pressure for completion?

2. Review the ANO nonconforming condition reporting proc
random sample (approx. 5) of nonconforming condition
generated from September to December 1993. Determine
licensee, and the Entergy Investigator generated a no
condition report for the alleged signing off of incom
to pressure to close CWP's. Determine the adequacy o
evaluation and possible corrective actions.

3. During performance of 1 and 2 above, attempt to obtai
records that may be of assistance to OI. Specificall
obtain the alleged signed off CWP checklist.
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-‘ZA’LLEGATIOIS ASSIGNMENT FORM

I:;llegation Number: RIV-95-A-0009§L‘
Licensee/Facility or Location: Arkansas Nuclear One
Discussed at ARP meeting on: | l he lq< ' ’Cy
Assigned to: DRP, DRS. DRSS. SAC  Branch:

Ol involvement? OI tracking number:

ﬁﬂezauo%’ ummary: A copy of the; alleger s:DOL complaint was provided by DOL. The
“complaint alleges that the complazmmt s supemsor asked the complainant to sign off on
work steps that kad not been completed regarding fire penetration seal work. The
complaman Iege?"ﬁ'mmaaon and no subsequent rehiring during other contract
oppontunitie$ for refusing to sign the documentation.

ARP instructions/guidance:

ARP Chairman: Date:

f—(lleoanoﬁ/’R‘esoluuon Plan (return to the SAC within 10 days of ARP meeting):

SN IR - M"ﬁ/»w awi&.'\-—' DRS ¢uveil acze]

e Dochirioid troees = @ Pl Qualls,

Submitted by: Date:

cc:{ -\llegauoﬁ“ File. ARP Meeting File. OI
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JALLEGATION-ASSIGNMENT FORM

LAllegation Number: RIV-95-A-0009=
Licensee/Facility or Location: Arkansas Nuclear One

Discussed at ARP meeting on: 1/30/95
Assigned to: DRP, DRS, DRSS, SAC Branch:
Ol involvement?  OI tracking number:

Allegation Summary: A copy of the ’flleger’!#DOL complaint was provided by DOL. The
complaint alleges that the complainant’s supervisor asked the complainant to sign off on
work steps that had not been completed regarding fire penetration seal work. The
complainant alleges termination and no subsequent rehiring during other contract
opportunities for refusing to sign the documentation.

ARP instructions/guidance; i owledgement letter to alleger; OI to
interview and re-ARP, DRP to provide copies of work control documents to OI/DRS ] ): E

@ackground information.

ARP Chairman: /s/ J. E. Dyer Date: 1/30/95

éllegation{Resolution Plan (return to the SAC within 10 days of ARP meeting):

Y

’\(\LC—W\’% D P 'h:—jnvuwc;v w B4 o,(' e Dou CMH‘»M
CO\\:»L';\' eJ( Wasyots ol sriens The WP 4 DCP ayre bekin
n L Coed e aard, cownw® be u/«;\«, cepe A . Ne
e nob ot do r&mh}»! he oo evitor Ytk
")'L-L’f:a:u:{i,w[ MMS Wi D ge L-ow—»,y\; \aa/&_
— 1
W cowuf/vll ‘i'vi( .
Submitted by: _ %%,’,5{;,“ Dedaoel . Dae: _ Z|7l45™
ccﬁ.llegauqr’l)flle. P Meeting File. Ol J | 4
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_ZALLEGATIONASSIGNMENT FORM ~ ~ ;v

«%ﬂlegation Number: RIV-95-A-0()0~§(' e ad '1;‘ R g

Licensee/Facility or Location: ARKANSAS NUCLEAR ONE = g
Discussed at ARP meeting on: 3.6/95
Assigned to: DRP. DRS. DRSS. SAC Branch:

Ol involvement?  OI tracking number:

“ﬁuegauox{f ummary: Individual alleged termination for refusing to sign work completion

documentation for fire penetratipn seal work when the work had not been performed or
had not been performed by th egeZ‘DRS :PSB has reviewed the OI transcript of
interview and requested that the- gllegauon be discussed during a scheduled ARP.

ARP instructions/guidance:

ARP Chairman: Date:

}'Alleganoﬁ Resolution Plan (return to the SAC w1thm 10 days of ARP meeting):

\\QS B P~ Lkl L Sk .meﬁ‘,\ fA/ éa.a riek Ladua .

oS 4 ’\WM\JQ&M MM S A Mwa)
/Vblibmm 0. O 4 enng ‘-Q.b\ W N,
L v U

Submitted by: Date:
ccf\llcgatioxﬁﬁle. ARP Meeting File. OI
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ATTACHMENT - ~ALLEGATION RIV-95-A-0008
SUMMARY OF CONCERNS NOTED BY PSB DURING REVIEW OF TRANSCRIPT OF

OI ALLEGER INTERVIEW

1. . Controlled Work Package (CWP) Checklist step signed as completed when
work had not been completed. Pages referenced below are transcript

pages.

Pg.s 11,12.&13

“Electricians had run some new cables through conduits that penetrated
the wall.." that emptied out into a junction box located approx. 8  off
the floor. on the south,wall of the ANO Unit 1 control room. during the
1993 fall outage. The'\allegert an asbestos worker, worked on the )
penetration seals for the conduit. At the end of the shift, the.‘él]ege_f£
(name in transcript) was "not through with this particular set of
penetrations in this junction box and the cover was off. It required
several screws to put it on and take it off, and I had some debris inside

the box."

Pgs. 13 & 14
CWP Checklist required "Reinstall items removed for accessibility to
penetration” and "Clean up all your debris and remove scaffolding.”

Bechtel Field Engineer (name in transcript) tb]d?%ﬁ]egef?fo go ahead and
sign]for completion of the above noted steps even though not yet
complete.

ﬂﬁllegeflgtated that "he informed the Bechtel Field Engineer that "If he
would give me maybe 15 or 20 minutes the next morning, that I would have
time to finish that. and I could go ahead and sign the stuff.”

Pg. 17
49A11egefz§tated that his Superintendent (name in transcript) signed the
CWP Checklist step as having been completed.

Pg. 20 ,

;gAl1eger£§tated that he looked at the junction box the next day and found
that “the work was exactly as [ had left it the afternoon before.
Nothing additional had been done to it."

'PSB RECOMMENDED ACTION :
01 DETERMINE NEED TO INVESTIGATE FOR POTENTIAL FALSIFICATION OF CWP

EFECKLIST RECORD -~ -
2. Potential Incomplete Safety Signiff&ant Work

As noted in 1 above, housekeeping in and around the junction box and
closure of the junction box cover. was incomplete at the time the @ileger<
left the are work area. JThis work was performed in September or Cctober
of 1993. No;311egationv s made regarding the adequacy of the :
penetration Séals. The/dlleged<incomplete work is not of major safety
significance. but nonetheless, was an apparent incomplete safety related
work activity.



PSB RECOMMENDED ACTION:
PSB VISUALLY INSPECT WORK AREA FOR SIGNS OFF INCOMPLETE WORK INCLUDING

ADEQUACY OF INSTALLATION OF JUNCTION BOX COVER AND AREA HOUSEKEEPING.
THIS MOST LIKELY SHOULD HAVE ALREADY BEEN CORRECTED.

Potential for Signing Off Incomplete Safety Significant Work Due to
Management Pressure to Get the Job Done

g.s 49 & 50
aiﬁllegegfstated that an Entergy Investigator (name in transcript) met with
j%gllegen?bn October 29 or 30, 1993. to make sure his concerns had been

ealt with.

The Entergy Investigator informed thgégﬁlegéffihat he had also met with
the Field Engineer. Thejalleger<asked the Entergy Investigator "Did you
ask ...why did he tell to sign something indicating work had been
performed, when in fact. it had not. and then call it minor?"

The Entergy Investigator informed the 1egeEF%hat the Field Engineer’s
"answer was that he had been under a Tot of pressure from his superiors
to get those CWP's closed out”. ,

PSB RECOMMENDATION:
PSB PERFORM AN INSPECTION AT ANO AS AN "AUGMENTATION OF THE RESIDENT

INSPECTOR STAFF" (CHARGED AS{ALLEGATIONSFOLLOWUP) TO ACCOMPLISH THE
FOLLOWING: il

1. Review the ANO employee concerns program. Review a random sample
(approx. 5) of employee concern cases. for the September to December
1993 period, to determine adequacy of licensee action. Attempt to
determine if the spec1f1c1§11egat10§§Was an employee concern case
and determine the adequacy of the 17censee’s actions for thedlleged <
concern. Did the licensee evaluate the generic potential for ‘
incompiete safety related work being signed off as complete because
of management pressure for completion?

2. Review the ANO nonconforming condition reporting process. Review a
random sample (approx. 5) of nonconforming condition reports
generated from September to December 1993. Determine if the
licensee., and the Entergy_Investigator generated a nonconforming
condition report for the alleged<signing off of incomplete work due
to pressure to close CWP's. Determine the adequacy of the licensee
evaluation and possible corrective actions.

3. During performancé of 1 and 2 above. attempt to obtain copies of
records that may be of assistance to OI. Specifically, attempt to
obtain thefalleged jsigned off CWP checklist.



: UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
REGION IV

Walnut Creek Field Office
1450 Maria Lane
Walnut Creek, California 94596-5368

APR 18 1395

MEMORANDUM TO: Russ Wise,.f-:lﬁ-l—egatioi{{‘toordinator, RIV

FROM: W. P. Ang, Chief. Plant Support Branch. DRS, RIV ,é/f /%/ L PH

~ —
SUBJECT: {E@LLEGATION RIV-95-A-000§?§”

The subject53%1egatioﬁ%;dentified the following potential conditions at
Arkansas Nuclear One (ANO).

1. A Controlled Work Package (CWP) checklist step was signed as completed
when the work had not been completed.

2. A potential for incomplete safety significant work existed.

3. Other potentially incomplete safety significant work could have similarly
been signed off as complete due to management pressure to get the job
done.

Aniﬁ%]egation%%eview Panel reviewed the subject‘gfiegatioﬁé‘reviewed Plant
Support Branch (PBS) recommended actions, and assigned PSB to accomplish the
following:

1. PSB perform an inspection at ANO as an "augmentation of the resident

inspector staff" (charged as-&llegatiogéfollowup) to accomplish the following:
a. Review the ANO employee concerns program. Review a random sample of

employee concern cases, for the September to December 1993 period,
to determine adequacy of licensee action. Attempt to determine if
the specificzp%]egation4ﬁas an employee concern case and determine
the adequacy of the licensee’s actions for the alleged concern. Did
the licensee evaluate the generic potential for incomplete safety
related work being signed off as complete because of management
pressure for completion?

b. Review the ANO nonconforming condition reporting process. Review a
random sample of nonconforming condition reports generated from
September to December 1993. Determine if the licensee, and the
Entergy Investigator generated a nonconforming condition report for
the7alleged Signing off of incomplete work due to pressure to close
CWPs. Determine the adequacy of the licensee evaluation and
possible corrective actions. :

C. During the performance of 1 and 2 above. attempt to obtain copies of
records that may be of assistance to 0I. Specifically. attempt to

obtain thg5211eged‘§igned off CWP checklist. /7
| /L ( \
A
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2. PSB visually inspect work area for signs of incomplete work including
adequacy of installation of junction box cover and area housekeeping.’

On March 20, 1995 to March 24, 1995, David Pereira, of PSB, performed an _
inspection at ANO to accompl1sh the inspections assigned by the(Allegatiol<
Review Panel for the subJect’311egat1oﬁg‘ The inspection and the results of
- the inspection were documented in a Plant Support Branch input to the ANO
resident inspectors’ report (50-513/95-03). The report input was purposely
brief to preclude 1dent1f1cat1on of the“illegat1on n the report. The
inspection did not confirm the al]egatlode'Deta1ls of the inspection are
attached to this memorandum. This completes the action assigned to the PSB
for thls¢5_1egat1o§,



ATTACHMENT
DETAILS OF DAVID PEREIRA’S INSPECTION FOLLOWUP OF{éLLEGATION RIV—95-A-OOQ§§:

Review of Corrective Actions Program - Followup offh]]eqatibﬁﬂ“

A review of the licensee’s corrective actions program was performed to
ascertain that conditions adverse to quality were being appropriately
identified, reviewed, and resolved. Specifically, a sample of procedures,
nonconforming condition reports, and employee concerns program cases were
reviewed. In addition, the inspector performed visual inspections of some of
the noted conditions and interviewed licensee personnel to ascertain that
appropriate corrective actions had been completed. The following documents
were reviewed. '

Procedures

Procedure 1000.104, "Condition Reporting and Corrective Actions,"
Revision 11, dated January 1, 1995.

Procedure QAD-12, "Notification/Processing of Nuclear Safety/Quality
Concerns," Revision 2, dated October 21, 1993.

Condition Reports

1-93-0518, November 2, 1993
93-0488, October 21, 1993
93-0457, October 12, 1993
93-0463, October 13, 1993
93-0414. October 5, 1993
93-0419, October 5, 1993
93-0226, September 22, 1993
93-0230. September 27, 1993
-93-0482. October 19, 1993

1
1
1
1
1
2
2
1

Empioyee Concerns Cases

QI-93-04, September 15, 1993
QI-93-05. October 19, 1993
QI-93-06. September 24, 1993
QI-93-07. October 26, 1993
QI-94-01, February 28, 1994
QI-94-03, April 15, 1994
QI-95-01., January 25, 1995

Results of Inspection and?A]]eqatidn Fo11owup

-

Based on the inspector’s review and verification of a sample of the above
noted documents. the inspector concluded that conditions adverse to quality
were being appropriately documented. reviewed. and resolved.

In addition. the above noted review. verification. and interviews of licensee
personnel determined the following:
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. The’ﬁﬁlegéffﬁad filed a U.S. Department of Labor (DOL) complaint on
January 18, 1995. The DOL complaint included the same{§11egatioﬁl:
regarding signoff of incomplete work on a fire barrier penetration
junction box. The alleger stated in the DOL complajint that CWP 895633
and DCP 90-1051 were the working documents for thefﬁlleged?incomplete
work on the junction box. Based on the CWP number and the location of a
junction box provided by the alleger in the subjectfa legatior@(located
approximately 8 feet off the floor, on the south wall of the ANO Unit 1
control room, during the 1993 fall outage), the inspector determined that
the junction box in question was located where penetration 129-0287
entered the control room. Documentation of penetration 129-0287 work was
contained in CWP 90-1051/895633-6, sequence 18, and was completed on
October 2, 1993.

. The inspector reviewed the docymentation for the gbove noted CWP and was
not able to substantiate thefalleger’s allegatiofijof incorrect signoffs
for work that was not complete. Penetration 129-0287 signoffs in
CWP 90-1051/895633-6, sequence 18, appeared to be properly initialed and
dated in the appropriate fields for all work performed, including
reinstallation of the cover plate screws for the junction box, and
cleaning the work area of debris and scaffolding. The initials and dates
for all the work being performed on penetration 129-0287 appeared to be
made by theli]legeﬁﬁL The gllegatiof<ef signoff by the foreman of
incompliete work, including adequacy of instailation of junction box cover
and area housekeeping, was not substantiated.

The inspector performed a visual inspection of the control room area where the
junction box in question was located, and performed a visual inspection of the
junction box cover. The inspector noted no discrepancies. The junction box
cover was installed with all cover screws in place. The area housekeeping was
in order and all scaffolding had been removed.

The inspector reviewed the ANO employee concerns program to determine adequacy
of the licensee actions for employee concerns. The inspector reviewed seven
employee concerns cases which were initiated from September 1993 through
January 1995. The inspectors determined the following items concerning the
employee concerns program:

. Each employee concern was investigated in a confidential and professional
manner.

. Documentation of initial interview of concern was extensive and detailed.

. Formulation of an action plan was presented in the file.

. Investigation of concerns were extensive. and the scope was broad to

include all possible events.

J Closure was presented to the concerned employee with the investigation
results documented and conclusions presented to the employee.
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In addition, the sequence of events and analysis were presented where
appropriate. Documentation of discussions with affected individuals was
included in the file. The employee concerns program procedure provided for
initiating a condition report if the concern met the threshold for a condition
report. Finally, closure interviews with the concerned employees were
documented in their file.

One specific{STiegatioﬁ?ﬁas presented as employee concern cases QI-93-07,
initiated October 26, 1993, and Q1-95-01, initiated January 24, 1995. Both

45?595 were reviewed by the inspector in detail and was the same as

1legation RIV-95-A-00097 These employee concern casesyallegedfthat the
employee’s supervision wanted him to sign off certain sfeps that were not
complete. The employee cited as examples scaffold removal and the remounting
of a junction box cover in the control room as work that was not complete.
The employee complained that he was being pressured to sign off steps which
had not been completed by a field engineer.

The inspector reviewed both employee concern cases and determined that the
licensee formulated an action plan. which included extensive reviews of the
seal penetration work that the employee performed in the September through
October 1993 period. Since the employee refused to indicate where the
junction box was located in the control room, the licensee widened their
search to incorporate all available work the employee performed in that
timeframe. The licensee’s review was conducted with quality control
inspectors, field craft, and plant supervisors associated with seal
penetration work.

The generic potential for incomplete safety-related work being signed off as
complete due to pressure to close CWPs was not reviewed by the licensee
because no similar concerns were presented. The licensee confined their
investigation to the one field engineer in question.

In summary. the specificiZ?Tegationgiﬁére also submitted as employee concern
cases. Nos. QI-93-07, and QI-95-01. In both cases, the specific”allegation=<
could not be substantiated. and as a result. the licensee expanded their
investigation to include all work performed by the @1lege?Sin the fall 1993
timeframe in an effort to uncover any incomplete work. Their investigations
did not discover any incomplete work or incorrect initials or dates in the
Controlled Work Packages (CWPs) reviewed. The licensee investigated other
work packages to ensure that they had covered all possibilities of the

1leger’s“work. Even though the licensee did not evaluate the generic

“potential for incomplete safety-related work being signed off as complete

because of management pressure for completion. no similar evidence was
presented by other employees.

The inspector was repeatedly informed by the lTicensee modifications management
and Entergy personnel involved with this allegation, that thesdlleger™and the
field engineer could not work together. As a matter-of-fact, the alleger was
reassigned shortly after October 27. 1993. because of the inability to work
with the field engineer and did not perform any further seal penetration work
with the field engineer involved with thef?TTegation}k_
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The inspector’s review jndicated that the licensee performed an adequate
investigation into theJalleger’$5concerns. Their investigation could have
been more precise in determining the specific junction box.

Additionally, the licensee’s corrective action plan of October 26, 1993, left

out thef§11eger’§§concern that his supervisor wanted him to sign off certain
steps that he had not yet completed. The licensee’s closure discussion did
mention his complaint of being pressured to sign off steps which had not been
completed and that the licensee’s investigator proceeded to inform thegéj]egeﬁli\
that this was not expected behavior from workers, nor supervision. The
discyssion does not bring closure as to whether it really happened or it was
thesalleger’§§mistake. At the conclusion of the closure discussion, both the
Entérgy investigator, and theZ?l]egeﬁf%greed that there were no nuclear safety —-
issues concerning foam sealing of fire barrier penetrations. Further, at the
termination interview on July 26, 1994, thefﬁ]]egqffsigned that he had no

Nuclear Safety/Quality concerns regarding ANO. ,

In summaky, the inspector determined that the licensee performed an adequate
evaluation of this(%T]egatioﬁ&‘~The inspector could not substantiate any of
theLilleger’s allegationsy

The incpector reviewed the ANO nonconforming condition reporting process and
nine ANO nonconforming condition reports (NCRs) generated from September to
December 1993. None of the NCRs notedlgllegégfsigning off of incomplete work
due to pressure to close CHWPs. e

The licensee’s reasoning was that since there were no indications of incorrect
signoffs in their October 1993 review process and no similar employee concerns
regarding field engineers work at any time. there were no conditions which
required an NCR to be generated. The ANO Condition Reporting

Procedure, 1000.104, states that "if a documentation deficiency occurred, then
an NCR would be generated." The licensee was not able to identify any
documentation deficiencies. During the licensee’s investigation, no concerns
regarding pressure to sign off on CWPs were discovered.

A copy of CWP 90-1051/895633-6, sequeQ%e 18. is attached. Penetration 129-
0287 appeared to be the area that theL~11egeEf1ndicated that the apparent
junction box cover was not installed. The precise junction box was never
indicated by theJé]legeggi



ENTERGY OPERATIOwS INCORPORATED

== Entergy |

Operations ARKANSAS NUCLEAR ONE 21 OF 28
1. Penetration #: /Q‘?— i 2. CWP #: M@Lﬁi&u 3. Unit: __L_'
4. Room #: ___[29 5. Elev.. 394’ 6. Penetration Sea! Detail:

7. Fire Barrier #: Olp - 8. QC Review:

9. Sequence #: /8 O New Seal )X Repair Existing Sea
I Work Fore Supt FE Qc Comments/
Steps Description Date Date Date HP Date Exceptions

A | instal scatiolding, ladders, gmd :
protective covers, etc. Remove
insulation, condulets, etc., as
necessary. q.28-9%

B Remove existing material as 9 Mo |

: required. G-28-93¢

c Clean penetration substrate es md |
reguired. 28931

D | instal 1* min. gme
Cerafiber/Kaowool/Ceraboard per
detail shown above. 98-8 %

E Ensure pip/conduit/cable are free
of damaae.

F Notity qualified personnel tor 9 md _ See test
foam test. resuits

10-1-93 below.
G Install silicone foam seal per ? m e/

Installer: f

FmM

detail above.

b-f-48 -
H Trim excess foam as necessary, 7 mdi
after 24-hour cure period. /0-2-9
( Verify seal is complete and free of ¢m o
visible defects. \y2-2-9%
J Reinstall items removed for ; M J
accessibility to penetration. s D - g3
K Paint penetration numbers on N / :
poth sides ot fire barrier A
L Clean work area ot debris, tools, ? m 4
scatioldina. etc. 10°2-92
TEST RESULTS: ' | “Field Engineer or qualified personnel
Material: Dow Corning 3-6548 RTV Silicone Foam Machine #: _O0b
' | Density: Q. | #/CF M&TE #: _éc" quq
] Time: _1C:1C Am. Date: 1D-01-3%3
Lot #: Pat A _ET £23]10 partB  ET 042920

IN3ccessible. en NS

FORM TiTLE.

lFORM NO. IREV.
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
REGION IV

611 RYAN PLAZA DRIVE, SUITE 400
ARLINGTON, TEXAS 76011-8064

May 25, 1995

MEMORANDUM TO: E. L. Williamson, Director
Office of Investigations, Region IV

rce. Semior KeiomationtEoondinator I
- FROM: * Russell Wise, Senior;AllegationSiCoordinator g{;(
SUBJECT: ARKANSAS NUCLEAR ONE -T:LLEGEI{EMPLOYMENT

DISCRIMINATION (OI 4-95-004)&95-1\-0009_)/

This is in reply to your February 17, 1995, memorandum which requested, that the RIV staff
review the OI transcript of interview of an individual who had expressed concemns of
employment discrimination for refusing to falsify work documentation.

Bill Ang, Chief, Plant Support Branch, responded by E-mail on March 1, 1995. A copy of
Mr. Ang’s reply is attached. Additionally, a copy of Mr. Ang’s summary of the inspection
findings is also attached. The Elegatlolli were not substantiated.

Attachments:
As stated

cc w/attachments:
A AllegatnoJ’xle



i\%/@\ v

From: William P. Ang (WPA) i i,q-cb/R}L/

To: T E%unaTPG, RXW Russe!)
Date:JﬁEH’éﬁday, March 1, 1995 7:26 pm

Subject: RIV-85-A-009

PLS. SEE ATTACHED. SIGNED COPY TO FOLLOW BY MAIL.
cC: RJK, ELWI, PMQ, CAV

Files: P:\RIV-A-95.ANO



MEMORANDUM FOR : R. HISE,Tgi1egatidﬁftoordinator
THRU : T. P. GWYNN, Division Director, DRS

FROM : W. P. ANG, Plant Support Branch Chief, DRS
SUBJECT : ALLEGATION RIV-95-A-0009

On February 28, 1995, L. Williamson, OI, provided the Plant Support Branch a
copy of the transcript of the OI interview of theZ@lleger<for the subject
Allegatioss The interview was conducted by OI on February 8, 1995. The Plant
Support Branch (P. Qualls and W. Ang) reviewed the OI interview transcript to
identify any safety concerns expressed by the Hl1legers Attached is a summary
of information provided by the®iTlegerduring the interview, the potential
7alleger<eoncerns noted during the review of the transcript by the Plant
Support Branch, and recommended action for those concerns.

W. P. ANG



ATTACHMENT - TALLEGATION RIV-95-A-0008
SUMMARY OF CONCERNS NOTED BY PSB DURING REVIEW OF TRANSCRIPT OF

OI ALLEGER INTERVIEW

1. Controlled Work Package (CWP) Checklist Step signed as completed when
work had not been completed. Pages referenced below are transcript
pages.

Pg.s 11,12.&13

“Electricians had run some new cables through conduits that penetrated
the wall.." that emptied out into a junction box located approx. 8  off
the floor. on the south wall of the ANO Unit 1 control room. during the
1993 fall outage. TheZalleger©an asbestos worker, worked on th?Sﬁ
penetration seals for the conduit. At the end of the shift, the ]egeE?
(name in transcript) was "not through with this particular set of
penetrations in this junction box and the cover was off. It required
sgvega] screws to put it on and take it off, and I had some debris inside
the box."

Pgs. 13 & 14 _
CWP Checklist required "Reinstall items removed for accessibility to
penetration" and "Clean up all your debris and remove scaffolding.”

Bechtel Field Engineer (name in transcript) to]d_giﬁegefffb go ahead and
sTgn]for completien of the above noted steps even though not yet
complete. '

=

! A]]egeEf?tated that "he informed the Bechtel Field Engineer that "If he

“would give me maybe 15 or 20 minutes the next morning, that I would have
time to finish that. and I could go ahead and sign the stuff.”

E%. 17 .
7fA 1egerf%tated that his Superintendent (name in transcript) signed the
CWP Checklist step as having been completed.

Pg. 20 ,

2?ﬂ1eger*%tated that he looked at the junction box the next day and found
that "the work was exactly as I had left it the afternoon before.
Nothing additional had been done to it."

PSB RECOMMENDED ACTION :
OI DETERMINE-NEED TO INVESTIGATE FOR POTENTIAL FALSIFICATION OF CWP
SHECKLIST RECORD - -

2. Potential Incomplete Safety SignifTEant Work

As noted in 1 above, housekeeping in and around the junction box an -
closure of the junction box cover., was incomplete at the time the@llegesx
left the are work area._. This work was performed in September or October”
of 1993. Nqé§ﬁ1egatiod?&as made regarding the adequacy of the

penetration seals. Theﬁg%]ege9j+ncomp1ete work is not of major safety
significance. but nonetheless, “was an apparent incomplete safety related

work activity.



PSB RECOMMENDED ACTION: ' ‘
PSB VISUALLY INSPECT WORK AREA FOR SIGNS OFF INCOMPLETE WORK INCLUDING
ADEQUACY OF INSTALLATION OF JUNCTION BOX COVER AND AREA HOUSEKEEPING.

~ THIS MOST LIKELY SHOULD HAVE ALREADY BEEN CORRECTED. .

Potential for Signing Off Incomplete Safety Significant Work Due to
Management Pressure to Get the Job Done

g.s 49 & 50 ,

?lege tated that an Entergy Investigator (name in transcript) met with
dyl?ge52€g October 29 or 30, 1993. to make sure his concerns had been
“dealt with.

The Entergy Investigator informed theZSﬁTege:f%hat he had also met with
the Field Engineer. ThefallegerZasked the Entergy Investigator “Did you
ask ...why did he tell me to sign something indicating work had been
performed, when in fact, it had not, and then call it minor?”

The Entergy Investigator informed the 5%1egéﬁ£that the Field Engineer’s
"answer was that he had been under a lot of pressure from his superiors
to get those CWP's closed out”.

PSB RECOMMENDATION:
PSB PERFORM AN INSPECTION AT ANO AS AN_"AUGMENTATION OF THE RESIDENT
INSPECTOR STAFF" (CHARGED ASLALLEGATIOHf?OLLOWUP) TO ACCOMPLISH THE

FOLLOWING:

1. Review the ANO employee concerns program. Review a random sample
(approx. 5) of employee concern cases. for the September to December
1993 period. to determine adequacy of licensee action. Attempt to
determine if the specific{i]legatiogfﬂas an employee concern case .
and determine the adequacy of the licensee’s actions for thealleged<
concern. Did the licensee evaluate the generic potential for
incomplete safety related work being signed off as complete because
of management pressure for completion? '

2. PReview the ANO nonconforming condition reporting process. Review a
random sample (approx. 5) of nonconforming condition reports
generated from September to December 1993. Determine if the
licensee, and the Entergy nvesa%gator generated a nonconforming
condition report for thefallegedisigning off of incomplete work due
to pressure to close CWP's. Determine the adequacy of the licensee
evaluation and possible corrective actions.

3. During performance of 1 and 2 above. attempt to obtain copies of
records that may be of assistance to OI. Specifically, attempt to
obtain the allegedisigned off CWP checklist.
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ﬁLLEGATIOmSSIGNMENI' FORM

—

1fi;iil'cga(ion Number: RIV -95-A-0009§

Licensee/Facility or Location: ARKANSAS NUCLEAR ONE
Discussed at ARP meeting on: 2/20/96

Assigned to: DRP. DRS. DNMS. SAC  Branch:

Ol involvement? YES OlI tracking number:4-95-004 RK

Allegation Summary: An individual alleged he was terminated for refusing to sign work
completion documentation for fire penetration seal work when the work had not been
performed by him. Theﬁt_llege{fsm:ed-tlaat his supervisor obtained and signed the work
documentation. The technical issues were resolved, but OI continued the investigation. OI

has completed the additional review necessary relative to the supervisor’s alleged activities,
and substantiated thel-'ﬁilegerﬁoncems. However, the activity in question was not safety-

related. OGC has provided an _opinion relative to NRC’s responsibilit
licensee. '

ARP instructions/guidance:

ARP Chainnan: Date:

ﬁ\llcg;uinr_ngQ_cmlmiun Plan (return to the SAC within 10 days of ARP meeting):
— . 1 /
C’-—L '\‘0 C

CCC furale casei o3 oo

k)

L.
AL XS VY

Submitted by: , Date:
oo E]Icgaltitvl\ File. ARP Meeting File, OI
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E}LLEGATlog ASSIGNMENT FORM

ﬁllcgalion Number: RIV-95-A-000%'
Liccnsée/'Facilixy or Location: ARKANSAS NUCLEAR ONE

Discussed at ARB meeting on:  6/10/96
Assigned to: DRP, DRS, DNMS, SAC Branch: EB
OI involvement? YES OI tracking number: 4-95-004 RK

Allegation Summary: An individual alleged he was terminated for refusing to sign work
completion documentation for fire penetration seal work when the work had not been
performed by him. nzeﬁfleger"lated that his supervisor obtained and signed the work
documentation. The technical iSsues were resolved, but OI continued the investigation. OI
has completed the addmro?nzl review necessary relative to the supervisor's alleged activities, and
substantiated rhé’éllege concerns. However, the activity in question was not safety-related.
OGC has provided an opinion relative to NRC’s responsibility for informing the licensee.
2/20/96 ARB instructed SAC to REARB when OI’s report and OE’s memo was received. This
allegation was discussed at recent OF conference call and determined the issue should be
REARB'd for reassignment.

ARB instructions/guidance: DRS:EB to send a write-up highlighting its findings; REARB
findings.

ARB Chairman: !. E. Dver @LI}MW Dz;te: b[17(5¢

?&Aucgmio}m‘!ﬁésnlmion Plan (return to the SAC within 10 days of ARB meeting):
~ -

Subynitted by: Date:
e I::.umi LFI’L ARB Meeting File. Ol




From: Elmo Collins DﬁﬁfSAEM/
To: GFS O De drnw-BACR Y
Date: 9/11/96 9:10am

subject: ANO - OI 4-95-004

ANO, Mike Cooper, asked for a copy of the OI report. 1In our
letter to them, we asked them to re-evaluate some items.

What are we allowed to send them, and what is the proéess which
must be followed.

Thanks

CC: KEB, ELW1l, DDC
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Sanatoga. PA 19464-0920
610 718 3000 .
Fax 610 718 3008

.v\/ oM 4 Pager 1 800 672 2285 #8320
i ny/ January 22, 1987
N Docket Nos. 50-352
| 50-353

License Nos. NPF-39
NPF-85

PECO NUCLEAR JVE{&/ T

PO Box 2300
A Unir OF PECO Enercny Lf ‘

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: Document Control Desk
Washington, DC 20555

SUBJECT: Limerick Generating Station - Units 1 and 2
Reply to a Verbal Request for Information
Regarding Fire Protection System Inspection
Records

on January 16, 1997, Special Agent Kristin L. Monroe of the
NRC Office of Investigation verbally requested certain PECO
Energy Company documents pertaining to an investigation of
Fire Protection System inspection records. Some of these
records contain confidential information, the disclosure of
which would constitute an unwarranted invasion of the
personal privacy of the individuals involved. These
confidential records are included as Attachment 2 to this
letter and are being submitted to the Commission with a
request that they be withheld from public disclosure in
accordance with Section 2.790(a) (6) of the Commission’s
Regulations. The other requested documents do not contain
confidential information.

Attachment 1 to this letter is an affidavit setting forth
the reasons in support of this request to withhold from
public disclosure.

If you have any additional questions or require additional
information, please contact us.

Very truly yours, .
'/Sn»QL(C\

DBN:cah

Attachments

cc: H. J. Miller, Administrator Region I, USNRC w/o
Attachment 2
N. S. Perry, USNRC Senior Resident Inspector, LGS w/o A/

Attachment 2 /V
K. L. Monroe, Special Agent, USNRC w/ Attachments ///

£



Attachment 1
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA . :

ss.

COUNTY OF MONTGOMERY

Walter G. MacFarland, 1V, being first duly swornm, deposes and
states as follows: .

1. I am Vice President, Limerick Generating Station of PECO
Energy Company and I am duly authorized to execute this
affidavit.

2. PECO Energy Company has requested, in accordance with
Section 2.790 of the Commission’s Regulations, that
certain information being submitted to the Commission be
withheld from public disclosure. 1 am familiar with the
contents of the information. :

3. The information which is sought to be withheld from
public disclosure contains details of the disciplinary
action taken against certain individuals as a result of’
PECO Energy Company's investigation of Fire Protection
Record discrepancies at Limerick Generating Station.

4. This information contains information similar to
personnel and medical files, the disclosure of which
would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of the
personal privacy of the individuals involved.

5. The information contained in this transmittal is of the
type customarily held in confidence by PECO Energy
Company and is not customarily disclosed to the public.
The information has not been disclosed to the public and
is not available from public sources.

6. The information should be withheld from public disclosure
by the NRC because such disclosure is not required in the
public interest and such disclosure would constitute an
unwarranted invasion of the personal privacy of the

individuals involved.

Walter G. MakcFarland,
Vice President - LGS

Subscribed and sworn to
before me this 22%  day
of January, 1997.
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PECO NUCLEAR " PECO Energy Company

PO Box 2300
A Unit oF PECO EnerGY Sanatoga, PA 19464-0920
610 718 3000
Fax 610 718 3008
Pager 1 800 672 2285 #8320

February 7, 1997

Docket Nos. 50-352
50-353

License Nos. NPF-39
NPF-85

Kristin L. Monroe, Special Agent
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
475 Allendale Road

King of Prussia, PA 19406

SUBJECT: Limerick Generating Station - Units 1 and 2
Reply to a Verbal Request for Information
Regarding Disciplinary Action Taken Against a
Chemistry Technician

Dear Ms. Monroe:

On February 7, 1997, you verbally requested certain PECO
Energy Company documents pertaining to disciplinary action
taken against a Chemistry Technician associated with a
sample taken for an inoperable radiation monitor. This
record contains confidential information, the disclosure of
which would constitute an unwarranted invasion of the
personal privacy of the individual involved. This
confidential record is included as Attachment 2 to this
letter and is being submitted to the Commission with a
request that this be withheld from public disclosure in
accordance with Section 2.790(a) (6) of the Commission’s
Regulations.

Attachment 1 to this letter is an affidavit setting forth
the reasons in support of thls request to withhold from
public disclosure.

If you have any additional questions or require additional
information, please contact us. .

Verﬁ truly yours,‘ ’2 !
———— S ——

DBN:cah | ij;
Attachments ) /(/




COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

COUNTY OF MONTGOMERY

Attachment 1

Ss.

Walter G. MacFarland, IV, being first duly sworn, deposes and
states as follows:

1.

I am Vice President, Limerick Generating Station of PECO
Energy Company and I am duly authorized to execute this
affidavit.

PECO Energy Company has requested, in accordance with
Section 2.790 of the Commission’s Regulations, that
certain information being submitted to the Commission be
withheld from public disclosure. I am familiar with the
contents of the information.

The information which is sought to be withheld from
public disclosure contains details of the disciplinary
action taken against a Chemistry Technician as a result
of PECO Energy Company's investigation of a sample taken
for an inoperable radiation monitor at Limerick
Generating Station.

This information contains information similar to
personnel and medical files, the disclosure of which
would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of the
personal privacy of the individuals involved. :

The information contained in this transmittal is of the
type customarily held in confidence by PECO Energy
Company and is not customarily disclosed to the public.
The information has not been disclosed to the public and
is not available from public sources.

The information should be withheld from public disclosure
by the NRC because such disclosure is not required in the
public interest and such disclosure would constitute an
unwarranted invasion of the personal privacy of the

Walter G. MécFarl
Vice President - LGS

Subscribed and sworn to
before me this 7% day
of February, 1997.

iﬁoéary Public

(ionn s1oA-22 ;900'\_;0 8/3/ 75
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“PECO ENERGY | | EREe

PO Box 8693
Philagelphia, PA 19101.85%9
215 B41 4295

Direct Diat: 215 844 4290

August 15, 1995

Ms. Kristin Monroe, Specia Agent

Office of Investigations, Reglon One Fleld Office
U. S. Nuclear Regutatory Commission

475 Allendale Road :

King of Prussia, PA 19405

RE: Case No. 40-80.96-3522
\

Dear Ms. Monroe:

in response to a request by the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Office ot
Investigations, in the referenced matter, PECO Energy Company is providing certain
Statements obtained from its employees by its Security Division during the course of an
nvestigation initiated August 1 3, 1988 conceming an allegation of record falsificatior; gt
its Limerick Generating Station Units 1and 2. The statements cnceming this matiar
were given with the expectation that sych statements would be treated as confidentia
information and not disclosed. Consequently, we believe that the statements are the
type of information the disclosure of which would constitute an unwarranted invasion of
the personal privacy of the individuals involved. Based upon the foregoing and for the
additional reasons statad in the attached Aflidavi¢, it is hereby requested in &ccerdance
with Seclion § 2.750 of the Commissicn's regulations that the encicsed statements te

If we can provide any additionaj information on this matter, please feel free to contact
us.

Very truly yours,

Yool C R,

seph C. Rullo
Manager—Security . / @ /

Ilc

Enclosures /
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Commonwealth of Pennsyivania
SS

County of Philadelphia

Joseph C. Rullo, being first duly swom deposes and states:

1. lamManager of the Security Division of PECO Energy Company,
Licensee under U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission licenses NPF-39 and NPF-85 for
Limerick Generating Station Units 1 and 2.

2. In my position, | was respensible for the direction of an investigation into
an allegation of falsification of records by PECO Energy Company’s employees
assigned to the Company's Limerick Generating Station.

3. 1 am familiar with the investigative statements of employees relative to this
matter. The statements which have been requested by the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission include detailed information conceming the allegation and the individuals
involved in the allegation.

) 4. The statements were provided by these individuals with an expectzation
that such statements would be treated as confidential information and would not be
disclosec. - PECO Energy Company has treated the stztements as confidentiza!
information and has not publicly disclosed them. PECO Energy Company has limited
distribution of the information in the statements to those individuals with a need to know
such information to fulfill their legal and management responsibilities

_ 5. Disclosure of the statements relating to the allegation by the individuals
involved in the investigation could constitute an unwarranted invasion of the personal
privacy of the individuals involved in the investigation as well as those individuals not
involved directly in the investigation, but who provided information or were identified in
" the course of the investigation.

6. Disclosure of the statements would disclose the investigative techniques
used in the investigation which could jeopardize the success of future investigations of
this type. Further, disclosure of the identity of the individuals who provided information _
during the course of the investigation would adversely affect these individuals and
would further jeopardize the future availability of information from individuals in other
investications.
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7. Based upon the foregoing, PECO Energy Company has concluded that
disclosure of the information contained in the investigative files would constitute an

-

Sworn to and Subscribed
before me this 15th day
of August, 1996

Notary Public

Joseph C. Rullo”




EXHIBIT 3

SOSIRCH IG5 rucord was deicted
i accordame with the Freedom of Information

Act, e tions
FOIA- xe%& /A

A

EXHIBIT



/
/

;
/

/

_ COMTINUED ON REVERSE

/C

RIVER BEND STATION SECU..TY ) RETAIN WITH FILE SOR |
STALENENT DATE:_ 01-¢¢- 77 REQUTRED DURATION.
SECFN 172 JULY 1992 |

LAST NAME, FIRST, MI. KCN_ COMPANY DEPARTMENT

A Llneo, JosEFH I M) TWC Securt 7Y

NAME OF SUPERVISOR' EXTENS ION SECURITY INCIDENT REPORT NWUMBER
ﬂ‘fﬂ')y 2:61!/'40”0 I/?” ? A//J’
STATEMERT

1, Tesepm x. Yijlazs

statement!: 7 é_

want to make the following voluntary

Ay _yprinerely o3is hours PRy . R . qoreared

mgﬂjoo-bln Aep 4,',¢wnr¢1. your wds AT o-:,pl-rcp ’ﬂn'[u/'«f. ,rLyWJh'yfrfza'/

m.[ ooy CHELS STl vanT  was ,m’iquj s TIss ﬁn/ sher fe

_‘,—I-QJ Yt Aur Ay #T _p70% Jowr s mvl e.,'ir.eﬂ Ay o7 :{lwl‘ S0 wns

W“ Ayr _he - check<l the fuel ﬂw.ﬂfv’g ' B Toawat! wesT ged SdE

_m__ﬂ,_rwm’ weye AT checksd. 1 pueriestd _cyuess gpoul hes Fateee |

b L) ,lroftr';{ Cosglete bis_ Four n,.miég srered__7her fe RIT_ Sl g20
2h per campllt The Tour. r 7l bt he sheuld_bavse JIE_p1e e

_g_g_i__sjug e Cu{ﬂ /m/c,' ..;urtu? 5marlz}~! onl - He erﬁl’ ﬁér

_he dif oY puse Woo T grr v rpuch - swirh_mE-_ lo sl

sTarad  Ther he 88 sor have 5 pagsor fer Mo conplr'«y

‘h;, a,.;. LAsT — . /

-

/

- TR

— B

— EXHBT 3

— ’ PAGE__/_OF 7 _PAGE(S)

CASE NO. 4"97-003
Lo | I RN

PAGE ! oF ¥



EXHIBIT 4

N ACuCIGInie saii Wi Eedrm‘. T TTAI R BIATA

Act, exemptions.__7Z.
ronA?m%qfs— 7/
)"

EXHIBIT




RIVER BEND STATTON SECURIT - a ~ |RETAIN WITE FILE FCR'!
STATENERT DATE: l-/‘l7 . REQUTRED DURATION.
SECIM 172 JULY 1992 i
LAST NAME, FIRST, MI. KCN COMPANY DEPARTMENT i
s v
. i . gzm'r/flh ‘*ﬂ’ﬂ
Stundyert Ol T Q Wackerbd szl e,
NAME OF SUPERVISOR EXTE 5%2 SECURITY INCIDENT REPORT NUMBER
Sem Rebertson
STATEMENT

Ir';_fJL&i;ﬁu,lI;:g&Etéui want to.make the following voluntary.

statement:

6\+ ZH‘W, o apgng. 704 t‘Jh,' A

u" 7

é‘ .

COMTINUED ON REVERSE PAGE 0] J—

CASENC. 4 -97-003
| | P I Lo



EXHIBIT 5

iorinetion i LA resoid was geeled
in accordance with the Freedom of information

Act, exemptions 27

O _Z%- 7.
EXHIBIT




Entergy Operations, Inc.
Tuoes Bond Sty -
ARG b a et
A LT i

— En tergy

D

February 26, 1997

Mr. Russcll Wise
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Region IV .
611 Ryan Plaza Drive, Suitc 400 T e
Arlington, TX 76011-8064 =
;

Subject: River Bend Station - Unit |

Docket No. 50-458

Licensing No. NPF47

River Bend Station Response to Allegation No. RIV-97-A-0007
File No.: G9.S
RBG-43752
RBF1-97-0070

Dcar Mr. Wisc:

On February S, 1997, Entergy Operations, Inc. (EOI) personnel discussed the details of our investigation
performed on this allegation with Mr. Russell Wisc of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) Region
IV staff. The allegation was transmitted to River Bend Station by letter dated January 30, 1997. However,
River Bend Station management was aware of this issue upon discovery of the condition on January 6,

1997 and took immediate corrective actions.

The results of our investigation and corrective actions completed are summarized in Attachment 1. The site
resident inspector has also been briefed on the investigation results.

The investigation report is on file for future NRC inspection. In accordance with 10 CFR 2.790, this
document contains information of a personal and confidential nature and should be withheld from public
disclosure. If you have any questions regarding this issue or if we can be of further assistance, pleasc
contact me at (504) 336-6225.

~ Director - };\;/cty&égulamry Affairs

RIJK/DHW/dw EXHIBIT i

enclosure PAGE__/ OF_3 PAGE(S)
oSEN0. 4-97-003
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River Bend Station Responsc to Allegation No. RIV-97-A-0007
February 26, 1997

RBF1-97-0070

RBG-43752

Page 2 of 2

cc: NRC Senior Resident Inspector
PO Box 1050
St. Francisville, LA 70775

EXHIBIT __5
PAGE_Z OF_3 PAGE(S)

CASENS. 4-u7~003
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Attachment |

Allegation RIV-A-97-0007

On Jzinuary 6, 1997 a¥ . Wi the Sccurity Shift Supervisor that it 7 ¢
appeared a firc watch rovin; atrol tour inside the radiologically controlled arca (RCA) was not
properly performed. ThEgERg e e AR -

R R S Jlgde) The firc watch individual was
immediately relicved of roving patrol duties. and a different jndividual was assigned to complete
- the roving patrol tour inside the RCA. Calb AR i chorICRS

(RETR )

Security management, using key card history printouts from the Security Computer System.
determined that the tour in question was improperly completed and that the possibility existed
that other tours by this individual may also have been improperly completed. Further
investigation identified that between 1170196 and 01/06/97. this individual documented the

* .completion of 305 roving fire watch patrol tours; 105 of which were determined to be improperly
performed. All other firc watch patrols between 11/01/96 and 01/06/97 were properly completed
and documented. Also. between 11/01/96 and 01/06/97. Security Supervisors performed dircct
oversight of 198 roving firc tours. thirteen of which were specifically with this individual.
Supervision was available to provide shift relief had the individual requested a reliefl.

During the time frame this individual was employed to perform roving firc watch tours. 11/01/96
through 01/08/97. there were no other improperly performed fire watch tours identificd.
Furthermore. the general arcas of firc watch roving tours (RCA and non-RCA) are rotated every
two hours with a different individual completing the tours.

Fire watch functions are contracted with The Wackenhut Corporation under the supcrvision of
the Superintendent Plant Security. Firc watch personnel are given a copy of expectations to read -
and sign during training. A copy of these expectations is also posted on a bulletin board in the
fire watch break arca. -

An independent detailed investigation by Corporate Security personnel concluded that there were
no other instances of tours being improperly performed by other fire watch personnel. Therefore.
this condition is considered to be an isolated casc involving a single individual.

The Superintendent Plant Security instructed The Wackenhut Corporation to meet with fire
watch personnel to reiterate the importance of their function and what to do if they necd relief or
feel they cannot complete the assigned roving patrols.

Corrective actions have been completed. ‘ EXHIBIT ___5_'___
PAGE_3 OF_.3 PAGE(S)
racrip, 4 -97-003
s !

oy
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Report Of Investigation Concerning Missed Firewatch Rounds

Overview and Purpose

Ou January 7, 1997'a request by Howard Hutchens, Security Superintendent River Bend
Station was made t investigate the firewatch rounds migsed by Christopher Sturdivant
(587-61-5640). The request was to ook at the records and to interview personnel, as
noeded, to ascertain if this was an isolated incident or if there was more incidents of
missed firewatch rounds.

Details oi: .Invgg,g' stion

Key Card histories were run of all firewatch personnel to determine if any other personnel
assigned firewatch duties were not completing the rounds as they had been assigned.
From this review of records it was determined that the rounds were being completed by
the firewatch. No ‘pthcr discrepancy could be found otber than those by Sturdivant. A
review of the key card histories of Sturdivant showed that he did not make the rounds
assigned to him. A _

Key Card Histories were run of firewatch supcrvision and reflected that there had been
comstant and detailed supervision by assigned supervisors overseeing day-to-day shift
supervision . ' .

Christopher Sturdivant was interviewed on January 8,1997. Mr. Sturdivant was
q\n'ﬁonodaboutth?mundhehadbemassignedandhe admitted that he had not made
his sssigned rounds as the histories had shown. -He gave that it was because he was
“jazy” and had beén “tired from hunting™ and “just did not want to make them” s
ammfmhispootworkpafommoe.%enaskedaboutothashesmedthathehadno

.knowledge of any ather firewatch doing as he had end not completing their rounds. Mr.

Stardivant tated that he was sorry for what he had done and that he alone was
responsible for this incident. :

Cooclusion

The histories run showed no other instance of rounds being missed by any other
Grewatch. Supervision was there giving Mr. Sturdivant the opportusiity. to request relief
had be a need for itior asked for it. This was an isolated case and no other firewatch was
imterviewed. Howard Hutchens bes instructed TWC to meet with firewatch personnel to
reierate fhe importince of their jobs and what to do if they need reliet.or feel they can not
complete the assigned rounds. . ' .

adr S AR R P IE h SR T TP Ty
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Investigation - Misséd Fire Watch Rounds
T
On January 6, 1997 at approximately 0815 hours, mmformcd the Security
Shift Supervisor (who also supervises fire watch) that he believed a complete tour of the
RCA had not been done by a fire watch employec. A computer key card history was run
on the fire watch employcc It was discovered that the RCA fire watch had only cntercd
the Auxiliary Building and had not entered the Fucl Bujlding. The fire watch route log ¥
was checked and alliareas in the RCA were initialed ipdicating that the checks were
—1he Security Shift Supervisor questioned the fire watch employee about his
mplete the reqmmd patrol. Thc ﬁrcwaicb cmployee es P nded that he had

Investigation of thislevent prompted a computer card history for all fire watch employees
for the past two morths. Review of all histories, indicatc that the fire watch in question,
had not been complcnng all rounds since November 21, 1996. The key card histories
also reveal that this event appears to be isolated to only this fire watch employee. During
the period checked, the historics show that there were 198 supervisor checks of fire watch
tours. Key card historics on the other fire watch personnel showed no dxsctepancxes

Security took possessxon of the fire watch program on November 1, 1996. Fire watch
employces are inforined at cach shift briefing to contact their supervisor if they cannot
complete the required patrol within one hout There are also placards over the fire watch
desk stating this.
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January 18, 1995

HEMORAﬁDUM TO: John B. Martin, Regional Administrator -

Region III
FROM: Eugene T. Pawlik, Director

Office of Investigations Field Office, Region III
SUBJECT: DONALD C. COOK NUCLEAR POWER PLANT: ALLEGED DELIBERATE

FALSIFICATION OF FIRE WATCH RECORDS (CASE NO. 3-94-059)

Enclosed, for.whatever action you deem appropriate, is the Office of
Investigations (0I) Report of Investigation concerning the above matter.
Ngither this memorandum por the report may be released outside the NRC without
the permission of the Director, OI. Internal NRC access and dissemination
should be on a need-to-know basis. Tre;t as "0fficial Use Only."

Enclosure:
Report w/exhibits

cc w/encl:
R. DeFayette, RIII

w: Intormatica in this record was deleted

c/ . in accordance with the Freedom of Information
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SYNOPSIS ' !

This investigation was initiated by the Office of Investigations (0I),
Region III (RIII), on September 21, 1994, to determine if a contract .

fire watch employee assigned to the Donald C. Cook Nuclear Power Plant
..Stevensville, Michigan, deliberately falsified fire watch tour records.

After. a preliminary review of this matter and coordination with the RIIT
technica] staff and Regional Counsel, it was determined that this matter
is of normal priority. Due to OI: RIII pursuing investigations with higher
priorities, this matter is being closed.

Case No. 3-94-059 1
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DETAILS OF INVESTIGATIONS , i

icab - equ S

a : d Deliberate Fal cation e Watch Reco

" 10 CFR 50.9: Complete and accurate information.

18 U.S.C. 1001, Statement Generally.

"~Dona1d C." Cook Nuclear Plant Technical Specifications 3.7.10.

-Euy v a n

This investigation was initiated by the Office of Investigations (0I), - - .
Region III (RIII), on September 21, 1994, to determine if a contract fire
watch employee assigned te the Donald C. Cook Nuclear Power Plant (Cook),
Stevensville, Michigan, deliberately falsified fire watch tour records.

Background
During the course of an inspection at Cook during the week of May 9, 1994,

the Ticensee self-identified a potential falsification of fire watch tours
by a former employee identified aM The condition was jdenti-. .
fied by the licensee during a review of fire watch tours performed b

" frem November 17, 1993, fhrough December 31, 1993. During the conduct of the -

Ticensee’s audit. at least 22 tours tould not be verified via card reider
transactions or other sources. At least four of these tours exceeded the
téchnical specifications’for one hour fire watch patrols. The remaining
tours were only violations of administrative procedures and did not violate
technical specifications.

[nte W
The employee was interviewed on May 24, 1994, by Mr. Larry SHEAD t e_s;,_._

operatfons superyisor for Cook, and denfed fhlsifyiu- cords.
naintained that » AAS was 1

On August 22, 1994, an NRC RLII Allegation Review Board was convened to .

as normal priority because s no longer on the site access list.

‘discuss this matter. . % cluded that the matter be closed out

Closure Information

Based on a determination that this investigation is of normal priority, higher
priority cases take precedence and this case is being closed. If at a future
date information s developed which raises the priority of this case, OI:RIII

¢€§)§;§;nwtﬁ
0%

will re-evaluate the matter.. .

~Case No. 3-94-059 8§
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SMEAD was interviewed by OI on December 16, 1994, and confirmed that -he

interviewed {0 and thatSQi) dented falsifying plant fire watch tour  — .

check sheets. SMEAD said that since not all watch areas in question were

access controlled, GBI was not disciplined or let go for cause. However,
m‘% et go when the new fire watch contryctor failed to retain her,

Case No. 3-94-069 6
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LIST OF EXHIBITS f

Exhibit
—No. Description
1 Investigation Status Report, dated September 21, 1994.
2 Cook Administrative Department Corrective Action Document -
) : Tracking Form (Fire Watch Investigation). ,
3 Report of Interview with SMEAD, dated December 16, 1994.

7 .

Case No. 3-94-059 . ’ 7
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(AT ltcg‘ UNITED STATES
§° NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISS!ON

& ' REGION Il
s . q
t’ ‘\ °

101 MARIETTA STREET, N.W., SUITE 2900
"l-'«‘ JAN ’ 7 lggd

ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30323-0199
Mr. Douilae W. Harrison '

o
nos ™

"’m

Dear Mr. Harrison:

SUBJECT: RII-93-A-0031 & 96 - QUESTIONABLE FIREWATCE PRACTICES

This refers to your conversation on February 2, 1992, with Mr. Joel
Munday of our staff, and your Department of Labor complaint in

which you expressed a concern related to firewatch practices at the
Browns Ferry Nuclear Plant..‘

" Our review regarding the firewatch concern has been caompleted and
our findings are documented in the enclosure to this letter. Based

on the information provided, we were unable to substantiate the
allegation.

This concludes the staff's activities regarding the firewatch
concern. We will continue to monitor your Department of Labor
complaint. We appreciate your cooperation and assistance.

Sincgrely,

Coordination Staff
Enclosure:

Allegation Evaluation Report

Information in this record was daleted
in accordance with the Freedom of |nformat|on

Act, exemption ,
| FOIA- e - ) 7
Certified Mail No. P 291 211 §79 | ~

EXHIBIT kg
7-93-030 | page_1_OF .3 PAGES)



ALLEGATION EVALUATION REPORT
ALLEGATION NUMBER RII-93-A-0031 & 96
INADEQUATE FIREWATCHES
TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY
BROWNS FERRY NUCLEAR PLANT UNITS 1, 2 AND 3
DOCKET NUMBERS 50-259, 50-260 AND 50-296

1. STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION

The concerned individual (CI) stated that a firewatch was
required to stay at the job site for 30 minutes following
completion of all *hot work®, (welding, grinding, etc.)

2. SUMMARY OF CONCERNS

The CI indicated that craft persons were swapping off the
firewatch duties with other members of the work force.
If a data taker was needed then another craft would be
the firewatch. The purpose of this was to minimize the
number of firewatches. Additionally, the firewatch was
to remain in the area for 30 minutes following the
completion of a "hot job". The CI indicated that they
were told to work the entire time that they were in the
drywell and not to remain for the 30 minutes. The CI
stated that there were two permanent fire watches on each
level in the drywell, each watching 180 degrees. The CI
stated that the 1licensee takes credit for these
firewatches covering the hot jobs during the 30 minute
cooldown. The CI was concerned that the two firewatches
could not see all the hot jobs in there area due to

.

equipment interference.
3. EVALUATION

Following receipt of the allegations, the inspector
toured the Unit 3 drywell for evidence of the problem
discussed in the allegation. None was found. This
inspection was documented in Inspection Report 93-07.
The findings of the inspection report are as follows:

On March 5, 1993, the inspector made a tour of the Unit
3 drywell. Overall the drywell was clean and free of
combustible material. The inspector noted that many hot
jobs were in progress which required firewatches. Each
job had its own firewatch. Blankets and catch pans were
used in many places to prevent slag from dropping to a
lower elevation. The inspector reviewed the welding and

exman_@."_
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2
grinding permits posted and verified the information
required was documented properly. The inspector found no
deficiencies.
CONCLUSIONS

Based upon the above inspection findings, the allegations
are unsubstantiated and are closed.



EICS ROUTING SHEET

-ACTION/ INFO:

REMARKS:

0O ATB ]
O OxXD 0
a Al O
O LMmS O
O ww O
O BXU 0
{0 NOTE AND DESTROY

“ O NOTE AND RETURN

“ 0 CORRECTION REQUIRED

“ O PLEASE PROVIDE COMMENTS

[0 PLEASE ANSWER THIS

i INFORMATION

PLEASE SEE ME ON THIS

PER CONVERSATION

4]
O
O YOUR ACTION REQUIRED
a
O

FILE WITH CASE NO:

BR

I O YOUR ACTION REQUIRED BY:

Information in this record was daleted _
W accordance with the Freedom of tnformation

S —— //4%




BN | Stone & Webster S

ATLANTA GaA ABU DHABI UAE

BOETON. MA AL KMOBAR. SAUDI ARABIA
CHATTANDOGA TN BANGKOR. THAILAND
ZHERRNY HILL. NJ DAMMAM. SAUDCI ARABIA

SENVER, CO MUALA LUMPUR MALAYSIA
HOUSTON. TX KUWAIT CITY RUWAIT

NEW YORK. NY MILTON KEYNES ENGLAND
WASHINGTON. DC ;;‘;:JRI_TAK'O.::ONE‘M
MIAML. FL . A
BLEASANTON CA . TORONTO CANADA

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS January 3, 1996

Ellis W, Merschoff, Director

Division of Reactor Projects

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Region I ‘
."101 Marietta Street, N.W.,, Suite 2900

Atlanta, GA 30323-0189

Re: NRC Consideration of Enforcement Action
in Harrison v. Stone & Webster, No. 93-ERA-044

Dear Mr. Merschoff:

This responds to your letter to me dated December 27, 1995, seeking information on
Stone & Webster’s compliance with the Orders of the Secretary of Labor in the captioned
case.

You will recall that you discussed this letter on December 28, 1995 with Michael
Mclnerny of this office and Robert Rader of Winston & Strawn, Stone & Webster’s outside
counsel. My letter will summarize our statements to the NRC during that conversation and
affirm our intention to be in full compliance with all Orders of the Secretary. This will also
confirm your explanation to our counsel that your letter of December 27, 1995 seeks
information related only to the back pay and attorney’s fees issue, and that the corrective
actions outlined by Stone & Webster at the predecisional enforcement conference on
October 30, 1995 need not be revisited. However, we have attached two exhibits from that
conference which summarize the corrective actions presented that day.

As our counsel explained, the Secretary’s Decision and Order of August 22, 1995
directed Stone & Webster to compensate Mr. Harrison for the $2.00 an hour differential
between lead foreman and foreman wages from February 2, 1993 until his uncontested lay-
off on April 14, 1993. The Secretary further awarded Harrison "costs and expenses,
including attorney fees, reasonably incurred in bringing the complaint," and granted
Mr. Harrison 20 days to submit any petition for such costs and expenses, and Stone &
Webster an additional 20 days to respond. See Decision and Order at p.17. As is customary
in such cases, it would then be up to the Secretary to determine precisely what amounts in
costs and attorney’s fees would be awarded Mr. Harrison, based on the parties’ submissions.

Stone & Webster Engineering Corporation
P.O. Box 2325, Boston, Massachusetts 02107-2325

245 Summer Street, Boston, Massachusetts 02210
Tel: 617-589-5111 Fax: 617-589-2156



Ellis W. Merschoff, Director
January 3, 1996
Page 2

On October 16, 1995, Stone & Webster filed an Application for Stay with the
Secretary, seeking to stay enforcement of his Decision and Order as regards back pay and
costs and expenses.

Before the Secretary acted upon the Application for Stay, Stone & Webster submitted
a letter dated December 5, 1995, providing additional information in support of a stay.
First, we pointed out that Mr. Harrison had discharged his former counsel and obtained new
counsel. Second, we noted that his new counsel had informed us that Mr. Harrison had
filed or would shortly be filing for bankruptcy protection. Under these circumstances, we
“observed that Stone & Webster could be prejudiced by making payments to Mr. Harrison
or his former attorney if these amounts became tied up on the bankruptcy proceeding (e.g.,
the risk that back pay or attorney’s fees, if paid, would become part of the bankrupt’s estate
or the possibility that Mr. Harrison’s indebtedness to his former counsel for attorney’s fees
was discharged in bankruptcy). Accordingly, we urged the Secretary to grant the requested
stay.

On December 13, 1995, the Secretary issued an Order Denying Application for Stay.
The Secretary did not, however, mention the information provided by Stone & Webster in
its December 5, 1995 letter. Also, because the Secretary held that Stone & Webster had
not sufficiently shown how it would be irreparably injured absent a stay, we concluded that
the Secretary had not received the supplemental information in our December 5, 1995 letter.

Accordingly, Stone & Webster filed with the Secretary on December 22, 1995 a
Motion for Reconsideration of the Secretary’s December 13, 1995 Order denying the stay..
We discussed the supplemental information and its application to the traditional criteria for
issuing a stay, and asked the Secretary to grant the stay upon reconsideration.

As a result of the recent Government furloughs, the status of Stone & Webster’s
motion for reconsideration is unclear. At this point, we can only say that we have received
no word that the Secretary has acted upon the motion. - From a procedural perspective, we
do not believe that the issue of a stay can or should be raised before the United States
Court of Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit until the Secretary has acted finally by ruling
upon the motion for reconsideration.

To clarify one of the specific points of your letter, we wish to emphasize that the
Secretary of Labor has not order Stone & Webster to pay Mr. Harrison or his attorney any
sum certain in litigation costs and attorney’s fees. Mr. Harrison’s petition for those costs
is still pending review by the Secretary. As you know, the Secretary has authority under
Section 211 of the Energy Reorganization Act to award all or only a portion of the costs and
attorney’s fees sought by a successful complainant. Therefore, although Stone & Webster

STONE & WEBSTER é



Ellis W. Merschoff, Director
January 3, 1996
Page 3

has not opposed Mr. Harrison’s petition for costs and attorney’s fees, we cannot predict
whether the Secretary, in his broad discretion, will award all of the costs and fees requested.

Although Stone & Webster has filed a motion for reconsideration, we wish to assure
the NRC of our absolute commitment to comply with all orders of the Secretary. To
demonstrate our commitment, we have undertaken, notwithstanding the pending motion for
reconsideration, to compensate Mr. Harrison forthwith for the wage differential determined
by the Secretary in his Decision and Order. As our counsel further advised you, we will
await the Secretary’s direction with regard to a sum certain to be paid for any costs and
Attorney’s fees subsequently allowed by the Secretary.

Please call me if you have any questions regarding this response.

Sincerely,

c . ’1(:":,’ l/"
'R.’B. Kelly .
President
Stone & Webster Engineering Corporation

encl.

cc:  Secretary of Labor
Office of Administrative Appeals
U.S. Department of Labor
200 constitution Avenue, N.W,
Room $4309
Washington, D.C. 20210

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Document Control Desk
Washington, D.C. 20555

I:\mtm\mershof.ltr
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NRC ENFORCEMENT CONFERENCE
EFFECTIVENESS OF SWEC

EMPLOYEE CONCERNS PROGRAM VERIFIED

SWEC ACTIONS TO IMPROVE QUALITY OF WORK ENVIRONMENT IN
RAISING SAFETY CONCERNS IN RESPONSE TO NRC LETTER OF AUGUST 26.
1993 IN UNRELATED SECTION 211 CASE.

ISSUED MEMORANDUM OF SEPTEMBER 14, 1993 FROM C.R. BISHOP
TO ALL SUPERVISORS AND MANAGERS SUMMARIZING SWEC
EMPLOYEE CONCERNS PROGRAM AND INITIATING ROLL-DOWN TO
EMPLOYEES.

CONDUCTED FOLLOW-UP SURVEY TO DETERMINE KNOWLEDGE
AND USE OF ECP ON OCTOBER 6 AND 11, 1993. RESULTS SHOWED NO
EVIDENCE OF CHILLING EFFECT IN WILLINGNESS TO REPORT
EMPLOYEE CONCERNS. ‘

CRAFT AWARENESS OF AVAILABLE PROCESSES FOR REPORTING
QUALITY/SAFETY CONCERNS REINFORCED AT MEETING BY SWEC
FIELD MANAGER IN OCTOBER 1993.

INSPECTION ACTIVITIES BY NRC AUDITED EFFECTIVENESS OF SWEC ECP
ON NOVEMBER 8-10 AND 22-24, 1993 AND CONFIRMED SWEC PERSONNEL
NOT RELUCTANT TO REPORT POTENTIAL SAFETY/QUALITY CONCERNS.

EMPLOYEES SURVEYED UNANIMOUSLY (EXCEPT ONE SWEC
EMPLOYEE ON FIRST DAY AT BROWNS FERRY) STATE NO
RELUCTANCE TO RAISE SAFETY/QUALITY CONCERNS TO
SUPERVISION. SWEC ECP OR TVA CRS. OR NRC.

NRC CONCLUDES, BASED ON CURRENT AND EARLIER SURVEYS,

THAT AWARENESS AND KNOWLEDGE OF CONTRACTOR AND
LICENSEE PROGRAMS HAVE INCREASED.

-12-



. SWEC PERFORMS ANOTHER RANDOM SURVEY TO EVALUATE POTENTIAL
) CHILLING EFFECTS. WHICH CONCLUDES THAT SWEC EMPLOYEES ARE

WILLING TO REPORT SAFETY/QUALITY CONCERNS WITHOUT FEAR OF
REPRISAL. ’ '

° TVA OIG JULY 1994 SURVEY SHOWS THAT BROWNS FERRY EMPLOYEES
'~ “OVERWHELMINGLY FELT FREE TO RAISE NUCLEAR SAFETY CONCERNS
TO THEIR SUPERVISION AND MANAGEMENT.”

o SWEC DISTRIBUTES JANUARY 1995 MEMORANDUM TO ALL ONSITE
EMPLOYEES SUMMARIZING ECP.

° TVA OIG ANNUAL REVIEW OF SWEC ECP ON SEPTEMBER 11-15, 1995
DEMONSTRATES THAT ALL BROWNS FERRY PERSONNEL SURVEYED

WOULD REPORT SAFETY/QUALITY CONCERNS TO THEIR SUPERVISORS OR
THROUGH OTHER AVAILABLE PROCESSES.

e OCTOBER 2. 1995 TOOL BOX MEETING AND POSTINGS AT KEY SITE
LOCATIONS RE-EMPHASIZE SWEC MANAGEMENT EXPECTATION THAT

EMPLOYEES WILL REPORT SAFETY/QUALITY CONCERNS AND SHOULD
FEEL FREE TO DO SO. '

COMBINED SWEC/TVA PROGRAMS PROVIDE EFFECTIVE ASSURANCE TO
EMPLOYEES WISHING TO RAISE SAFETY/QUALITY CONCERNS.

-13-




NRC ENFORCEMENT CONFERENCE
SUMMARY AND CLOSING REMARKS

SWEC MANAGEMENT REMAINS COMMITTED TO FREE AND OPEN
EMPLOYEE DISCUSSION OF SAFETY CONCERNS AT ALL LEVELS, AND WILL
NOT TOLERATE ANY INTIMIDATION, HARASSMENT OR DISCRIMINATION

~ AGAINST EMPLOYEES.

- SWEC MANAGEMENT HAS REPEATEDLY REINFORCED ITS
EXPECTATION.

- THE EFFECTIVENESS IN COMMUNICATING MANAGEMENT'’S
EXPECTATIONS HAS BEEN VERIFIED.

SWEC WILL CONTINUE TO MONITOR EFFECTIVENESS OF ITS ECP AND TO
EMPHASIZE ITS AVAILABILITY TO ALL SWEC EMPLOYEES.

-16-"



IN HARRISON'S CASE. THE SWEC ECP REPRESENTATIVE THOROUGHLY
INVESTIGATED HARRISON’S FIRE WATCH AND EMPLOYMENT. CONCERNS.

HARRISON EXPRESSED NO DISSATISFACTION WITH ECP’S HANDLING OF
HIS CONCERNS.

. TVA AND NRC OI ALSO REVIEWED ALLEGATIONS AND FOUND NO
DISCRIMINATION.

FIRST AND SECOND LEVEL DOL REVIEWS FOUND THAT SWEC MANAGERS
AND SUPERVISORS REDUCED HARRISON FROM LEAD FOREMAN POSITION
FOR LEGITIMATE. NON-DISCRIMINATORY REASONS IN REDUCING
MANPOWER COSTS.

SWEC APPEAL TO U.S. COURT OF APPEALS WILL DETERMINE VALIDITY OF
SECRETARY’S DECISION REFUSING TO ACCEPT FACT-FINDING BY
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE. '

IN THIS CASE. NO DISCRIMINATION OCCURRED. BUT IF NRC NOW
DISAGREES, COMPELLING REASONS EXIST TO EXERCISE ENFORCEMENT
DISCRETION OR, AT A MINIMUM, TO AWAIT COMPLETION OF DOL
PROCEEDINGS THROUGH APPEAL.

-17-
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VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS
January 03, 1996

George Huddleston, Esquire
5133 Selkirk Drive
Birmingham, AL 35242

Re: Stone & Webster Engineering Corporation v. Robert Reich, Secretary of
Labor, No. 93-ERA-44 (DOL), Case No. 95-6850 (11th Cir.)

Dear Mr. Huddleston:

The Decision and Order of the Secretary of Labor dated August 22, 1995
directed Stone & Webster “to compensate Complainant for the two dollar an
hour differential between lead foreman and foreman wages from February 2,
1993 until the April 14, 1983 layoff.”

\ P s

As you are aware, Stone & Webster sought a stay of this and other

portions of the Secretary's Order, and also sought reconsideration of the Order
denying the stay. '

Notwithstanding its request for reconsideration, Stone & Webster has
decided to render Mr. Harrison the aforementioned compen tion at this time.
Enclosed is a check to Mr. Harrison in the amount oﬁwhich represents 47‘
the compensation owed him, minus standard payroll'Withholdings. The pre-tax 3,5
figure was calculgted by multiplying Mr. Harrison's hours of work be nthe *
dates describe _ y the
$2.00 differentialCited in the Secretary's Order. The true differential between &

lead foreman rate and that of a general foreman is in fact much less than $2.00,

but we have given Mr. Hatrison the benefit of the higher rate to avoid any
dispute. - '

This payment is without prejudice to Starié\& Webster's right to recover
such compensation if the Court of Appeals reveISes‘lhe Secretary’s decision.

Stone & Webster Engineering Corporation
P.O. Box 2325, Boston, Massachusetts 02107-2325

245 Summer Street, Boston, Massachusetts 02210 - o
Tel: 617-589-5111 Fax: €17.589.2158

o P



George Huddleston, Esquire
January 03, 1996
Page two

Kindly contact me or Mr. Robert Rader of Winston & Strawn in

Washington, D.C. if you have any question in this regard.

Very truly yours,

Mic’!(ael T. Mcinémy.
Senior Attorney //

MTM:hs
encl.

cc:  Secretary of Labor
Office of Administrative Appeals
U.S. Department of Labor
200 Constitution Avenue, N.W.
Room S4309 _
Washington, D.C. 2Q210

Ellis W. Merschoff, Director /
Division of Reactor Projects .
United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Region !l '

~ 101 Marietta Street, NW., Suite 2900
Atlanta, GA 30323-0189

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Document Control Desk
Washington, D.C. 20555
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ALLEGATION/PERIPHERAL I1SSUE ACTION PLAN

Concerns and any peripheral issues associated with a concern should be
documented on a separate page. Each concern and peripheral issue, if any,
should be documented in the followup report as is stated in this plan. If
there are several concerns in one area, one page can be used. Otherwise, 2
separate page should be used for each concern. :

/ /] Concern No. -/ 7 Peripheral Issues Associated with
Concern No.

1. Action Evaluation: The following method of resolution is recommended

(circle):
A. Send to Licensee Requesting Response in ___ Days with RI1I Followup*
B Priority RIII Followup

C. Followup During Routine Inspection Within 60 Days

D. Followup with Assistance from OI

E. Ho Action - Outside NRC's Charter (describe basis below)
F. HNo Action - Without Merit (describe basis below)

G. Refer to

H. Other (specify)

¥ If the proposal is to send to the licensee, the Action Plan should
describe the general areas we expect the licensee to address.

11. Inspector's Actions: The following areas at a minimum will be .reviewed
during the inspection into the above mentioned concern and/or peripheral
issue.

A. Objective

B. Methods

1. Persons to be contacted:

2. Documents and/for activities to be reviewed:
3. Time period to be covered:

4. Locations/specific areas to visit:

5. Other areas (specify):

Allegation No. RIII- 94-A- o// 8




ALLEGATION ACTION PLAN
Allegation Number RIII-84-A-0118

This allegation involves the falsification of fire watch records. The problem
was identified by licensee personnel and significant action, &s documented in
attachment 1, has been taken. This attachment also indicates that some follow
up was provided by a Region III inspector in June of this year (Inspection
Report 315/316/94012(DRS)).

The problem appears to involve one individual, who mo longer works at DC Cook.
Little could be gained by additional inspection. We therefore recommend that

no additional inspection be performed and that the allegation be closed by a
memorandum to file.



Attachment F/

From: Darrell L. Schrum (DLSi) _ y———n
To: CHZIOLBS  ‘sowin  Dddarne o, KL
Date: Monday, June 20, 1994 1:37 pm - -

Subject: FALSIFICATION/FIREWATCH TOURS/D.C.COOK -R

1 don’t ‘belteve I mentioned the word *falsification®. They had problems with
missed fire watches. I did not have time to see if these problems involved
falsification. The fire protection supervisor stated that about 20 people
were fired since the start of the year when they didn’t live up to
expectatfons. The licensee is taking action when 2 problem is found in the
fire watch program. The licensee had taken extensive actions to improve the
program. The  involved in the previous falsification of fire watch
records no longer is employed at D.C. Cook. No new problems had occurred
during the last two monthes. I don’t think much wil be gained by persuing
the problems that occurred earlier this year. Attached is the fire watch
input that was in my report - 315/316/94012.

ccC: def -~ 0™ DR R AN e

Files: a:fwdcc



FALSIFICATION OF RECORDS FOR FIRE WATCH ROUNDS AT D.C. COOK

I talked to Patrick Russell and Walter Hodge about th who falsified the
fire watch check lists at D.C. Cook. They stated that i  is on the
*bad guy 1ist". M\Jas interviewed in April during the investigatigg for the
falsification eve oug is no longer employed at the plant. enfed
falsifying the records. had the right of appeal. The time limii for the
appeal s currently expired. The NG name is included in the Index
Program as an unfaverable employee. Currently 20 utilities are included in
the Index Program. Thedﬁfillhmust sign for release of information to gaim :
employment at another utility. The results of the investigation would be -—7 .
available to the other utilities. For those utilities not included in the

Index Program the normal method of employment would be to send an "Exchange

6103 Transfer® form that requests information on the employee. D.C. Cook is
responsible to pass on the information from the investigation. Walter Hodge

stated thai iith the information from the investigation no one would grant
access to




Section 3.3 of Inspection Report 315/316/94012(DRS) dated June 15, 1994.

3.3 Fire Watches

nissed fire watch inspections for iepairaents had been a problea during
the early part of this year. & new contractor had been hired. As 2
result new fire watches lacked training and an awareness of the
inportance of their fire watch responsibilities. These problems were
corrected. Soee of the contractor’s eaploysent was terainated when they
did not eeasure up to expectations. The licensee took additional
corrective actions as needed. An inprovéd fire watch training program
was implemented to enhance the learning of fire watch tasks. In
addition, all supervisors are now required to identify new impairsents
(and its location) to fire watch personnel to ensure the correct areas
are inspected.

On a sample basis, fire protection sanagement were making spot checks to

_ensure that fire watches were doing their job. Guality assurance (QA)
surveillances were also being conducted on the fire watches as they made
their inspections. No probless with the one hour fire watch requirement
being violated were found during these QA surveillances. The corrective
actions for the fire watch problems appeared to be effective.
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August 2, 1994

MEMORANDUM FOR: Geoffrey Grant, Director, Uivision of Reactor Safety

FROM: Donald E. Funk Jr., Office Allegation Coordinator
SUBJECT: ALLEGATION RE: FALSIFICATION OF FIREWATCH RECORDS
AT D.C. COOK (AMS NO. R111-94-A-0118)

on July 18, 1994, this matter was discussed with E. T. Pawlik of the Office of
Investigations Region 111 Field Office, and it was -concluded that
investigative effort by OI:RIII may be warranted for the reason given below.
Should additional facts or information relating to possible wrongdoing
concerning this allegation become available, please notify me promptly.

This allegation will continue to be carried as "open" in the Allegation
Management- System pending final resolution/closeout by your Division.

Qriginal signed by
fNonald Furk

Donald E. Funk Jr.
Office Allegation Coordinator

Attachments:
1. AMS Form
2. 7/6/94 J. Belanger memo

cc w/attachments:
RAO:RIII

DRP:RIII

RC:RIII

OI:RIII

G. C. Wright

W. D. Shafer

J. R. Creed

BASIS: Since willful wrongdoing was alleged, falsification of firewatch
recordi, DRS should convene an Allegation Review Board, with OI and RC
present.
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Mél’ORAN’.JUM FOR: Donald Funlk, Regicn i:i Allegation Coordinator
FROM; James L. Belanger, Senior Physiczl Security Inspector
SUBJECT: POTENTIAL FALSIFICATION CF FIREWATCH TOURS AT D.C. COOK PLANT

During an inspection at the D.C. Cook piant during the week of May $-13, 1994

| was present during a briefing of the resident inspector on May 12, 1994 by

the licensee on an issue of potential wrongdoing involving falsification of
firewatch tours. Specifically, the licensee, through a review of ten percent

of the firewatch tours conducted over & three month period, identified five

fire watch tours that spparently were fzlsified by one fire watch person.
Techriical Specifications were violated. These incidents occurred in December
1983. The licensee stated thzt the fire waich person involved did not work at

the site, having not beer retained by the new fire watch contractor that took

‘over in January 1954. During the licenses’s investigation of the incident, the
subject denied falsifying the records. is on the site's denied access < C
list. This information is alsc in the ndex system. The incident weas ’
docurented by the licensee in a Conditicn Repor: that was open at the time cof

my inspection. .

| advised the regional fire prctection -inspector (D. Schrum) of the meeting
when | returned to the office on May 16, 1954. Mr. Schrum indicated that he
was planning to do an inspection at D.C. Coon in the near future and would
follow up on the condition report which i provided to him.

M. Schrum inspected D.C. Cook the week of June 7, 1994. He advised me by e-
mail on June 20, 1994 that the licensee had identified & number of missed fire
watch tours but there was no evidence that falsificaticn was involved other
than the December 1993 incident. (! was on arnual leave for two weeks
beginning the week of June 20, 1954 and cpened my mail box on July 5, 1994.)

On July S, 199¢ Darrell Schrum, myself, and Wzyne Shafer spoke by phone with
Bob Defayette regarding this matter. Bob stated that 1 should document in a
memo to you what information | had regarding this incident so that it could be
forwarded to the appropriate division for action. This is the purpose of this

meno.
: James L. Belanger
Senior Physical Security Inspector

q;?b, 1994
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Falsification 1; Fire Watch Logs

A fire watch supervisor audited a fire watch tour to ensure that
i the tour was conducted in the required time period to meet

requirements. The supervisor noted that the fire watch
did not appear in the reactor building basement for the fire watch

“ltour. The supervisor conducted the fire watch tour for the area
to ensure that the area was properly toured. The fire watch log
completed by the responsible individual indicated that the tour of
the reactor building basement was performed. The licensee took
disciplinary action against the fire watch.

11

The . Vicensee performed freguent supervisor monitoring of fire
watch tours, and no other discrepancies of fire watch tours had
been discovered. The decision to discipline the fire watch was

15 Iniorr-r{afion in this record was deleted

in atcordance with t@edom of Information / //
Act, ti é
Fg‘Af.:xemO%)}f = Z | 6
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made by tﬁé:Eoﬁfracted supervisor, and the licensee fire
protection staff was kept informed.

The inspectors were concerned that no problem identification form
was written, nor was licensee management informed of the incident
until after mid-August when the inspectors raised questions about
the incident. The licensee had not determined the extent of
missed tours or whether the problem existed with other groups.

The subsequent investigation determined that the fire watch was in
the turbine building at the time of the incident, but the tour

tth route conducted by the fire watch in the building could not be

_&m“x verified.
cons b Failure to properly implement fire prevention rounds is a
3

Violation of 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix B, Criterion V. However, -

< this violation is not being cited because the criteria specified
qagpﬂ\ of 10 CFR 2, Appendix C, VII.B of the "General Statement of Policy
. and Procedure for NRC Enforcement Action®™ were met. L

16
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ALLEGATION ACTION PLAN

Concerns and any peripheral issues associated with a concern should be
documented on a separate page. Each concern and peripheral issue, if any,
should be documented in the followup report as is stated in this plan. If
there are several concerns in one area, one page can be used. Otherwise, a
separate page should be used for each concern.

L7 Concern No. __ [ ] Peripheral Issues Associated with Concern No. __
Missed fire watch ‘

I. Action Evaluation: The following method of resolution is recommended:

A. Send to Licensee Requesting Response in 60 Days with RIII
Followup*
B. Priority RIII Followup
C. Followup During Routine Inspection Within 60 Days
D. Followup with Assistance from OI
E. Mo Action - Outside NRC’s Charter (describe basis below)
F. No Action - Without Merit (describe basis below)
G. Refer to 01
susxns H. Other (specify) NHo NRC actjon recommended. HNo fire watch was
missed by the Jicensee since the fire watch supervisor made up the
rounds that were allegedly missed by the fire watch inspector.

er s betw he_statemen ed
the inspector and supervisor. the inspector is filing a formal
r nce h g

*If the proposal is to send to the licensee, the Action Plan should
describe the general areas the licensee is expected to address.

11. Inspector’s Actions: The following areas at a minimum will be reviewed
during the inspection into the above mentioned concern.

A. _ Objective:
B.  Methods:

1. Persons to be contacted:

2. Documents or activities to be reviewed:

3. Time period to ke covered:

4. Locatlons or specific areas to visit.

5. Other areas (specify):

Allegation No. RIII-93-A-



To: Bob DeFayette, Director, Enforcement & Investigation ot‘ficg/m’\g/ ﬂ Hy
Thrus Chris Miller, Senior Resident Inspector, QCNPS-Qua\ Cihe . -
Thru: Pat Hiland, Section Chief, DRE/NRE/R) |\ 1hes Nuckor Fower S

Res Allegation of Document Falsification

In mid-August, the inspectors received written communication from an unknown
author inquiring if the licensee had written a Licensee Event Report (LER) for
-2 miessed fire watch in the Unit 1 reactor building basement. This communications
included that an unnamed fire watch was diemissed for involvement in the event.

The inspectors contacted the licensee fire marshal about the event. The fire -
marshal etated that the fire watch was terminated in mid-July due to falgifying
logs L:nd that the fire watch tour was made by the supe\rvinor 80 an LER was not
required. :

After prompting from the inspectors, the licensee documented this event on a PIF
on August 22 and commenced an investigation. The inspectors presently are
reviewing the licensees’ and contractors’ investigation.
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From: Raymongé. Walton (RKH)Y DRE/R )N

To: D, DEF- Deno)A | bas/an\
Date: Tuesday, Septembér 13, 1994 5:07 pm
Subject: Allegation of Document Falsification

Attached is a message dealing with an allegation received by the resident
inspector staff at the Quad Cities station. The original note was unsigned
and found in the residents mail box in mid-August. The residents persued the
issue as a resident office initiative and not as an allegation. We are
providing this message to document our discovery and followup of the event.

The resident office forwarded information on this subject previously.  Upon
regional request, the residents will be sending a copy of the licensees’
investigation for your review at a later date.

or St PLH- \wc 3’“"/2“)
FiIes.C””»

P: \ALLG
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Quad Sivive stoeien” by \anse & Fee wahl

[FaFeren & Lo )

SUBJECT: Investigation of Fire Watch Falsificstion of Records.

AR: PIF 94-2024 -

On July 20, 1994, the £ite Manager of Burne Firs Prevention
notifled me that on July 19, 1994, a Burns Fire Prevention Shift
Supervigor {ndicated & Burns Fire Prevention Inspactor had not

sufficiaently completed their tour of the Unit One iE Core Spray
Room. .

The Fice Pravention Inspectore¢ ars required to tour this room each
hour as a compensatory sessure and watch for the potential of
fire. On July 18, 1994, the supervisor was parforaing & tandom
poat check of thie inspsctor to verify that thelr tour was being
completed properly. Although randem post checks are typically
performed each shift, thie Lnespector had been described by other
inspectors during that same shift as potentiglly not adaquataly
perforning the required duties.

I hava reviewed the supervisors written documentation that states
she was in attendance of the 1B Core 8pray Room and that the
inspector did not enter that room. The inspector howsver )
docusanted that ‘had performed the required fire watch in that
room and the time documented for that fire watch conflicted with
the time that the supervisor was said to be present.

The issus betwesn the supervisore and inspectors contlicting
statesants is being handled through a formal grievance process at
this time. :

IMMEDIATE ACTIONSS

The individuals involved were immediately Lnstructed to document
thelr actions as to when and where they had parformed thelir
duties., The evaluation of the Unit One Torus area and the Unit 8
Core Spray Room by the Supervisor wvas sufficient for the required.
fire watch as the supervisors are trained beayond the level of &
fire watch Lnspecter.

-
The Security computer logs of the entry and exit timas through the
vital door 1into the Turbime Bullding for this shift were sought
and reviewed. There were no dlacrepancies of entry or exit times
from the Turbine Building by the finspector or suparvisor. -

R

These acticne were completed on July 20, 1994.
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FURTHER ACTIONS:

Further questions prompted me to review a history of entry and
exit times for this inspector. The Securlity computer vital decor
logs two weeks before thie incident were reviawed and the
inspector involved wae only present for one of those weeks. The
resulte of this review revealed no discrepancies of entzy and exit
times. An interview with the Burne Shift Superviemore that
supervise this inepector was aleo conducted to detearmine if any
post check revealed any problenms during this investigaticn periocd.
Again no discrepancies were noted. These actions ware completed
Auguet 31, 1994.

Due to this event, Burne Fire Prevention Eite Manager hae
instituted a program that poriodically raviews the sacurity door
logs for the Fire Prevention Inspectors.

' COMPENGATORY MEASURESS

As atated above, the evaluation of the Unit One Torus ares and the
Unit 1B Core Spray Room by the Suparvisor was sufficiant for the
required fire watech thereby insuring no vioclation of compansatory
méasures had accurred.

The superviscrs are required to perform random chacks within the
station to verlfy that the inepectors are Adequately performing
their duties. These chacke are an unannounced inspaction cof
different areas eo the inspectore may ba viewed at any time. The
checks are performed e minimum of once pér shift and more
frequently as tims permite.

Due to the effectiveness of the random post checks, it isg
reaecnable that the fire watches ars buing completed as required.
My ataff strongly promctes reporting of any problem that may
affect the safety of the station as shown by the initial reports
of a potential concern with thie inspector.

If you ehould have any questions or concerns, please feel frea to
contact me at extension 2249.

Sincerely,

S ABA

- %. Hayden Emith -

station Fire Marghal

c.c. : -«
K. Sondgeroth
R. Trimble



ALLEGATION ACTION PLAN
ALLEGATION NO. RIII-96-A-0090

Licensee: D.C. Cook, Indiana Michigan Power Company
Docket/License No: 5C-315; 5-316
Assigned Division: Division of Reactor Safety

Attached Pertinent Documents: Copy of Condition Report #96-0778

I. Division Action
A. Prepared by: _ID, Solhau— &/18 /9
Darrell Schrum Date
B.  Approved by: _Erv\j/l/vc——\’ ) Q‘/J’ e

Ronald Gardner, Engineering Date

Specialist 2 Branch

I11. Allegation Review Board Membership:

I11. Remarks

Information in this record was deleted

in accordance wita 1€ sreedom of Informatior;
Act, exemptions __ p
oW __P7- 7%

Safety Significance: HIGH MEDIUM LOW NA
j:___7 Approved As Is

/___/ Approved with Modifications as Documented in Plan.
/] Disapproved for‘FoHowing Reasons:

/Y__/ N[_;—/ O (Priority: HIGH  NORMAL  LOW )

es o

Allegation Review Board Chairman Date
! T I A T
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A.  GATION/PERIPHERAL ISSUE ACTION ~LAN

Concerns and any peripheral issues associated with a concern should be
documented on a separate page. Each concern and peripheral issue, if any,
should be documented in the fo]]owup report as is stated in this plan. If
there are several concerns in one area, one page can be used. Otherwise, a
separate page should be used for each concern. -

Concern No. 1 -

1. Deliberately moving a bar code which was being used to verify fire watch tour
completion and compliance with Tech Spec 3.7.10.

2. Deliberately and willfully obstructed a security investigation.

. On May 11, 1996, the licensee identified that a bar code used for scanning during

opposite side of a door which was another fire area originally lied
about moving the bar code but later admitted that he had moved the bar code.

fire watch tours had been moved from the area requiiid to ?r toured to the ’7(/

I. Action Evaluation: The following method of resolution is recommended
(circle):
A. Send to Licensee Requesting Responsé in Days with RIII Followup*

B. Priority RIII Followup

C. Followup During Routine Inspection Within 60 Days
>>>>>>D. Followup with Assistance from Ol

E. No Action - Outside NRC’s Charter (describe basis below)

F. No Action - Without Merit (describe basis below)

G. Refer to

H. Other (specify)

* If the proposal is to send to the licensee, the Action Plan should
describe the general areas we expect the licensee to address.

11. Inspector’s Actions: The following areas at a minimum will be reviewed
durlng the 1nspect1on into the above mentioned concern and/or peripheral
issue.

A. Objective: An inspection of the fire watch program to verify that
the licensee reviewed the plant security data to see if other fire
watches were missed. Inspector review of fire watch logs and plant
security data to identify other examples of missed fire watches
(wrong doing). Interview and accompany fire watches on their rounds
to assess their understanding of D.C. Cook management expectations.
Assess if new fire watches are being properly trained for their
dutjes. Identify what actions the licensee has taken against }22:

*ﬂ:r wrong doing. Identify what additional licensee corrective
actibns were taken to ensure that other fire watches do not
deliberately miss areas during their fire watch tours. .

. :

B.  Methods A\

1. Persons to be contacted: Fire Protection Manager, Flre Watch
Supervisors, and Fire Watches.

2. Documents and/or activities to be reviewed: Review plant
security data and fire watch logs. Interview the fire
protection staff and accompany fire watches on their rounds.



11/94 0AC

Jir seriod to be covered: Several ' "ths of fire watch logs
anag .ecurity data should be reviewed.

Locations/specific areas to visit: Plant specific areas
covered by fire watches and area where fire watch
logs/security data are available for review.

Other areas (specify): None.

Allegation No. RIT11-96-A-0090



Peripheral Issue No. .

Are the licensee’s corrective actions effective in preventing missed fire
watches?

Two years ago D.C. Cook had significant problems with missed fire watches.
Approximately 20 fire watches were fired during the year for performance issues
which included deliberately missing areas during their fire watch tours.

I. Action Evaluation: The following method of resolution is recommended
(circle): :
A. Send to Licensee Requesting Response in Days with RIlI Followup*
B. Priority RIII Followup . )
C. Followup During Routine Inspection Within 60 Days
D. Followup with Assistance from Ol
£. No Action - Outside NRC’s Charter (describe basis below)
F. No Action - Without Merit (describe basis-below)
G. Refer to
H. Other (specify)

* If the proposal is to send to the licensee, the Action Plan should
describe the general areas we expect the licensee to address.

I1. Inspector’s Actions: The following areas at a minimum will be reviewed

during the inspection into the above mentioned concern and/or peripheral
issue. ! _

A. Objective and methods the same as listed in Concern #l.



) Peripheral Issue No. ¢

~ Are there additional examples of‘wrong doing by fire watches?

Il.

Action Evaluation: The following method of resolution is recommended

(circle):

A. Send to Licensee Requesting Response in Days with RIII Followup*
B. Priority RIII Followup

C. Followup During Routine Inspection Within 60 Days

D. Followup with Assistance from Ol '

E. No Action - Outside NRC’s Charter (describe basis below)

F. No Action - Without Merit (describe basis below) :

G. Refer to .

H. Other (specify)

If the proposal is to send to the licensee, the Action Plan should
describe the general areas we expect the licensee to address.

Inspector’s Actions: The following areas at a minimum will be reviewed
during the inspection into the above mentioned concern and/or peripheral
issue.

A.

Objective and methods the same as listed in Concern #1.
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Condition Identification and Descn;f o :
Description of Condition: _0% 5-11-96, a Fire Tour of Unit 1 CKT was being conducted im

accordance witk T.S. 3.7.10. At L1114 hours, the tour officer idemtified the Ba:,
which was placed on the inner side of Door 333 was missing. Subsequent investis
identified the Bar Code had been moved, and placed on the back side of the door
" “closure between the closure and door on a small area which without close invest::
could not have been seen. The Bar Code was or&ginall located at eye level, cer’ 7(—
the door. Security computer transactions identificd] SNTRIDIEMETINNGEDE A Opereat:
as being in the area. A phone call was made to the Control Room and SIS < 7L
———TwR R
. SO scated he knev nothing about the missing Bar Code. After finding the Bs
%a_second phone call was made to the Control Room and IR spoken with, Whe: "K/
PSR 2 told he had been.identified as being in the CRT ares’, he stated he had °

"the Bar Code. When asked why, he stated he had just moved it, and E]Continﬂ"'
Method of Discovery: _Tour being performed in accordance with Tech Spec 3.7.10. '1

D Coptin™

Immediate Action Taken: _ Call made to Fire Protection Supervisor to have Bar Code
replaced. Search for original Bar Code sand investigation initiated. .

D Continr™’
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sport Date __5-13-96
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Outage Management Nodified: D (]
Originator's Supervisor Review:
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Date
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isor's Comments: _ This evefit impacts ou the. credibility and trustworthiness of
the individual involved as & w ear plant worker. Further investigation shoul.

performed to determine if continued unescorted access should be granted.
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’@LLEGATIOEASSIGNMENT FORM

' s
Ellegation Number: RIV-95-A-OZ3ﬁ ("/M/
Licensee/Facility or Location: WATERFORD-3 ’

Discussed at ARP meeting on: 12/11/95

Assigned to: DRP, DRS, DNMS, SAC Branch:
0l involvement? 0I tracking number:

Allegation Summary: A fire watch was directed by a security shift supervisor

- to relocate a "Norse Watchman Key,* while the firewatch was on patrol.
According to the [allegerf the relocation of the key was a violation of
Procedure FP-001-D14, Section 6.1.5. The firewatch refused to relocate the
key and the firewatch’s badge was deactivated and he was sent home.
Preliminary review of the referenced procedure indicated that the firewatch
should not have been uired to perform the task simultaneous with fire watch
duties. :

ARP instructions/guidance: .

ARP Chairman: Date:

¥a1eqat iomfResolution Plan (return to the SAC within 10 days of ARP
meeting):

T %.\:&uwjj&iﬁ,u&ﬁ— M eadzus oA
AN AN S~re e M Lo taae W

Information in this record was deleted
in accordance with the Freedom of Infcrmalion
Act, exemptions __

FOIA- 7 F-7&
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SYNOPSIS

This investigation was initiated by the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(NRC), Office of Investigations (0I), Region I (RI), on September 19, 1996, to
determine the adequacy of a PECO Energy Company (PECO) internal investigation
regarding an allegation that a technical assistant, Fire Protection Section,
Limerick Generating Station (LGS), deliberately failed to properly perform a
fire hose station visual inspection surveillance test (ST) and falsified the
surveillance test document. . .

A joint investigation by the PECO Security Division and the LGS Quality
Division substantiated that the technical assistant deliberately failed to
properly perform the "ST-7-022-951-0 Fire Hose Station Visual Inspection”
surveillance test and falsified the surveillance test documentation on
July 29, 1996. In addition, the PECO internal investigation developed that
the technical assistant also deliberately failed to properly perform other
fire hose station visual inspection surveillance tests and falsified related
surveillance test documentation on April 3, 1995, June 8, 1995, April 30,
1996, and May 29, 1996. The PECO investigation also developed an irregularity
in an additional surveillance test conducted by the technical assistant. The
technical assistant failed to enter a specific area of the LGS necessary to
complete "ST-7-022-950-0, Fire Suppression Water System (FSWS) Spray and
Sﬁrinkler Visual Inspection,”™ and for which he signed documentation indicating
that the visual inspection had been satisfactorily performed on June 28, 1995.
Based on OI's review of the PECO internal investigation, it is concluded that
5he tegkn:gal assistant deliberately falsified selected surveillance test
ocumentation. _

Case No. 1-96-033 1
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DETAILS OF INVESTIGATION

Applicable Regulations
10 CFR 50.5: Deliberate misconduct (1995 and 1996 Editions)

10 CFR 50.9: Completeness and accuracy of information (1395 and 199
Editions) .
LGS TS 6.8: Procedures and Programs

%(9535';‘55 4.7.6.5.a, 4.7.6.2.c.2, and 4.7.6.2.c..3 (effective until December 20,

LGS TRMs 4.7.6.5.a, 4.7.6.2.c.2, and 4.7.6.2.c.3 (effective December 20, 1995)

Purpose of Investigation

This investigation was initiated by the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(NRC). Office of Investigations (OI), Region I, on September 19, 1996, to

determine the adequacy of i Pﬁﬁ&ergy Company (PECO) internal investigation 7C

of an allegation that Technical Assistant, Fire Protection
Section, Limerick Generating Station (LGS), PECO, deliberately failed to
properly perform a fire hose station visual inspection surveillance test (ST)
and falsified the surveillance test documentation (Exhibits 1 and 2).

Backaround

On November 25, 1995, PECO received permission from the NRC to change the Fire
Protection Technical License Condition and relocate the Fire Protection
Technical Specification requirements to the Updated Final Safety Analysis
Report. The change was in accordance with Generic Letter (GL) 88-12, "Removal
of Fire Protection Requirements from Technical Specifications.” As of
December 20, 1995, the LGS Fire Protection Technical Specification
requirements became part of the LGS Technical Requirements Manual (Exhibit 3).

© On August 7, 1996, PECO management received an allegation that m as not

in the LGS plant a sufficient amount of time to perform the surve T1a 2C
inspections necessary for "ST-7-022-951-0, Fire Hose Station Visual
Inspection,” documentation dated July 29, 1996 (Exhibit 4, p. 1).

On August 12, 1996, a PECO internal investigation was initiated at the request
of LGS management related to the August 7, 1996, allegation (Exhibit 4, p. 1).

~ On August 12, 1996, %uas suspended by PECO, and his unescorted access
‘:la-:ih ?gﬁgezded pgt)rding results of the PECO Security investigation 7C
. p. 2).

On September 11, 1996, MWas terminated by PECO (Exhibit 1, Exhibit 4, C
p. 3, and Exhibit 8). 7

@ l?“ff‘/ “pd

¢
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AGENT"S . 48 was reinstated effective November 4, 1996.
Although was reinstated by the Peer Review Panel, his nuclear :
ess status (XN) remaiped unchanded TRNRe 1.2 S 3-jn_wqqk1ng_§tpthe i;%:.

Review of PECO Internal Investigation

”was interviewed by PECO Security on August 13, 1996, and provided a

written statement. admitted that he had not gone to all the listed |
locations on the fire hose station visual inspection surveillance test, but :;jt:L
had annotated t ction as completed on the surveillance test document on

July 29, 1996. told PECO Security that he had taken credit for

previous observations, that he had made on previous dates, of the fire hose

stations (Exhibit 4, pp. 2 and 3, and Exhibit 5).

Further investigation disclosed irregularities in four ous fire hose
station visual inspection surveillance tests conducted b -
1995, June 8, 1995, April 30, 1996, and May 29, 1996. ‘NN
again on August 16, 1996, and provided a written statement. (ENgSN
. that he had not completed the four surveillance tests properly. (.

admitted to PECO Security that he had signed the surveillance tes
documentation as having performed the fire hose station visual inspection on
those dates (Exhibit 4, pp. 2 and 3, and Exhibit 6).

The PECO internal investigation also develgped an irgegularity in an

additional surveillance test conducted by ¥R Y failed to enter a

specific area of the LGS necessary to complete "ST-7-0 %50-0, Fire '
Suppression Water System (FSWS) Spray and Sprinkier Visual Inspection,” for j;7(
which he signed documentation indicating that he had satisfactorily performed

the inspection on 8, 1995. This matter was not pursued with another

PECO interview of s he had previously indicated that other

surveillances tests rformed may not have been completed properly.

(Exhibit 4, pp. 2 and 3, and Exhibit 7).

Conclusion

The PECO internal investigation substantiated thatm deliberately failed

to properly perform a fire hose station visual inspection surveillance test,

and falsified the surveillance test documentation on July 996. In

addition, the PECO internal investigation developed tha deliberately
failed to properly perform other fire hose station visual inspection C
surveillance tests and falsified the surveillance test documentation on ’/;7
April 3, 1995, June 8, 1995, April 30, 1996, and May 29, 1996. The PECO
investigation als _an irregularity in an additional surveillance

test conducted b ailed to enter a specific area of the LGS
necessary to lete "ST-7-022-950-0, Fire Suppression Water System (FSWS)

Spray and Sprinkler Visual Inspection,” for which he signed documentation
indicating that he had satisfactorily performed the inspection on June 28,

1995. Based on OI's review of the PECO internal investigation, it is

concluded that R deliberately falsified selected surveillance test
documentation.

Case No. 1-96-033 6 ,)13-,3&
¢
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SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION

The scope of the PECO.internal -ipyestigation also identified other unrelated >
irregularities involving AN e LGS,
and a contract employee (Wui®. both in August 1995. OI di

independently review the éﬁrcumgténces involving the contract employee.
On January 23, 1997, OI interviewed EPLER (Exhibit 11) and AN

. LGS (Exhibit 12). ¥ testimony
0l did not conflict with his testimony to PECO Security on August 20, 1996.

‘ ‘°3d I that he had conducted the surveillance test in August 1995 with

. also told OI that he had made a mistake, but he did not -3
Piatantly not perform the test.” Qiiifasaid that he did fail to immediately
and properly document the surveillance test document. PECO security door

access records (zone trace) for .an M corroborated that they were
in the required areas for the surveillance test on August 1995. On
September 10, 1996, & I received &4 ro ,

SIS oS 2 result of the investigation into the
rformance of surveillance tests in the Fire Protection organization
(Exhibit 13). :

On January 28, 1997, the facts of the case involving were discussed

with Ronald LEVINE, Chief, Government and Health Care fraud Section, U.S. 7
Attorney's Office, Eastern District of Pennsylvania. LEVINE declined review

of the case in favor of NRC enforcement action, if appropriate. _

Case No. 1-96-033 7
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LIST OF EXHIBITS

Exhibit )

No. Description

1 Inyestigation Status Record, dated September 19, 1996.

2 gggg of Allegation Receipt Report, RI-96-A-XXXX, dated August 16.

3 Copy of OI Conversation Record with NEFF, dated January 23, 1997,
with attachments.

4 Copy of a Memorandum tw from il dated September 30,
1996, Subject: "Security Investigation-Quality Concern 127 —:7(;—
Allegation of Falsification of Fire Protection Section
Surveillance Test, Limerick Generating Station.®

5 ~ Copy omtatement to PECO Security, dated August 13, 7C
1996, with attachment.

6 Copy of m | Statement to PECO Security, dated August 16, C
1996, with attachments. 77

7 Copy of "ST-7-022-950-0, Rev. 4, Philadelphia Electric Company,
Limerick Generating Station Surveillance Test, Fire Suppression
Water System (FSWS) Spray And Sprinkler Visual Inspection,” dated
June 29, 1995. _

8 Copy of a Letter (Draft) tom' from SN dated -/ cC
September 10, 1996. : ) .

9 Copy of a Letter tow from m dated November 6, 1996. -7 C

10 (l)gggelephone Conversation Record with“~ dated February 1, 7 <

11 Interview Report 6f “ dated January 23, 1997, with 7
attachments. <

N\

12 Interview Report ofm, dated January 23, 1997, with c_
attachment. . ’ ;7

13 (1219:8%/ of a Hemorandum toﬂ. fron'm dated September 10, —/C

. § .'.%" T‘x’f&
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EXHIBIT 4
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PECO Energy Company Memorandum

Location: Security, S9-1

Date: | September 30, 1996 7 :

To:
Nuclear Quality Assurance

e e———
Subject: Security Investigation-Quality Concern 127

Allegation of Falsification of Fire Protection Section
Surveillance Test, Limerick Generating Station

L]

" On August 12, 1996 an investigation was initiated at the request of Limerick
Generating Station (LGS) management related to a Quality Concem alleging an
employee of the LGS Fire Protection Section may have failed to properly
perform a Surveillance Test.

On August 7, 1996 an allegation was received by management from an
individual indicating the employee was not in the LGS plant a sufficient amount
of time to perform the inspections necessary for Surveillance Test ST-7-022-
951-0, titled: Fire Hose Station Visual Inspection, dated July 28, 1996.

A subsequent joint investigation involving the Security Division and the LGS
Quality Division revealed the allegation to be correct and identified and
confirmed additional falsifications of Surveillance Tests by the individual. The
scope of the investigation also identified other unrelated irregularities involving
Fire Protection Surveilance Tests by a Fire Protection System manager and a
contract employee. .

A listing of the Surve-inllance Tests reviewed by the Quality Division and the
specific areas of concem identified is attached.

The following reflects the specific information related to each individual identified
through the course of the investigation: '

69051 BEXHIBIT _1__—
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7 &

Technical Assistant, LGS

was alleged to have failed to properly conduct Surveillance Test
ST-7-022-851-0, titled: Fire Hose Station Visual Inspection, for which he signed ~
indicating he satisfactorily performed on July 29, 1996. Specifically il was /

believed to have not been in the LGS plant long enough to conduct the
Surveillance Test.

A preliminary investigation by Site Mahagement determined {§iiiliighad not A
entered the certain areas of the LGS Plant on July 29, 1996 necessary to
complete the Surveillance Test as required.

s interviewed on August 13, 1996 and provided a written statement
admitting he had annotated by signing his initials on the Surveillance Test in
question, affirming on July 29, 1996 he visually observed the Fire Stations at all
the LGS Plant locations as required by the Surveillance Test. During the course ’7
of the interview,madmitted to not going to all the listed locations on the '
Surveillance Test on that date. “provided information he annotated the
inspections as completed on July 29, 1996, but that he had taken credit for
previous observations he made on previous dates of the fire hose stations.

!

Management was advised of the interview results and on August 13, 1996, 7 C

was suspended from employment and his unescorted access was
suspended pending the results of the investigation.

Further investigation revealed irregularities in four previous Surveillance Tests
conducted bywailed to enter specific areas of the LGS Plant 7 C
necessary to complete ST-7-022-951-0, titied: Fire Hose Station Visual

Inspection, for which he signed, indicating he satisfactorily performed on
April 3, 1995, June 8, 1995, April 30, 1996 and May 29, 1996.

s again interviewed on August 16, 1996 and provided a written
statement admitting to not completing the four Surveillance Tests properly in that /) |
he was not in the areas required to observe the fire hose stations on the dates in

question. ‘admitted to signing the Surveillance Tests as performing them
on the dates in question. :

A
IR
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qm the interview of August 16, 1996, provided a written statement 7(

regarding concemns he noted in the Fire Protection Group which he had surfaced
previously to his coworkers, manager and director. As part of the investigation,
the issues were reviewed and investigated by the Quality Division. Attached are
the resuits of the Quality Division investigation.

Further investigation reyealed an irregularity in an additional Surveillance Test
conducted bwaailed to enter a specific area of the LGS Plant 7 s
necessary to complete ST-7-022-850-0, titled: Fire Suppression Water System

(FSWS) Spray and Sprinkler Visual Inspection, for which he signed indicating he

~ satisfactorily performed on June 28, 1995. This matter was not pursued with

another interview of/jil§lll# as he had previously indicated other Surveillance
Tests he performed may not have been completed properly.

. . ‘-
On September 11, 1996 management terminate“employment. 4

L 3

//C/

The investigation revealed an irregularity in the portion of an Surveillance Test
conducted b” failed to enter specific areas of the LGS Plant '
necessary to complete ST-7-022-952-0, titled: Fire Hose Station Refuel

Inspection, dated: 8/23/95. The Surveillance Test reflects a signature by. C
indicating permission to start the test occurred on August 22; 1995 at 0930 '
hours. again signed the Surveillance Test indicating he completed

satisfactorily and performed on August 23, 1995 the portions of the Surveillance

Test he initialed. Records indicate #iJJiff was not in the required areas to

. perform the Surveillance Test on either of those dates.

M as interviewed on August 20, 1996 and provided a written statement

admitting to not being in the areas necessary to perform the requirements of the
Surveillance Test ori the dates he annotated on the Surveillance Test 4l 7C
offered two possible explanations for why he signed and dated the Surveillance

Test as: he took credit for the inspections done that date by a coworker; or; he

took credit for the fire hoses being recently replaced but did not visually inspect

them on the dates he annotated on the Surveillance Test. :

_ o A
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S anagement was advised of the interview results and suspended 7T
unescorted access pending completion of the investigation.

Further investigation determined the coworker named by §jiillig:s having
actually done the inspections had, in fact, not done the inspections. Also, the 7C
hose replacement he indicated he could have taken credit for occurred after, not

before, the Surveillance Test was performed and included no hoses in the areas
in question. '

contacted his management on August 21, 1996 and related he performed | C
the Surveillance Test on a previous date, approximately one week earlier, but 7

. had annotated the wrong date on the Surveillance Test.

An investigation of the records indicates i} was in the necessary areas ofthe ) C_
LGS Plant to perform the Surveillance Test properly on August 19, 1995.

*

. Management reinStated&mesoorted access on September 4, 1996

C
pending a final determination. _ : 7 _

The investigation revealed an irregularity in the portion of an Surveiliance Test
conducted by“was found not to have beeninan area of he LGS~ — -
Plant a sufficient amount of time necessary to complete a portion of ST-7-022-

952-0, titled: Fire Hose Station Refuel Inspection, for whic“‘signe‘d ‘

indicating he satisfactorily performed on August 23, 1995.

s interviewed on August 21, 1996 and provided a statement he does
not recall the events of August 23, 1995, but believes he either did the s
inspection but rushed through it; was called away .during the inspection to
another matter; or took credit for someone else who may have told him they did
the inspection. ‘

Management was advised of the interview results and suspended unescorted
access on August 21, 1996 pending completion of the investigation.

~ ¥
r
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The investigation of records lndlcatem was in the area of the questionable
test for no longer then one minute and fifty-nine seconds. A functional test
performed as part of the investigation concluded a minimum of three minutes 7 C
and eleven seconds was necessary to perform the test, and one minute and '
forty-five seconds to travel between the doors used as entrange and exit by

n the date in question. Further investigation showed wwas not
assisted by anyone on the date in question.

Management reinstate unescorted access on September 4, 1996 -
pending a final determination by his employer. -

g2 .

Ic -

Attachments

cc: J. W. Durham
W. G. MacFarland, IV

Q ") NRE
,.f;(’
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\?o(ﬁ/(ﬁﬁ‘z , ST-7-022-951-0, Rev. 10

Page 1 of 12
MTM : emm

W/0 #R
. PECO ENERGY COMPANY - )
LIMERICK GENERATING STATIONDATE /TMEZ [ [00

SURVEILLANCE TEST ACTCh:® JY wof YN

| . amrs_%
' : ATE VERiF
. ST-7-022-951-0 ~ FIRE HOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION f VERIFIED

Test Freg.: Monthly -OR- Initiating Events: 1. Reason
| Tech. Spec.:4.7.6.5..a 2. A/R No.

24

B. . One or More Asterisked(*) Steps Test Results UNSATISFACTORY.

7C

TEST RESULTS:
A. All Asterisked(*) Steps Completed §I

Performed By: (sign/Date)

Reviewed By:
] . (IRM Mgr. or Designee) (sign/Date)

Performed By: (sign/Date)
Informed of Teét Results
(CO or RO) (sign/Date)
(Time) S
| shift Supervision: ' (sign/Date)
Corrective Action: A/R No.: .
Initiated By: (sign/Date)
DIATELY NOTIFY SENIOR P STAFF ER
Person thified:" (Name)
Date/Time Notified: (Date/Tim;)
Notified By: ) (Sign)

AQDITIQNAL ACTION/TEST COMMENTS :

If any entry is made in Additional Action/Test Comments section,
person making initial entry sign here.

(sign/Date) ‘fs;__
EXHPH'
PAGE OF E PAGE(S)




2.0

2.1

3.0

4.3

5.0
| 5.1

§T-7-022-951-0, Rev. 10
Page 2 of 12
MTM: emm

PURBOSE

To verify operability of accessible fire hose stations By visual
inspection to assure all required eguipment is present.

REFERENCES

N.F.P.A. 1962: Standard for the Care, Use and Maintenance of
Fire Hose Including Connections and Nozzles.

LGS Fire Protection evaluation Report

M-22, P&ID - Fire Protection

TEST EQUIPMENT

None

PRECAUTIONS & LIMITATIONS

IF a procedural step cannot be -completed

OR any other difficulty is encountered during this test,
THEN make a comment in the Additional Action/Test Comments
gection.

IF a step denoted as a Teéh. Spec. Requirement marked with an
asterisk (*) cannot be successfully completed,
THEN notify Shift Supervision jimmediately.

Signoff step marked SO in left-hand margin of body of procedure
require a signoff on Table 1(2,3).

PREREQUISITES

None.

EXHIBIT Qf;
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8T-7-022-951-0, Rev. 10
Page 3 of 12

MTM:emm
6.0 PROCEDURE
NOTE: It is the responsibility of the persoﬁ or persons pérforming
this test to ensure all blanks are correctly and completely
filled in.
6.1 FIRE HOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION
S0 " 6.1.1 Verify designated hose station is
equipped with fire hose
AND nozzle.
a. If a hose station is inaccessible
because of ALARA concerns, mark station
A.C. A.C. does not fail this test.
b. Verify all station components present.
6.1.2 Replace protective hose reel cover (if
applicable). ‘
7.0 RETURN TO NORMAL
7.1 None.
8.0 ACCEPTANCE CRITERIA
8.1 All accessible hose stations on Tables 1(2,3)
are completed satisfactorily. '
NOTE: At test completion, ensure cover sheet is gorrectly and
completely filled in.
NOTE: If any entry is made in this section, sign/date cover sheet

under Additional Action/Test Comments.

ADDITIONAL ACTION/TEST COMMENTS :

EXHIBIT %
PAGE ,& OF /2 PAGE(S)
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FIRE HOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION
TABLE 1 - COMMON
NOTE: _Extra hose placed in a box 1igted after any given hose

station on tables 1, 2, or 3 is considered part of the
preceding hose station.

Properly
Hose Station Equipped

LOCATION goom[grga[El. . Rack No, Number 6.3.1

Control Enclosure:

stairwell NW

Corner 704-A8-350  1HR-141
stairwell, ‘
outside SGTS Rm. -A8-332 1HR-140

Box (Extra Hose)
Near Hose Reel
1HR-140 (1)

100’ Section -Ag8-332

Stairweli

Outside Fan ,

Room : -AB8-304 1HR-103
stairwell,

outside Aux.

Equip. Rm. -AB- 1HR-230
stairwell,

outside Cable _
Spreading Room 402-AB-254 HR-250
Unit 2 Static -

Inverter Rm. 453-A8-254 2HR-250

W. Side Wall B
Outside 4Kv
Switchgear &

Battery Rm. 434 447-T3-239 1HR-251

Box (Extra Hose)

Near Hose Reel

1HR-251 (1)

100’ Section _447-T3-239




ST-7-022-951-0, Rev. 10
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FIRE HOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION

CATION

Control Enclosure:

E. Side Wall
Outside 4 Kv
sSwitchgear &
Battery Rm. 454

Corridor 448
sW Side of 4Kv
Sswgr & Battery Rms

Box (Extra Hose)
Near Hose Reel
1HR-124

(1) 100’ Section .

Corridor 466
SE Side of 4Kv
swgr & Battery Rms

Ooutside 13Kv
swgr Room

outside 13 Kv
swgr Room

Corridor 265, wall
W. Side of 258A
Control Enclosure

Corridor 277, wall
E. Side of 263A
Control Enclosure

wWall, Corridor

. 164

wall, Corridor
166

TABLE 1 - COMMON

: ~ Hose
gogm[hrea[El. Rack No,
_465-T3-239 HR-251
448-T7-238 1HR-124

448-T7-2

466-TS-2 2HR-122
-T7-217 HR-11
-T9-217 2HR-116
_265-T7-200 1HR-120
7-T9-2 R-12
4-A8-180 LHR-121
166-A8-180 2HR-121

Properly
Station Equipped

Number 6.3.1

EXHIBIT éj
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FIRE HOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION
ABLE 1 - COMMON
Properly
Hose Station Equipped

CATION ' Room/Area/El. Rack No. Number 6.,3.1
Reactor Enclosure: '

NW Cormer 352
Refuel Floor -R11-352 HR-202 4
SW Cormer 3s2
Refuel Floor -R15-352 HR-201 s
South Side of
Laydown Area . 382
700-R16-352 HR-204 8
South Side of ‘ 3s2
Laydown Area 700-R17-352 HR-204 9
SE Corner | 3s2
Refuel Floor -R18-352 HR-201 12
NE Cormer 352
Refuel Floor 700-R14-352 2HR-202 13
North Side _ 352
Spent Fuel Pool 0-R13- 2HR-203 18
North side ' 3s2
Spent Fuel Pool 700-R12-352 1HR-203 19

T
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FIRE HOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION_
TABLE 2 - UNIT 1
, Properly
Hose Station Equipped
LOCATION ' Room/Area/El. Rack No. Number 6.3.1

Reactor Enclosure:

] 331
SW Corner 613-R15-331 HR-2 1
RERS Fan Area 313
SW Corner 605-R15-313 HR-207 3

Box (Extra Hose)
Near Hose Reel

1HR-207 313
(1) 100’ Section 605-R15-313 : 3
Laydown Area 601

NW Corner . 313
By Elevator 601-R11-313 HR-208 2
SE Corner Near '

Refuel floor _ 313
Exhaust Fan 605-R16-313 1HR-209 7

Box (Extra Hose)
Near Hose Reel

- 1HR-209 313
(1) 100’ Section 605-R16-313 7
NE Corner Near 313
D-124 Load Center 602-R12-313 1HR-210 9
Corridor 506 - 283
NW Corner 506-R11-283 1HR-216 2
Corridor 506 . - , 283
West Wall S06-R15-283 1HR-215- 3
SE Corner 283
Near Hatchway 500-R16-283 1HR-217 S

. 283

NE Corner 506-R12-283 1ER-218 8

EXHIBIT JE;
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LOCATION
Reactor Enclosure:

West Wall Near
CRD Repair Area

NW Corner Next
To Elevator

Box (Extra Hose)
Near Hose Reel
1HR-224

(1) 100’ Section

SE Corner Near
Drywell Personnel
Lock

Box (Extra Hose)
Near Hose Reel

- 1HR-225

(1) 100’ Section

E. Wall Near
Tip Machines

W. Wall Near
EPCI Equip. Hatch

NW Corner Next
To Elevator

E. Wall Near
Equip. Airlock

NE Corner Near
MCC D124-R-G at
Stairwell

W. Wall Near
MCC D134-R-H

‘§T-7-022-851-0,

IRE HOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION
TABLE 2 - UNIT 1
' Hose Station
Room/Area/El, Rack No. QNumber
283
402A-R16-253 1HR-223 4
253
402-R11-253 1HR-224 2
: 253
£02-R11 - 2
253
402-R16-253 HR-2 €
- 253
-R16- 6
. 283
402-R12-253 1HR-226 -y
217
304-R15-217 HR-232 30
217
304-R11-2317 1HR-233 29
217
4-R16-217 HR-234 33
217
4-R12-217 HR-235 34
. | 201
200-R15-201 1HR-240 3 .
PAGE

Rev. 10
Page 8 of 12
MTM : emm

Prqoperly
Equipped
6.,3.1
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FIRE HOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION
TABLE 2 - UNIT 1
‘ Properly
Hose Station Equipped

LOCATION ' Room/Area/El. Rack No. Number 6.3.1
Reactor Enclosure: '
Box (Extra Hose)

Near Hose Reel
1HR-240 ' 201

(1) 100’ Section 200-R15-201 5
NW Corner Next 201
To Elevator -R11-201 HR-24 2
E. Wall Near RECW 201
‘Heat Exchanger 207-R16-201 HR-242 7
NE Corner Near RECW 201
Pumps at Stairwell 207-R12-201 HR-24 8
SW Cormer Bottom 177
of stairwell -R15-177 1HR-252 4
NW Corner 177
By Elevator 111-R11-177 1HR-253 2
NE Corner ’ 177
At Stairwell 115-R12-177 1HR-142 6
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FIRE HOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION
TABLE 3 - UNIT 2
‘ Properly
Hose Station Equipped
LOCATION - Room/Area/El. Rack No. Number 6.3.1

Reactor Enclosure:

SE Corner o ' 331
At Stairwell -R18-331 - 2HR-20 6
RERS Fan Area 313
SE Corner 641-R18-313 2BR-207 16
Box (Extra Hose) .

Near Hose Reel

2HR-207 ‘ 313
(1) 100’ Section 641-R18-313 16

SW Cormner Near
Refuel Floor

Exhaust Fan 313
Duct . 641-R17-313 2HER-209 - 12
Laydown Area 313
NE Corner - 638-R14-313 2HR-208 17
NW Corner Near ' 313
Load Center -R13- 2HR-210 10
Corridor 580 283
NE Corner 580-R14-283 2HR-216 17
Corridor 580 283
SE Corner 580-R18-283 ZER-215 16
SLC Pump Area ] . 283
SW Corner : 574-R17-283 HR-217 14

_ . 283
NW Corner 580-R13-283 HR-21 11
SE Corner Near 283
CRD Maint. Room 475-R18-253 2HR-223 13

EXHIBIT g
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'§T-7-022-951-0, Rev. 10

FIRE HOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION

LOCATION

Reactor Enclosure:

Box (Extra Hose)
Near Hose Reel
2HR-223 ,
(1) 100’ Section

NE Corner Near
Stair No. €

W. Wall Near
Unit 1/Unit 2
Airlock

W. Wall Near
Stair No. 2

Box (Extra Hose)
Near Hose Reel
2HR-226
(1) 200’ Section
NE Corner Next
To Elevator

SE Corner Near
RCIC Equip. Hatch

W. Wall Near
Airlock 366

NE Corner Near
Stair No. 2

SE Cormer near
Stair No. S

Box (Extra Hose)
Near Hose Reel
2HR-240

(1) 100’ Section

- Hose
Room/Area/El. Rack No.
=R18 -
-R14 -~ 2BR-224
475-R17-253 2HR-225
=R13- 2HR-226
-R13-
“R14-217 2HR-233
370-R18-217 HR-232
- 370-R17-217 HR-234
370-R13-2317 HR-235
279-R18-201 2HR-240
79-R18-201

TABLE 3 - UNIT 2

Station
Number

217
39

14

12

Page 11 of 12
MTM : emm

Properly
Equipped
-6.3.12
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FIRE HOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION
ABLE - IT.2
. Properly
Hose Station Equipped
LOCATION : Room/Area/El., Rack No, Number 6.3.1
Reactor Enclosure: '
NE Corner Near . 201
Stair No. € 279-R14-201 2HR-241 15
W. Wall Near ' 201
RECW Hatch 4-R17~ 2HR-242 10
201
NW Corner Near 284-R13-201 2HR-243 9
RECW Pumps
By Stairwell
SE Corner . 177
Bottom of Stairwell 178-R18-177 2HR-252 11
NE Corner 1717
By Elevator 186-R14-177 2HR-253 13
. ’ p v i
NW Cornmer 182-R13-3177 2HR-236 9

' | EXHIBIT_ 1
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ldenuﬁed merns§Nas to me as investigators of the Clalms-séwritv Division, PECO

Energy Company.

currently reside with my i 7 <

1 was employed by PECO Enargy (or —_ ) on /«P‘
and currenty work as( e 45,;4._:, at Zmou e Géleperws ff—vr-d .

7

My payroll number is_
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SURVEILLANCE TEST Flotrr i = SOFLY
NIt Gaanite oﬁ;,f

4 prRE HOSE STATION VISUAL TNSPECTION

ST-7-022-951-0

.OR- Initiacing Events: 1. Reason,

Test Freqt;_ﬂbnthly 2 MR No .
. c—_______-,'

‘ | Tech. spec.:4.7.6.5..2

TEST RESULTS:
A. all Astecisked(*) Steps Completed
(Sign/Date)

performed By:

Reviewed By: ;
(IRM Mgr. or Designee) (Sign/Date) @

d(+) Steps 'res:-nesﬁlcs_msmszmn,;_ SRR

B. One or More Asteriske

performed BYy: (Sign/Date)
Informed of Test Results . ,1
(CO or RO) (sign/Date) N

: (Time) - o
shift Supervision£ (Sign/Date)

Corrective Action: A/R No.:

Initiated By: (Sign/Date)
person 'No.t:l.fied:‘ (Kame)
Date/Time Notified: (Date/Time)

{Sign)

Notified By:

T .

-¢ any entTy is made in Additional Action/Test Commernts section,

heya

person Taking ipnitial enzry siga nsXe.

.Sigu/oate: _____T— :
pAGE_&/_OF D/ PAGE(S)
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ZURPOSE ’ "uif;i;
To verity oﬁerability of accessible fire hose stations by visual.
inspection to assure all required equipment is present. T

NX.F.P.A. 1962: Standard for the Care, Use and Maintenance of
Tive Hose Including Connections and Nozzles.

1GS Fire Protection evaluation Report

¥-22, P&ID - Fire Protection

z ‘ N

sC & pfocedural step cannot be completed

.

2% any other difficulty is encountered during this test,

L X3

ZEEN make a comment in the Additional Action/Test Comments

ssction.

IZ 2 step denoted as a Tech. Spec. Requirement marked with an
asterisk (*) cannot be successfully completed, :
TEEN notify Shift Supervision jimmediately.

no2f step marked SO in left-hand margin of body of procedure
ire a signcff on Table 1(2,3).

PAGE_ 2 OF D! PAGE(S)
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6.0 PROCEDURE
NOTE: Ie is the responsibility of the person or persons perfdrming~}
this test to ensure al) blanks are ;mmlx.and gempletely .. !
filled in. )
6.1 FIRE HOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION
soO 6.1.1 Verify designated hose station is
- equipped with fire hose
AND nozzle. : ’
! a. If 2 hose station is inaccessible
i pecause of ALARA concerns, mark station.
! A.C. A.C. does not fail this test.
b. Verify all station camponenté'presenﬁ.
6.1.2 Replace protective hose reel cover (if:
applicable). , : o
7.0 RETURN TO NORMAL S L A,
. . . . - ..-..'l."_:’-
1 7.1 None. . ' ‘ : ?'ift
8.0 ACCEPTANCE CRITERIA :
8.1 All accessible hose stations on Tables 1(2,3) .
are completed satisfactorily. - :
NOTE: At test completion, ensure cover sheet is correctly and
filled in.
NOTE: 1¢ any entry is made in this section, sign/date cover sheet
under Additional Accion/Test Comments.
ADDITIONAL ACTION/TEST COMMENTS:
1BIT

PAGE OF PAGE(S)
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51-0, Rev. 10 ..
“Page 4 of 12 -
MIM: emm

EIRE HOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION
TABLE 1 - COMMON

NOTE: Extra hose placed in a box listed after any given hoée
' station on tables 1, 2, or 3 is considered parc of the
preceding hose station. :

Properly
Hose  Station Equipped
LOCATION Room/Area/Fl. Rack No. Bumber £.3.1

Stairwell NW A 350 i ]
Corner _704-A8-350 1ER-141 5 - {*)

) ! \

cairwell, : a2 g

Outside SGTS Rm. _625-A8-332 1HR-140 4 S
Box (Extra Hose) ' .
Near Hose Reel .- .
1HR-140 (1) as2 . o
200’ Section _535;33;133 4 : %)
Stairwell . ;
Outside Fan . 304 -
Room -AE-304 1HR-3103 1 . | (%)

P i "
erairwell, i
osutside Aux. 282 |
Eguip. Rm. _516-p8-282 1ER-130 7 o -"W
Sr-airwell, : !
Jucside Cable 254 i) ;
Spreading Room _402-78-254 1HR-250 9 . ..(')i
uniz 2 Static 254 | ! )

overter Rm. _453-p8-254  2HR-25C E el ey
V1. Side Wall

Jutside 4Kv = !
Switchgear & 239 ' Ti ;
Zattery Rm. 434 447-T3-239 _AER-232 i3 (e
= 1 1
2ox ‘Extra Hose) , _ C L e \
Nzay Hose Reel -
IHR-233 1% £3s Per ,
2% Ractien -T3-239 3 e :{*?‘

s e 3
A v

epr_(p Ve
PAGE OF. PAGE(S)H1 ¢ .
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LOCATION
Control Enclosule:

. Side Wall
outside 4 Kv
Switchgear &
Battery Rm. 454

Corridor 448
SW Side of 4Kv
Swgr & Battery Rms

Box (Extra Hose)
Near Hose Reel
1HR-124 .
(1) 100’ Section
Corridor 466

SE Side of 4Kv
Swgr & Battery Rms

Jurside 12Xv
Swgr Room

Cutside 13 Kv
Swgr Room

Corridor 263, wall
W. Side of 258A
Concrol Enclosure

corridor 277, wal:
€. Side of 282A
Concrol Enclosure
wali, Corricor
184

Wall, Corridor

! e X VY]
'.'"".!1:".’ ‘vt
R SRV

i ‘.

TABLE 1 - COMMON
Hose
Room/Area/El. Rack No.
465-T3-239

o,

p.7-022-951-0, Rev. 10-.

-

pPage S of 12- 3,
MTM: emm-. - 5 72ag

Properly.

Station

Equipped

£.3.1

e
PAGE OF
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. S ' - ST g -022-951-0, Rev. 20 =
' ' page 6 of 12 -,
MTM:emm -
R E_STA
TABLE 2 - COMMON
' Properly
‘ Hose Staticn Equipped
LOCATION xg_quAmaLEL Rack No, Number £.3.12
NW Corner as2 _,-;;_f-
Refuel Floor 700-R11-352 1HR-202 4 S

SW Corner . . - 382 ‘

. A R I : .
e a s b e St Emrre s S wre roamse it st bbb o ws mesias et t arma e me am bt

Refuel Floor 200-R15-352  1HR-201. s - L
South Side of : : : » i
Laydown Area , : as2 :
200-R16-352 1HR-204 8 -3

South Side of as2 b
Laydown Area 200-R17-352 2HR-204 g A i
SE Corner : 352 :
Refuel Floor 200-R168-352 2HE-201 12 :
S

NE Corner ' 352 -
Refuel Floor 200-R14-352 2BR-202 i3 :
North Side as2 .
Spent Fuel Pool 200-R13-352 2HR-203 . 18 :
North Side . ' 352
Spent Fuel Pool 700- - 3KR-203 . 1° ’

XHIBIT
PAGE_Y OF O/ PAGE(S)



LOCATION

RERS Fan Area
SW Corner

Box (Extra Hose)
Nezr Hose Reel
i8Rk-207

2y 100’ Section

Laydown Area 601
NW Corner
3y Zlevator

Corner Near
f:el floor
=xhaust Fan

W(n

Zox 'Extra Eose:
Near Hose Reel
“Ex-20¢

i} 200’ Section

N Torasr Near
--224 woad Center

Jorr.dor 50¢
MW Torner

Hose

Station

Room/Area/El. Rack No., Number

613:R15-331
605-R15-313
605-R15:313
601-R11-313
605-R16-313
£02-R12-313

all
1

313
3

PAGE //)_

ST-7 022 951 O.

Re#.‘

Page 7 of 12"

o

MIM:emm
Properly  .%.°
Equipped
~£.3.1

: ;(c) Tk
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" )'f

By e v T ettt F o
: TpL et

West Wall Near
CRD Repair Area

NW Corner Next
To Elevator

Box (Extra Hose)
Near Hose Reel
1HER-224

(1) 100’ Section

SE Corner Near
Drywell Personnel
Lock

Box (Extra Hose)
Near Kose Reel
1KER-225

(1} 100’ Section

£. Wall Near
Tip Machines

W. Wall Near
#PCI Equip. Hatch

NW Corner Next
To Elevator

E. Wall Near
Equip. Airlock

NE Corner Near
MCC D124-K-G at
Stairwsil

W. Wwalli Near
¥CT DI34-R-H

ST- 7 022 951 =0,.'Rev..
" Page .8 -Of. 12

MTM: emm zE

TABLE 2 = UNIT 1

Properly
Equipped °
~6.3.1

Eose S:ation
Wmmi
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Page 9 of. 12

MIM: emm
mg_m_ﬁibﬂﬂ&lﬁﬂmﬂﬁm .
TABLE 2 - UNIT 2
Properly
Hose Station Equipped
LOCATION Room/Area/El. Rack No. Number 6.3.1
Box (Extra Hose) .
Near Hose Reel - -
1ER-240 201 :
12) 100’ Section 200-R15-20] s ' - . ;’,é,(*‘)
NW Corner Next 201 ~li .
To Elevator 200-R11-202 1HR-241" - 2. - ()
E. Wall Near RECW N 201 . . 5
Heat Exchanger 207-R16-200  1HR=242 7 : &(*) B
NE Coraner Near RECW , 201 T H
Pumps at Stairwell 207-R12-202 1ER-243 8 e L L -
SW Corner Bottom : » ' 177 : .
of Stairwell 103-R15-277 1HR-252 . 4 . *} N -
NW Corner | 127 I A
By Elevator is = 1ER-253 2 - it '
!
NE Corner i1l 'i .
At Stairwell 115-R12-177 1ER-142 6 - t)
' : i
EXHIBIT

PAGE

OF PAGE(S)
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Box (Extra Hose)
2ER-223
(1) 100‘ Section

W. Wall Near
Unit 1/Unit 2
airlock

W. Wall Near
stair No. >

Box (Extra Hose)
Near Hose Reel
{1) 100’ Section

NE Corner Next
<o Elevator

SE Corner Near

RCIC Equip. Hatch

W.‘Wall Near
irlock 366

Stair No. 2

SE Corner near
stair No.

3ox (Extra Hose)
Near Hose Reel
2HR-240

3. :00° Section

L CiLr
Folaee ey
N r

.ﬁ,ﬁﬂ?ﬂ@gyv‘?ui-_.

' §7-7-022-95

KHose Stat jon
Room/Area/El.  Rack No. scati

— 13
2HR:-224 253
475-R14-253 e -

B 2HR-225 52

279 - .20 - .

1;0, ggv;'i°.j.“.
Page 11 of 12 " .
| MTM: emm-
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Propefly ‘
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ST-7-022-951-0,

Rev. 10

Page ‘12 of 12

EIRE HOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION

N2 Corner Near
Stair No. €

W. Wall Near
RECW Hatch

NW Corner Near
RECW Pumps
By Stairwell

£ Corner .
Sottom of Stairwell

Nz Cerner
2y Elevator

NW Corner

IABLE 2 - UNIT 2

MTM: emm

Properiy
Hose Station Equipped

i
!
'
t.
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:
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PURPOSE :

To verifv operability of accessibie fire hose st tions by visual
inspection to assure ali required egquipment 1S present. e

£.2.A. 1962: “Standard fcr cthe Care, Use and Maintenance of
ro Hose Including Connections and Vozzies. .

1,GS Fire Protection evaluation RepecIt

M-22, P&ID - Fire Procection

TEST EQUIPMENT

None . )

PRECAUTIONS & LIMITATJONS .

iF a procedural step cannct be ccmpieted
OR any other aifficulty is encountered during this test,
T8 = -~omment in the Additioral Acticn/%T2st -omments

THIN make 2 :
secrion. b
et

e marked with an

IF a step deroted as a Tech. Sp2c. Requirenme

scerisk {v. cannot be successIuliy complietagd, >
~HIN notity Shi:T Supervision immediacely. “
Signoff step markad SO in ieft-hand margin of body of procedure

reguire a signefl on Table 2 2.2 .

e X,

IS



e .
.73 _
‘I ST-7-022-951-0, Rev. 10
' page 3 of 12
] MTM:emm
v +.: TROCEDUES
'}: NCTE: Ic if cha responsibility of the person oOr persons performing
: shigz zTast to ensure ail clanks are correctly and ’
: s:lls6€ in.
. ~-.2 TFCRE HCE:Z STATION VISUA INSPECTION
P = S verify designated hose station is .
S 2guipped with £ire hQse
. AND nozzis.
e s. ¢ a nose station if inaccessible
L pecause of ALARA COnNCeIms, mark station
i A.Z. A.C. does not fail this test.
. 5. verify all station components present.
£.1.2 re

otective hose reel cover (if
i

" - -
g .2 Ncne.
. . e o ———
s s, . pICEETANGE CRITER:A i
..: - v 1{
- b4 - - -z -~ e e M- p
E Al_ accessitli. nose s-ations nNn mables 1(2,32i |
- - - - - - - - - <"
=vs zcmpleted sacisfacTorily.

e » wEme gt

P L P o m e e & -

s o smmreSme

aA- -esT completien, snsure cover sheet is gorrectly and
compisseny zilied im.

s section, sign/date cover sheel
¢ Comments.

Y 71— —-om —:S:




gxtra hose placed in a box listed after any given hose
scation on tables 1, 2, OT 3 is considered part of the
preceding hose station.

. Properly
Hose Station Equipped
W-mm

S:airweil NW 350
Corner _704-A8-350 1ER-141 s

Stajirwell, . 332
Outside SGTS Rm. _625-p8-332 1HR-140 4

Box (Extra Hose)

Near Hose Reel

1HR-140 (1)

100°* Section 625-A8-332

Stairwell
Outside Fan
Room.
cairwell,
Outside Aux.
Equip. Rm.

Stairwell,

Qutside Cable

Spreading Room 1ER-250
yn::t 2 Static )

. Inverter Rm. 453-A8-254 2ER-250

W. Side Wali
Outside 4Kv
Switchgear &

Battery Rm. 434 447-T3-2239 18R-251

Box (Extra Hose)
Near Hose Reel

2= _96% (1}

X 0 -4
.t jod i eit]

T
PAGE OF




_ ' ' Hose Station
ivie g Room/Area/El.  Back No. Number

g. Side Wall
outside 4 Xv

switchgear & : 239
ctery Rm. 454 -T3-22 2HR-251 . 28
corridor 448 ' :

sw Side of 4Kv 239
swgr & Battery Rms _448-T7-239 1ER-124 - 18

Box (Extra Hose)
Near Hose Reel .
1ER-124 239

11) 100° Se;:ion -T7- 18 -
Corridor 466

€z Side of 4Kv : : 238
Swgr & Battery Rms _466-T9-239 2ER-122 26
outside 13KV A 2172
Swgr Room 338-Ti- 1HR-116 8
cutside 13 Kv - 217
Swgr ROOM _346-TS-2317 2KR-116 S3
Corridor 265, wall

. Side of 258BA ‘ 200
rantyol Enclosure. _zﬁﬁ;xz;zgg 1HR-120 2

corridor 277, wall
z. Side of 263A
~sntrol Enclosure 77-T9- 2HE-120

ST.7-022:95 0
: % " page 5 of 12 £
. P4

f-'a, : REVL

:_em

. Properly

Equipped
_6.3.3




e VA
1' 6 ».” Re
page €6 ©

- MTM

o M

Nw Corner
Refuel Floor

sw Corner
Refuel Floor

South Side of
Iaydown Area

south Side of
Laydown Area

SE Corner
refuel Floor

NE Ccrner

refuel Floor

North Side _ : . -
Spent Fuel Pool 200-R13-352 2HR-202 o : e
North Side as2 i e
Spert Fuel Pool - -3 1HR-203 1e R {+)




LOCATION
Reactor EnclosSure:

sW Cormer

RERS Fan Area
W Corner

Box (Extra Hose)
Near Hose Reel
1HR-207

{1) 100’ Section

Laydown Area €01
Nw Corner
By Elevator

SE Corner Near
Refuel floor
Exhaust Fan

sox {Excra Hose)
Near Hose Reel
13%R-20%

r=} 100’ Section

Corner Near
<+ Load Center

£ lorner
e

ar Hatchway

: sr-v ozz 951-o~'nev.
. Page 7 of 12
MTM:emm:

Properly
pped




Wesz Wall Near
CRC Repair Are2

NW Cornmer Next
To Elevator

Box (Extra Hose)
Near EHose Reel
1HR-224

(1) 100’ Sectiocn

SE Corner Near
Drywell Personnel
Lock

Box (Extra Eose)
Near Hose Reel
THR-228

.1) 200’ Section

E. Wall Near
Tip Machines

¥. Wali Near
pipiiagy

el qu-p Hatch

NW Cormer Next
To Elevator

£. Wall Near
Eguip. Airlock

NE Corner Near
~MCC D124-R-G ac
cairwell

w. Wall Near

porme ma g ‘R'”

22-951-0,. Rev

BT T+ 0
' MTM: emm’;

) Properly
Bose Station "Equipped
Number

Page 8 of 12 ;"'“.

253
402A-R16-253  1HR-223 4
| 253
402-R11-253 ., 1HR-22¢ - 2
253
402-R311-253 2 -
402-R16-253  1HR-225 6 =) :
402-R16-253 6 )
1
253
~n o -3 ]E-ZZE 7 (*)
.21
-Ri5- 1HR-232 30 - (*)
212 :
204-R11-217 29 .
212
304-R16-2217 a3




ZOCATION

Reactor Enclosure;
zox (Extra Hose)
Near Hose Reel

1ER-240
.1 100’ Section

NW Corner Next
To Elevator

E. Wall Near RECW
Heat Exchanger

NE Corner Near RECW
Pumps atc Stairwell

SW Corner Bottom
of Stairwell

Nw Corner
By Elevator

NE Corner
At Stairwell

EggmLA::aLElL Rack No,

207-R12-201
103-R15-177
111-R11-177

115-R12-177

Hose

£7 vvf¥¥q? {f

'
'l

Station

g ok R B B B

ST 7 022 951-0. Rev..

“page 9 of 12 o
Dﬂ?lemm

properly
Equipped
- -

(+)

« e—u—

i (*)

(%)

(*)

e s




Reactor Enclosure:

St Cernier
Az Steirwell

RERS Fan Area
SE Corner

Box (Extra Hose)
Near Eose Reel
Z28R-207

{1) 100’ Section

SW Corner Near
Refue: Fioor -
Exhaust Fan

Duct

Laydown Area
Nz Ccraer

NW Ccrner Near
cad CTenter

Larridor 580

Nz Corner
Corridor 560

St Corner

SLC Pump Area
SW Ccrner

NW Corner

S Zcrner Near
JED Mains. Room

Room/Area/El.

22- - .

.ﬁﬂl'glg'ila

641-R18-313

Hose .
Rack No,

2HR:-205

Station

Properly
-Equipped
_£.3.1

_ v.. 10
Page 10 of 120 -

semm. .
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i | - T gD-7-022-951-0,7 Rev. 1077
. .. . .page‘'1l. of 12 " :
: : MIM:emm . °
EIEE_HQSE_5IBIIQH.!I&HBL_IEEEESIIQH
Properly
, Hose Station - Eguipped |

LOCATION _ Room/Area/Fl. Rack Fo. pumber '
Box {Extra Hose) )
‘Near Hose. Reel : | RO
2BR-223 253 P
(1) 100’ Section 475-R18-253 ‘ 13 ot
NE Corner Near ' 253 ’
Stair No. 6 . 475-R14-253 2HR-224 - 15,
W. Wall Near o
Unit 1/Unit 2 ‘ : - 283
"Airlock 475-R17-253 2HR-225 10
W. Wall Near 253
Stair No. 2 475-R13-253 2HR-226 - 9 .
Box (Extra Hose)
Near Hose Reel ' ‘ T
2HR'226 m ; '.':.. .
{1} 200’ Section 475-R13-253 -] - (%) Lo
NE Corner Next - 217 ? -
To Elevator -R14-217 2HR-233 44 - L (*) e
SE Corner Near . 237 ; , .
RCIC Equip. Hatch 370-R18-217 2HR-232 - (*) .
W. Wall Near . o )
Airlock 366 - -217 2KR-234
NE Corner Near ,
Stair No. 2 70- -237 R-223

SE Corner near

stair No. § 75-R1E-20;: 2KER-240

Box {Extra Hose)

Near Hose Reel

JER-240

3% 100° Section 7c- =203




Hose

NE Coraer Near

W. Wall Near
RECW Hatch

NW Cormer Near
RECW Pumps
By Stairwell

SE Cormer

Nz Coraer
Sy Elevator 186-R14-177 2HR-253

: Cozner ‘2HR-236

Stair No. 6 279-R14-201 2ER-241

Bortom of Stairwell 178-R16-177 2HR-252

) Station
LCCATION MMM

18

oi oR &R

Propexly
Equipped

—
-
—

b

1BIT .
PAGEQZOFQL PAGE(S)
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R ;-_;;% PECO ENERGY COMPANY

L Vehitey = LIMERICK GENERATING STATION

é:/’ SURVEILLANCE TEST

ST-7-022-951-0 7 EIRE HOSE STATION AL INSP N

Test Freq.: Monthly -OR- Initiating Events: 1. Reason Y :

| Tech. Spec.:4.7.6.5..2 : 2. A/R No.

TEST RESULTS:

A. 211 Asterisked(*) Steps Completed §2 s 'i76;
Performed By: : (Sign/Date)l ' ;‘74&{
Reviewed By: . i - -~
(IRM Mgr. or Designee) (Sign/Date ) N @4?1&15

R ' PRI ' ;o

B. One or More Asterisked(*) Steps Test Resulte UNSATISEACTORY.
Performed By: ; (Sign/Date)

Informed of Test Results
(CO or RO) (Ssign/Date)
(Time)
shift Supervision: (Sign/Date)
Corrective Action: A/R No.:
Initiated By: (sign/Date)
IMMEDlA£EL!LEQIIEI_§EﬂlQE.BLAEI.&EAEE_MEMEEE )
Person Notified: (Name)
Date/Time Notified: (Date/Time)
Notified By: (sign)
DITIONAL N/TEST COMM :

ST-7-022-951-0, Rev. 10
. page 1 of 12

If any entry is made in Additional Action/Test Comments section,
person making initial entry sign here.

,(Sign/Date)

v\\/ : | PAGE%FQL PAGE(S)




| ST-7-022-951-0, Rev. 10
: Page 2 of 12
MTM: emm

1.0 PURPOSE

To verify operability of accessible fire hose stations by visual
inspection to assure all required equipment is present.

2.0 EFERENCES

2.1 N.F.P.A. 1962: Standard for the Care, Use and Maintenance of
Fire Hose Including Connections and Nozzles.

2.2 LGS Fire Protection evaluation Report

2.3 M-22, P&ID - Fire Protection

3.0 TEST EQUIPMENT
None
4.0 E NS L NS

4.1 JIF a procedural step cannot be completed
OR any other difficulty is encountered during this test,
THEN make a comment in the Additional Action/Test Comments
section.

2.2 IF a step denoted as a Tech. Spec. Requirement marked with an
asterisk (*) cannot be successfully completed,
THEN notify Shift Supervision immediately.

4.3 Signoff step marked SO in left-hand margin of body of procedure
require & signoff on Table 1(2,3).

5.0 ERE SITES

| 5.1 None.

EXHIBIT 4%

- PAGE /Y] ORSY/ _PAGE(S)



ST-7-022-951-0, Rev. 10
: Page 3 of 12

MTM: emm
6.0 PROCEDURE
]
NOTE: It is the responsibility of the person or persons performing
this test to ensure all blanks are correctly and
filled in.
6.1 FIRE HOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION
SO 6.1.1 Verify designated hose station is
equipped with fire hose
AND nozzle.
a. If a hose station is inaccessible
because of ALARA concerns, mark station
A.C. A.C. does not fail this test.
b. Verify all station componente present.
6.1.2 Replace protective hose reel cover (if
applicable).
7.0 RETURN TO NORMAL
7.1 None.
8.0 CCEPTANCE CRITERIA
8.1 All accessible hose stations on Tables 1(2,3)
are completed satisfactorily.
NOTE: At test completion, ensure cover sheet is correctly and
completely filled in.
NOTE: If any entry is made in this section, sign/date cover sheet

under Additional Action/Test Comments.
ADDITIONAL ACTION/TEST COMMENTS :

IBIT ‘;é
N PAGE@LOFQL PAGE(S)



ST-7-022-951-0, Rev. 10
Page 4 of 12

MTHM: emm
E_H STATION V NSPE N : -
TABLE 1 - COMMON
NOTE: Extra hose piaced in a box listed after any given hose
station on tables 1, 2, or 3 is considered part of the
preceding hose station.
) Properly
Hose Station Equipped
LOCATION Room/Area/El. Rack No, Number 6.3.1
Control Enclosure:
-
Stairwell NW ‘ 350 rf’ T
Corner | -AB- 1HR-141 5 (%)
Stairwell, 332 .
Outside SGTS Rm. 625-A8-332 1HR-140 4 o (%)
Box (Extra Hose) e ! .
Near Hose Reel T fae
1HR-140 (1) 332 :
100’ Section -A8-332 4 (%)
Stairwell ;
Outside Fan 304
Room -A8-304 1HR-103 1 (¥}
Stairwell, . F
Outside Aux. : 283 | :
Equip. Rm. S510-A8-280 1HR-130 7 ; (%)
Stairwell, - :
Ooutside Cable 254 3
Spreading Room -AB- 1HR-250 S (%)
Unit 2 Static 254 a
Inverter Rm. -A8-254 2HR-250 8 e _{*)
W. Side Wall .
Outside 4Kv
Switchgear & 239
Battery Rm. 434 447-T3-239 _1HR-251 13
Box (Extra Hose) A
Near Hose Reel
1HR-251 (1) _ 239 : :
100° Section 47-T3-2 13 )
EXHIBIT Cé
PAGE.2/ ORS/ PAGE(S)



LOCATION

nt En

E. Side Wall
Outside 4 Kv
Switchgear &
Battery Rm. 454

Corridor 4468
SW Side of 4Kv
Swgr & Battery Rms

Box (Extra Hose)
Near Hose Reel
1HR-124" -
(1) 100’ Section

Corridor 466
SE Side of 4Kv
Swgr & Battery Rms

Outside 13Kv
Swgr Room

outside 13 Kv
Swgr Room

Corridor 265, wall
W. Side of 258A
Control Enclosure

Corridor 277, wall
E. Side of 263A
Control Enclosure

'Wall, Corridor
164

Wall, Corridor
166

ST 7-022-951-0, Rev.. 10

RE SE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION

TABLE 1 - COMMON

Hose

Station

Page 5 of 12
MTM: emm

Properly
Equipped

Room/Area/El, Rack No, Number  _6.3.1

465-T3-239

2HR-231

28

18

18

26

PAGE,

T
§

Sl ——t—i ——— ——

;I;__

*)

(%)

(%)

L (*)

(%)

IT 7@
OF~2/_PAGE(S)



TION

NW Corner
Refuel Floor

SW Corner
Refuel Floor

South Side of
Laydown Area

South Side of
Laydown Area

SE Corner
Refuel Floor

NE Corner
Refuel Floor

North Side
Spent Fuel Pool

North Side
Spent Fuel Pool

FIRE HOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION

TABLE 1 - COMMON
} Hose
goom[ggea[El,

700-R16-352

700-R17-352

700-R18-352

ST-7-022-951-0, Rev. 10

Station
Rack No. RNumber

Page 6 of 12
MTM: emm

Properly
Equipped
£$.3.1

(%)
)
I L
(%)
L)
¢_ (%)
t L)

-é'llBlT

PAGE-9%) oF 5/ _paGE(S)



ST-7-022-951-0, Rev. 10
‘ Page 7 of 12

MTM: emm
E S TION VI NSP N
TABLE 1 - COMMON
Properly
» Hose Station  Equipped
LOCATION Room/Area/El. Rack No, Number 6,3.1
Reactor Enclosure:
331
SW Corner 613-R15-331 1HR-205 1
RERS Fan Area . ) ' 313 ;
SW Corner ' -R15- 1HR-207 3 L(¢%)

Box (Extra Hose)
Near Hose Reel

1HR-207 313 :

(1) 100’ Section -Ri6- ’ 3 - (%)

Laydown Area 601 . ' : 'm__'f

NW Corner 313 S | E

By Elevator 601-R11-3313 1HR-208 2 i_(*)

SE Corner Near l

Refuel floor 313

Exhaust Fan 605-R16-313 1HR-209 7 (%)
1

Box (Extra Hose)

Near Hose Reel o _ 70

1HR-209 313 :

(1) 100’ Section £605-R16-313 7 oo g ()

NE Corner Near 313 © .

D-124 Load Center 602-R12-313 A1HR-210 9 .;_thW”N*(*)

Corridor 506

NW Corner , 506-R11-283 1HR-216

Corridor 506

West Wall 506-R15-283 AHR-215

SE Corner

Near Hatchway 500-R16-283 1HR-217

NE Corner 506-R12-283 1HR-218




ST-7-022-951-0, Rev. 10

Page B8 of 12

MTM: emm
E E 'ATION V NSP N
LE N
. Properly
] Hose Station Equipped
LOCATTION _ Room/Area/El., Rack No, Number _6,3.1
eactor Enclosure;
West Wall Near 253 =
CRD Repair Area 402A-R16-253 1HR-223 4 N
NW Corner Next : 253 5
To Elevator 402-R11-253 1HR-224 2 (%)
. 3
Box (Extra Hose) ; ¢
Near Hose Reel ! M
1HR-224 253 |
(1) 100’ Section 402-R11-253 2 ; i ()
SE Corner Near ;, ' 'é
Drywell Personnel 253 | o
Lock 402-R16-253 1HR-225 6 ' '{f_(*)
Box (Extra Hose) ; “ _
Near Hose Reel : I ‘7(_,
1HR-225 | 253 Lo
(1) 100’ Section -R16- 6 E_(*)
E. Wall Near 253
Tip Machines 402-R12-253 1HR-226 7 _(%)
W. Wall Near 217
HPCI Equip. Hatch 304-R15-217 AHR-232 30 Lbe)
NW Corner Next . 27
To Elevator 304-R11-217 1HR-233 29 " (%)
E. Wall Near 217 - |
Equip. Airlock 304-R16-217 1HR-234 33 L(*)
NE Corner Near : : |
MCC D124-R-G at . 217
Stairwell 304-R12-217 1HR-235 34
W. Wall Near . | 201
MCC D134-R-H 200-R15-201 1HR-240 3

PAGE

D orS1_PAGE(S)
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¢

MTM: emm
E S TATION VI NSPECTION
' E MMON
Properly
_ Hose Station Equipped
LOCATION Room/Area/El. Rack No, RNumber _6.3,1
e n
Box (Extra Hose)
Near Hose Reel Yoo o A"
1HR-240 201 _ \
(1) 100’ Section -R15-2 5 (%)
1
NW Corner Next 201 .
To Elevator 200-R11-2031 1HR-24] 2 L(*)
E. Wall Near RECW 201
Heat Exchanger 207-R16-201 1HR-242 7 (*)
NE Corner Near RECW : 201 o
Pumps at Stairwell 207-R12-201 A1HR-243 e S H*
SW Corner Bottom ' 177
of Stairwell 103-R15-177 A1HR-252 4 (*)
NW Cormner 177
By Elevator 111-R3131-377 AHR-253 2 (*)
NE Corner ' 177
At Stairwell 115-R12-177 1HR-142 € (%)
{

BIT é%
PAGE../ OR2/ PAGE(S)
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MTM: emm
E E ATION V AL, INSPECTION
TABLE 1 - COMMON
Properly

Hose Station Equipped
LOCATION | . Room/Area/El. Rack No, Number 6,3.1
SE Corner 331 o i |
At Stairwell €52-R18-333° 2HR-205 6 e A (%)
RERS Fan Area . o 313 ‘ .;
SE Corner -R18B- 2HR-207 16 (r)
Box (Extra Hose) '
Near Hose Reel '
2HR-207 : 313 .
(1) 100’ Section 641-R18-313 16 ' (%)

. SW Corner Near S :
Refuel Floor e : .
Exhaust Fan ' 313 :79”
Duct 641-R17-313 2BR-209 12 (%)
Laydown Area "313
NE Corner -R14 - 2HR-208 17 (*)
NW Corner Near 313 )

Load Center ' €38-R13-3313 2HR-210 10 o ' (*)
Corridor 580 , 283 fqv;» R

NE Corner -R14- 2HR-216 17 . (%)
Corridor 580 ' 283 ...}

SE Corner -R18- 2HR-225 16 - (%)
SLC Pump Area 283 ,;:; :

SW Corner 574-R17-283 28BR-217 14 - i (%)
NW Corner -R13- 2HR-218

SE Corner Near
CRD Maint. Room 475-R18-253 2HR-223




| ST-7-022-951-0, Rev. 10
Page 11 of 12

MTM: emm
E SE STATION VIS NSP N
TABLE 1 - COMMON
: Properly
Hose Station Equipped
LOCATION Room/Area/El. Rack No, RNumber _6.3.1
ea En re:
Box (Extralnose) _
Near Hose Reel oA
2HR-223 : 253 oo
(1) 100’ Section 475-R18-253 . 13 {1 (%)
NE Corner Near ‘ 253 :
Stair No. € 475-R14-253 2HR-224 15 (%)
. 1
W. Wall Near ' _
Unit 1/Unit 2 253 -
Airlock -R17- 2HR-225 10 - i (%)
W. Wall Near 253 o
Stair No. 2 475-R13-253 2HR-226 9 (%)
Box (Extra Hose) , :
Near Hose Reel /] _
2HR-226 » ' 253 : :
(;) 100’ Section 475-R13-253 g (%)
NE Corner Next . 217 ¢ _
To Elevator -R14-217 2HR-233 44 _(*)
SE Corner Near 217 . o
RCIC Equip. H?tCh 370-R18-217 2HR-232 43
W. Wall Near 217
N" Airlock 366 -R17- 2HR-234 40
Corner Near 217
Stair No. 2 - -21°7 2BR-235 . 39
SE Corner near , o 201
Stair No. 5 279-R18-203 2HR-240 14
Box (Extra Hdse)
Near Hose Reel ' s et
2HR-240 201 I
(1) 100’ Section 279-R18-20] 12 )

| BIT
- PAGE%&%GE(S)
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Page 12 of 12

MTM: emm
E S ATION VISUAL INSPE N
LE -
Properly
Hose Station Equipped
LOCATION . Room/Area/E)l, Rack No., Number  _6.3.12
Reactor Enclosure:
NE Corner Near 201
Stair No. 6 279-R14-201 2HR-24] 15
W. Wall Near S 201 X
RECW Hatch 84 -R17- 2HR-242 10 L (%)
' , 201
NW Corner Near 284-R13-201 2HR-243 9 -{*)
RECW Pumps
By Stairwell 7 :
SE Cormer 177
Bottom of Stairwell 11@__12_11_1:11 2HR-252 11 (%)
: ¢
NE Corner 177 *
By Elevator -R14- 2HR-253 13 ‘_(*-)
177 -
NW Cormer 182-R13-177 2HR-236 9 J_(*)
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. ST-7-022-951-0 FIRE HOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION

DAT I VLL DSATTVUy NCV. [

obt1/io

PECO ENERGY COMPANY
LIMERICK GENERATIWG STATION
SURVEILLANCE TEST

’

‘Test Freqg.: Monthly -OR- Initiating Events: 1. Reason M

Tech. Spec.:4.7.6.5..a o 2. A/R No.Rnorzlo
TEST RESULTS: .

A.

All Asterisked{*) Steps Cbmpleted SATISFACTORILYa—

Performed By: (Sign/Date) {;n;',
Reviewed By:{IRM Mgr. or Designee) (sign/Dat-wi~;

One or More Asterisked(*) Steps Test Resulté'UNéAIiSFACTORY.

Performed By: (Sign/pate)

[ B 2

Informed of Test Results (CO or RO) (Sign/Date) .
(Time)

shift Supervision; (8ign/Date)
Corrective Action: A/R WNo.: . .
Initiated By: {Sign/Date) _

IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY SENIOR PLANT STAFF MEMBER

Person Notified: - ;_"m_m“_n;_niuame)
Date/Time Notified: ~ (Date/Time) _
Notified By: (8ign)- MR

ADDITIONAL ACTION/TEST OOHHEHTS.

If any entry is made in Additional Action/Test Comments section,
person making initial entry sign here.

(Sign/Date) ) Aﬂ

CONTROLLED COPY
VALID QLY WIS R _2C[97/0

, DATE /THRE 4£/3/9 S 200 -
WEIRD) S re—wi
“'-'"“'“chiﬁi'av'




ki

R's

3.0

4.0

4.1

5.0

| 5.1

ST-7-322-951-0, Rev. 10
Page 2 of 12
MTM:emm
PURPOSE : ] -
To verify operability of accessible fire hose stations by

visual inspection to assure all required equipment is
present. ’

REFERENCES

N.F.P.A. 1962: Standard for the Care, Use and Maintenance
of Fire Bose Including Connections and Nozzles.

LGS Fire Protection evaluation Report

M-22, P&ID - Fire Protection

TEST EQUIPMENT

None -

PRECAUTIONS & LIMITATIONS

IF a procedural step cannot be completed

OR any other difficulty is encountered during this test,
THEN make a comment in the Additional Action/Test Comments
section.

IF a step denoted as a Tech. Spec. Requirement marked with
an asterisk (*) cannot be successfully completed,
THEN notify Shift Supervision immediately.

Signoff step marked SO in left-hand margin of body of
procedure require a signoff on Table 1(2,3).

PREREQUISITES

None.

EXHIBIT

- PAGE Y/ or D/ page(s)
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MTM:emm

6.0 PROCEDURE

NOTE: It is the responsibility of the person or persons
performing this test to ensure all blanks are correctly and
completely filled in.

6.1 FIRE HOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION

80 6.1.1 Verify designated hose station is

equipped with fire hose
AND nozzle.

a. If a hose station is inaccessible
because of ALARA concerns, mark station
A.C. A.C. does not fail this test.

b. Verify all station components present.

6.1.2 Replace protective hose reel cover (if
applicable).

-

7.0 RETURN TO NORMAL

7.1 None.

8.0 ACCEPTANCE CRITERIA

8.1 All accessible hose stations on Tables 1(2,3)
are completed satisfactorily.

NOTE: At test completion, ensure cover sheet is
correctly and completely filled in.

NOTE: If any entry is made in this section, sign/daté
cover sheet under Additional Action/Test
Comments.

ADDITIONAL ACTION/TEST COMMENTS :

EXHIBIT
- PAGEX(A OFD]_PAGE(S)
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FIRE HOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION

'WOTE: Extra hose placed in a b
station on tables 1, 2,
preceding hose station.

LOCATION

Control Enclosure:

TABLE 1 - COMMON

Stairwell NW
Corner

Stdirwell,
Outside SGTS Rm.

Box (Extra Hose)
Near Hose Reel
1HR-140 (1)

100°' Section

Stairwell
Outside Fan
Room

Stairwell,
Outside Aux.

Equip. Rm.

Stairwell,
Outside Cable
Spreading Room

Unit 2 Static
Inverter Rm.

W. Side Hall
Outside 4Kv
Switchgear &
Battery Rm. 434

Box (Extra Hose)
Near Bose Reel
1BR-251 (1)

100* Section

ox listed after any given hose
or 3 is considered part of the

Properly
Hose Station Equipped
RoomlArea[El. Rack No. Number 6.3.1
| 350 - T
704-A8-350 1HR-141 5 i*)
- 332 ‘
625-A8-332 1HR-140 4 %)
332 P
625-A8-332 -4 %)
304
619-A8-304 1BR-103 1l (*)
: : 289
519-A8-289 1HR-130 7 *)
254 ;
402-A8-254 1HR-250 9 ¢ . g*)
254 T
453-A8-254 2BR-250 8 - r),
239
447-T3-239 _1HR-251 13 -
239 . |
447-T3-239 13 . 1)
1;? ''''' '—'j'

i
pace 460 orSl_pacEs)
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MTM:emm
FIRE HOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION
TABLE 1 — COMMON
Properly
Hose Station Equipped

LOCATION _ Room/Area/El.  Rack No. Number 6.3.1

Control Enclosure:

E. Side Wall
outside 4 Kv

Switchgear & . ) 239 !
Battery Rm. 454 465-T3-239  2HR-251 28 (*)
Corridor 448 . )

sw Side of 4Kv ] 239 1
Swgr & Battery Rms 448-T7-239 1BR-124" 18 %)
Box (Extfa Hose)

Near Hose Reel

1HR-124 239 s :
(1) 100*' Section 448-T7-239 - . 18 M%)

: b

Corridor 466 ‘

SE Side of 4Kv : 239

Swgr & Battery Rms 466-T79-23%9 2HR-122 26

outside 13Kv 217

Swgr Room 338-T7-217 1HR-116 (]

Outside 13 Kv 217

Swgr Room 346-T9-217 2HR-116 53

Corridor 265, wall ,

W. Side of 258A 200 -

Control Enclosure 265-T7-200 1HR-120 2

Corridor 277, wall

E. Side of 263A 200 o

Control Enclosure 277-19-200 2HR-120 14 -

Wall, Corridor ‘ 180

164 164-A8-180 1BR-121 1 -~ %)
Wall, Corridor . 180 A
166 166-A8-180 2HR-121 2 i (*)

EXHIBIT
. PAGE A4 OF S/ PAGE(S)
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FIRE HOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION
TABLE 1 - COMMON
Properly .
’ : Hose Station Equipped
LOCATION - Room/Area/El. Rack No. Number 6.3.7

Reactor Enclosure:

NW Corner 352 LIe
Refuel Floor 700-R11-352 1HR-202 4 o
SW Corner 352
Refuel Floor 700-R15-352 1HR-201 5
South Side of »
Laydown ‘Area 352
700-R16-352 1BR-204 8

South Side of 352
Laydown Area 700-R17-352 2HR-204 9
SE Corner 352
Refuel Floor 700-R18-352 2HR-201 12
NE Corner 352

" Refuel Floor 700-R14-352 2HR-202 13
North Side : 352
Spent Fuel Pool 700-R13-352 2HR-203 18
North Side o 352
Spent Fuel Pool 700-R12-352 1HR-203 19

HIBIT 5%
" PAGE L) ORI/ pagEs) -
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FIRE BOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION
TABLE 2 - UNIT 1
Properly
. Hose Station Equipped
LOCATION Room/Are~‘El. Rack No. Number 6.3.1

Reactor Enclosure:

: 331
' SW Corner  613-R15-331 +  1HR-205 1
RERS Fan Area o 313 é
™ SW Corner 605-R15-313  1HR-207 3 ?_(*)
Box (Extra Hose) - , ) %
™~ Near Hose Reel ’ : '
1HR-207 ' 313 :
(1) 100° Section 605-R15-313 3 . _(*)
Laydown Area 601 ’
AW Corner A 313 - _
By Elevator 601-R11-313 1BR-208 -2 i (%)

SE Corner HNear
* Refuel floor
Exhaust Fan 605-R16-313 1HR-209

Box (Extra Bose)

Near Hose Reel

1HR-209

(1) 100*' Section 605-R16-313

\_ NE Corner Rear .
D-124 Load Center 602-R12-313 1HR-210

Corridor 506

NW Corner 506-R11-283 1HR-216
Corridor 506 ,

West Wall 506-R15-283 1BR-215
SE Corner -
Near Hatchway S00-R16-283 1HR-217

NE Corner 506-R12-283 1HR-218
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ST-7-G422-351-0, Rev. 10
Page 8 of 12

MTM:emm
FIRE BOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION
TABLE 2 - UNIT 1
Propeily
Hose Station Equipped
LOCATION Room/Area/El. Rack No. Number 6.3.1
Reactor Enclosure:
West Wall RNear :
CRD Repair Area 402A-R16-253 1HR-223
NW cbtner Next )
To Elevator 402-R11-253 1HR-224
ﬁox {Extra Bose)
Near Hose Reel -
1HR-224 253
(1) 100°' Section 402-R11-253 2 k)
SE Corner Near =
Drywell Personnel 253 :
Lock 402-R16-253 1HR-225 6 f*)
Box (Extra Bose) |-
Rear Bose Reel ' :
1HR-225 253 %
(1) 100' Section 402-R16-253 6 ; CH*)
: ;
E. Wall: Near . 253 !
Tip Machines 402-R12-253 1BR-226 7 Q : (*)
W. Wall Near 217 o
HPCI Equip. Hatch 304-R15-217 1HR-232 30 . (*)
RW Corner Next 217
T0 Elevator 304-R11-217 1HR-233 29
E. Wall Near 217
Equip. Airlock 304-R16-217 1HR-234 33
NE Corner Rear -
MCC D124-R-G at 217
Stairwell 304-R12-217 1BR-235 34
HW. Wall Near 201
200-R15-201 3

MCC D134-R-H

1HR-240




sT-7-622-951-0, kev. 10
Page 9 of 12

MTM:emm
FIRE BEOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION
TABLE 2 - UNIT 1
Properly.
' ) Bose Station Equipped
" LOCATION Room/Area/El. Rack No. Number 6.3.1
Reactor Enclosure:
Box (Extra Bose)
Near Hose Reel : —~ .
" 1HR-240 a . 201 i)
(1) 100*' Section 200-R15-201 5 il (*)
. !.'
" NW Corner Next 201 i
To Elevator 200-R11-201 1HR-241 2 %_(*)
E. Wall Near RECW - 201
Heat Exchanger 207-R16-201 1HR-242 7 %)
NE Corner Near RECW 201 a 3
Pumps at Stairwell 207-R12-201 1HR-243 8 : i (%)
SW Corner Bottom _ 177 ,71:;/
of Stairwell 103-R15-177 1HR-252 4 L (%)
NW Corner : 177
By Elevator 111-R11-177 1BR-253 2 i (%)
NE Corner 177
At Stairwell 115-R12-177 1BR-142 6 (%)
l
EXHIBIT %?
PAGE_Y) O PAGE(S)
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s1-7-022-951-0, Rev. 10.
Page 10 cf 12

MTM: emm
FIRE HOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION
" oABLE 3 - UNIT 2
Properly
. Hose Station Eguipped
LOC; TION 4 Room/Area/El. Rack No. Number 6.3.1

Reactor Enclosure:

SE Corner s 331

At Stairwell 652-R18-331 - 2BR-205 6 :

RERS Fan Area » _ 313 '15

SE Corner 641-R18-313 2HR-207 16 (%)
Box (Extra Hose) . it
Near Hose Reel K
2BR-207 313 :

(1) 100*' Section 641-R18-313 16 (%)

SW Corner Near o

Refuel Floor S : ) (
Exhaust Fan :

Duct 641-R17-313 2HR-209 '

W
o
w

-

Laydown Area
NE Corner 638-R14-313 28R-208

NW Corner Rear
Load Center 638-R13-313 2HR-210

w w
ol
olw ~w w
o=y Ll
”» »
- L

Corridor 580 : 283

NE Corner 580-R14-283 2BER-216 17 S (%)

Corridor 580 - 283 . . \

SE Corner 580-R18-283 2HR-215 16 - s i(*)

SLC Pump Area 283 = .

SW Corner 574-R17-283 2HR-217 14 :f?“ (%)
283

NW Corner - 580-R13-283 2BR-218 11

SE Corner Near 253

CRD Maint. Room 475-R18-253 2HR-223 13

e

EXHIBIT 1%
N pace X1 _or D/ paces)
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P

LOCATION

Reactor Enclosure:

Box (Extra Hose)
Near Hose Reel
2HR-223

(1) 100°' Section

NE Corner Near
Stair No. 6

W. Wall Near
Unit 1/0nit 2
Airlock

W. Wall Near
Stair No. 2

Box (Extra Bose)
Near Hose Reel
2HR-226

(1) 100* Section

NE Corner KNextL
To Elevator

SE Corner Near
RCIC Equip. Hatch

W. Wall Near
Airlock 366

NE Corner Near
Stair No. 2

SE Corner near
Stair No. S

Box (Extra Bose)
Near Hose Reel
2HR-240

s1-7-022-951-U, Rev. 10
Page 11 of 12
MTM:emm
FIRE BOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION
" TABLE 3 - UNIT 2
Properly
. Hose Station Equipped
Room/Area/El. Rack No. Rumber 6.3.1
- 253 r B
475-R18-253 13 i (%)
- i
253
475-R14-253 2ER-224 ~15 (%)
253 ’
475-R17-253 2BR-225 10 . L (%)
475-R13-253 2HR-226 g ()
1]
O"’ C/
253
475-R13-253 9 (%)
217
370-R14-217 2BR-233 44 (%)
217 B
370-R18-217 2HR-232 43 | (%) .
217 ...... ‘ .............
370-R17-217 2HR-234 40 i (%)
217 E
370-R13-217 2HR-235 39 T E %)
201 1
279-R18-201 2HR-240 ~14
201
279-R18-201 12

(1) 100°* Section




ST-7-022-95i-0, Rev. 1i0
_ Page 12 of 12

MTM:emm
FIRE BOSE STATION VISUAL INSPECTION
TABLE 3 - UNIT 2
Properly
: , Hose Station Equipped
LOCATION Room/Area/El. Rack No. Number 6.3.1
Reactor Enclosure: ‘
NE Corner Near : . 201
° Stair No. 6 279-R14-201 2HR-241 15
W. Wall RNear | ' 201
RECW Hatch 284-R17-201 2BR-242 10
A _ 201
NW Corner Near 284-R13-201 = 2HR-243 L _(*)
RECW Pumps 1
By Stairwell
SE Corner . 177 l 7( .
Bottom of Stairwell 178-R18-177 2HR-252 11 (%)
RE Corner 177
By Elevator 186-R14-177 2HR-253 13 (%)
|
177 3
NW Corner 182-R13-177 2BR-236 9 (*)

IBIT g?z_
PAGE% OF PAGE(S)
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Intormation in this record was deleled
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ST-7-022-950-0, Rev. 4

Page 1 of
WI/0 ;“‘E 2G-95 QS0 7& %g'g/Dnglsg
Aorce o1 oce YN 0
=5
ELPHIA ELECTRIC COMPANY
DAYE VER , IMERICK GENERATING STATION .

SURVEILLANCE TEST

Test Freg.: 18 Month -OR- Initiating Events:l. Reasoneo 5% S"’Y
Tech. Spec.: 4.7.6.2.c.2 . . : .
. 4.7.6.2.c.3. . 2. MRF No.__

~ JEST RESULTS: * S - C-
A. BRll Asterisked(*) Steps Completed SA )

Performed By: (Sign/pate) 7% ‘
Performed By: - (Sign/Date)

Informed Test Complete: . o
(Sign/Date)§

(RO or CO) elaks
) (Time) 3o L2320
Reviewed By: (SSVN or STA) (Sign/Date) . QS/

One or More Asterigked(t) Steps Test Results msmmm ‘

performed By: (Sign/bate)
Informed of Test Results:
(CO or RO) (Sign/Date)
_ (Time) —
shift Supervision: - -~ - {sign/Date) .
Corrective Action: MRF No.:
. Initiated By: (Sign/Date)

TMMEDIATELY NOTIFY SENIOR PLANT STAFF MEMBER

f?erson Notified: - {Name)
Date/Time Notified: (Date/Time)
Notified By: (Sign)

ADDITIONAL ACTION/TEST COMMENTS:

If any entry is made jn additional Action/Test Comments gection,
person making initial entry sign here ' '

TASENO. 1-96-'033“

(Sign/Date)

puer_/

pace_/__OF D PAGE(S



N

2.0
2.1
2.2
2.3
2.4
2.5

4.2

8T-7-022-950-0, Rev. 4
Page 2 of §
EJB/DJO/1g

PURPOSE

To verify by visual inspection integrity of dry pipe
spray/sprinkler headers

AND uncbstructed spray patterns of each sprinkler nozzle'’s spray
area. ,

REFERENCES _

M-22, P&ID - Fire Protection

LGS Fire Protection Evaluation Report
M-49-123, PR-58, Sprinkler Drawing
M-49-116, WP-75, Sprinkler Drawing

NFPA 132, Inspection, Testing, and Maintenance of-éprinkler
Systems

TEST EOUIPMENT
None
E NS TIONS

IF a procedural step cannot be completed
OR any other difficulty is encountered during this test,

THEN make & comment in the Additional Action/Test Comments
section. ’

IF a step denoted as a Tech. Spec. Regquirement marked with an
asterisk (*) cannot be successfully completed,
THEN notify Shift Supervision immediately.

EREREQUISITES

None

exuprr__ 7
PAGEd) OF.9_ PAGE(S)



ST-7-022-950-0, Rev. 4

Page 3 of §
EJB/DJO/1g
INITIALS

6.0 PROCEDURE
NOTE: It is the résponsibility of the person Or persons perforﬁing
this test to ensure all blanks are and completely

filled in.

,6-1 SHIFT NOTIFICATION

6.1.1 Notify Control Room Operator of start
«of inspection. .
. ¢ CO
w5753
. Date/Time
' NOTE: Sprinkler drawings listed in Section 2.0 should beg used

during sprinkler inspections.

6.2 Por each sprinkler system listed in Table 1,
verify integrity of dry pipe spray/sprinkler
header by visual inspection for:

6.2.1 damaged}cracked piping
6.2.2 ' missing sprinkler heads
6.2.3 missing drain plugs
6.2.4 leaks

6.3 For each sprinkler system listed in Table 1,
verify by visual inspection each sprinkler
nozzle's spray pattern area is pot obstructed.

7.0 RETURN TO NORMAL
7.1 Inform CO test is complete.

8.0 ACCEPTANCE CRITERIA

8.1 See e;eps'onATable 1 with asterisk(*).

EXHIBIT 7
PAGE ,iO;ZP—AGE(S) |

+ 11 1 1 !
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ST-7-022-950-0, Rev. 4

Page 4 of 5
EJB/DJO/lg
INITIALS
NOTE: At test completion, ensure cover sheet is gorrectly and
completely filled in. .
NOTE:

under Additional Action/Test Comments.

ADDITIONAL ACTION/TEST COMMENTS :

If any entry is made in this section, sign/date cover sheet

extipm__ 7
PAGE. 4 OF.5 PAGE(S
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* sprinkler

WP-75
(*)

PR-58

ST-7-022-950-0, Rev. 4§
Page 5 of §
EJB/DJO/1g

_ ' Spray
. Integrity Pattern Area

Verified Unobstructed
_Dea:up_tio.as. ngg.uma : :
Cahle Spreading, 449-AB 254

Room, Rms 449 & 450-A87254
450 - '

Wet Sprinkler

System

(0,8, ¥

Valve 1155) Stair #7-254

Control Structure 619-A8-304
Fan Room,
Room 619,
Pre-action
Sprinkler
System
- (0,8,& Y
Valve 1156) Stair #7-304

(*)

EXHIBIT 7
PAGE 0F_5_ PAGE(S)




EXHIBIT 11

taformation in this record was deleted
in accordance with the Freedom of Information

Act, exemptions
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INTERVIEH'REPORT 7 C/

_Thursday, January 23, 19978 L A

.Site Support Services, PECD, located at LimericK Generating Station
(LGS), Sanatoga, Pennsylvania, was interviewed by Kristin L. Monroe, . Special ,
Agent, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC), Office of Investigations C
(OI). Region I, King of Prussia, Pennsylvania, beginning at approximately -
11:10 a.m. The interview took place at the PECO Security Office, LGS.

was interviewed 'regar n irregularity in tion of a surveillance test
%h%']c was conducted b, in August 1995. stated substantially as
ollows: ’ .

. . s A 3
S v2s borr onlall i e i s social
security number TN . o : a el LT 7€

. aiy ephoti 1 L
s Foceive anical Engineering Technology
Pennsylvani agree 1n General
~ Engineering ip May 1008 o PR has been emploved b
PECO since Syuiie. : B A
since December : ' :
Manager from May or

"alme 1995 unti1 Decenber 1995.
as given the opportunity to review the sta that he previded to
CO security on August 20, 1996 (Attachment 1) confirmed that he did
- provide the statement to PECO, .and that it was accurate. - '

The irregularity in the August 1995 sur nce test thatfiiiFh ucted — .
was identified via an investigation of a member ozw 7C
group. PECO had received an allegation had falsified a

surveillance test in July 1995. As a result of that allegation, 18 months of

surveillance tests were compared to 18 months of zone traces for the Fire ‘
Protection group. : -

AGENT*S NGT&* reviewed ST-7-022-952-0, “Fire Hose Station Refuel
Inspection,” and confirmed that was the surveillance te that had been C
identified as having an irregularity (Attachment 2). iterated 7

. how he conducted the surveﬂ%anoe test in August 1995. s testimony

did not conflict with the testimony that he provided to PECO Security on
August 20, 1996.

Following his August 20, 1996, interview with PECO Security.m
there had to be an explanation for the fact that the zone tr

that
id not__
reflect him in the protegted area when he did the surveilla . i
started to remember prob at had he had encountered wit
NS LGS, when they had done survei1Tance 7C

test. " ) . ... =t 1 3 - !.:J.;‘J A_. . : Ay l'.!b.;)! h.- -"-K R »-'-!q‘?:; test
on a'weekend. ent to :

7 C

LGS, and asked:him to run a ZBrE ITaCe tor twosto three days prior to

23, '1995. #-explained to IR that he thought that he a 3
N Y IR GS, had performed the survéiliance tes

on @ weekend, and the zone trace would show he was in the cted area on

the weekend. : did the zone test and confirmed that had been in

- Ve
‘ L Exmsnélg__ ¢
USEN. 1-96-083 . - . paGE_/_OFH PAGE(S)
!

. .

. N 1 " 1 1



the protected area on Saturday, August 19, 1995 (Attachment 3).

2@ advised that he anciIR od the LGS Unit 1 po
surveillance test, and thaUg S et S
had performed the LGS Unit 2 portion of the surveillance test.

In response to questions from bl. - said that he made a mistake,. but he
did not "blatantly not perform the test.”

pe did fail jmmediately and
ly document the date and.time that he had called
. 4 LGS, to begin the surveillance test. also failed to.

and-properly document on the surveillance test tbe date that he 7 C
. and had done the test. id not return to PECO Security and
1ain what ‘happened, because he did not know if he was “allowed to.” Had
known that he could have returned to PECO Security, he would-habe.
Instead, he relied explain to PECO Security what had happened.

The interview was o_oncluded on or about 12:30 p.m.
' Repor;ted y:

rtion of the
3 |Bechtel, LGS, 7Q

Kristin L. Monroe, Sbecia'l AgEnt

Office of Investigations =~ -
Field Office, Region I -

Attachments: } ' oY

L o S oor ety g
. A copy of “ST1-7-022-952-0, se Station Refuel Ins on.*
3. B -

PECO Security zone trace for dated October 22 1

* ' - Q g'x; i

-4 |
Case No. 1-96-033 | 2 C-

' | e PAGE QJ_ OF A PAGE(S)
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//nuo_g_- Clugeprine ﬁ?,:;:rJ

%a«:r 29 195¢

make the following voluntary statement to

who have identified

| was born on

1 was employed by PECO Enargy (or ___ - )on ’-/M"’ €
and currently work 886 éf_}./g &ﬁn éf-«ﬁ éﬂw&@%ﬁvﬁ S7trren].
My payroll number ism_. . '

s -
4’ TS Lok L Wl LELs Sitmon) oty of fw&t’t@toﬂwc\f

$ ; :
Fesr 5’7"- 7-022 - i‘rz-o ﬁ:« Hose Srasrras Aarvge Lonsslécriod "

SRt ow r/zz/rr Ao :/u/f.r B ctron Z_steves sec Lot ocris

By: " o AHED aj/zs/r( gy /NE. ///Vt .577  GonPHrs gPEcrFrc

Lo SE_STRFwsS et Rlr CH = 2 1 774D DS SV G SISAECTED 'av FHoSE

D27t S, _/7v INITINS DL - ComToANAKED  onr SIGES 22 G g Zo

of LYotk SOHGns Locoren st 7 Ciorr Gt iqcroe Surcomve.

:f St DEbs) S¥lowed g2 Soly af FHe <) HiSTary

AP CMICH  SetoWS L iy BT o THE //loffcr/tb '

SPEH o J’/u/i;{ 4!:4 ~'¢7’ i Wz 2hacTen dw/wuc: on/

*

&fesles. eIAS peT ;../ El(Tle «F FRore d€s 7
4 ) v r 4

-y . C
Lt & okiCk  ovoced Pecowd LIE TP S Afon FUE Aors 7

_SToTmis L LNTidetd RS IS LD,

j BIEIC Ho Mossisie T Ls ] EXST ST T Wity

7 o By | o
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Page/l of 1§
RIW/JTB:1jm
Ros6a s w/8 4R |
‘ PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC COMPANYDATE / T'NE §-2 D 55/ -
LIMERICK GENERATING STATION ACTChcr 3¢

CCF YN
SURVEILLANCE TEST RESULTS Tj—"—-

ST-7-022-952-0 © FIRE HOSE STATION REFUEL INSPECTIURE VERIFIEDY 2er_ Y.

) &’zv’fr
Test Freg.: 18 Month -OR- Initiating Events: 1. Reason : 7C
Tech. Spec.:4.7.6.5.b 2. MRF No.__ -

1 3

TEST RESULTS: *
A. A1l Asterisked(*) Steps Completed
(Sign/Date)§

Performed By:

Performed By: (Sigri/Date)

L 2
Informéd Test Complete:

(CO or RO) \

B. One or More Asterisked(*) Steps Test Results W,_
Performed By: . (sign/Date)

Informed of Test Results: .

(CO or RO) . e (Sign/Date)
' : (Time) : —_—
Shift Supervision: (Sign/Date) :
Corrective Action: ~ MRF No.:
" Initiated By: (Sign/Date)
IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY SENJOR PLANT STAFF MEMBER
Person Notified: 5 (Name)

Date/Time Nétified:. r i (Date/Time) '
Notified By: . (Sign) .

LY

DITIONAL N : : (-
If any entry is made in Additional Action/'rest Comments section,
person making initial entry sign here. ey o

(o (Sign/Date) I .-
| | R EXHIBIT Zé

, ‘ PAGE_ QFﬂ PAGE(S)
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ST-7-022-952-0, Rev. 6
Page 2 of 15
RIJW/JTB:1jm

PURPOSE

To verify operability of fire hose stations by visual
inspection of:

a. hose station
b. hose
c. coupling gaskets

d. nozzle/pistol grip

REFERENCES

N.F.P.A. 1962: Standard for the Care, Use, and Maintenance of
Fire Hose Including Connections and Nozzles

LGS Fire Protection Evaluation Réport

M-22, P&ID - Fire Protection

TEST. EOUIPMENT
None
E NS I NS

IF a procedural step cannot be completed _

OR any other difficulty is encountered during this test,
THEN make a comment in the Additional Action/Test Comments
section.

IF a step denoted as a Tech. Spec. Requirement marked with on
asterisk (*). cannot be successfully completed,
THEN notify Shift Supervision immediately.

Do pot remove any fire protection equipment from its designated
locations without replacing it with equivalent equipment.

EXHIBIT éé
PAGE_{ﬂ_or-' PAGE(S)



ST-7-022-952-0, Rev. 6
: Page 3 of 18
RIW/JTB:1jm

4.4 Signoff steps marked SO in left-hand margin of body of procedure
require a signoff on Tables 1,2,3. .

5.0 PREREQUISITES |
5.1 _Obtiain RWP (if required) . .

[ ]
L] -

€.0 PROCEDURE

’

. NOTE: It is the rasponsibility of the person or persons performing

this test to ensure al) blanks are correctly and completely
filled in. i
\ ' -
6.1 PREPARATION

. INITIALS
.. e
6.1.1 Verify all prerequisites are satisfied. : l ‘

6.2 SHIFT PERMISSION TO TEST

6.2.1 Obtain Shift sﬁpe:.vision'e permission to
start test.

6.2.2 Obtain Control Room Operator’s.
permission to start test.

I

6.3 FIRE HOSE STATION REFUEL INSPECTIOﬁ

SO 6.3.1 Verify designated station is eguipped
with fire, hose

AND nozzlle/pistol grip.

a. Verify all components preéent .
' AND free of damage.

.- exprr__ /]
s paGE__/_OF A PAGE(S)



SO

SO

SO

- 6.3.2

€.3.3

ST'7'022-952-0, Rev. 6
Page 4 of 15
RIW/JTB:1l3jm

Remove hose from reel
AND lay out flat.

Verify by visual inspection hose is
free of:

- mildew
- rot
- abrasions

- cuts

Examine all gaskets for:
- presence

- fit

- deterioration

Replace 'gaskets found to be missing
OR damaged :

AND note in Additional Action/Test Comments Section.

Verify hose is racked properly:
no kinks/twists.

hose is tightly coupled to pipe.

nozzle/pistol grip is tightly coupled to hose.

Replace protective hose reel cover (if applicable).

RETURN TO NORMAL,

Inform Shift Supervision
AND Control Room Operator test -is complete.

EX Bﬂﬂ_;//

PAGE OF A

0 PAGE(S)



ST-7-022-952-0, Rev. 6
Page 5 of 1§
RIJW/JTB:1jm

8.0 CCEP E ITER

8.1 All steps on Tables 1, 2, 3 marked with asterisk (*) are
completed satisfactorily.

NOTE: At test completion, ensure cover sheet is cdrrectly and
. . completely filled in. -
NOTE: If any entry is made in this section, sign/date cover sheet
under. Additional Action/Test Comments. :
v

ADDITIONAL ACTION/TEST COMMENTS: | . .

(3 N H:.,‘c_ o~ EC'AES wee 0 (?g"P&a(CfD Foe HYoRo TEST”U('“
CEPT 63, THSE NOSES ATE NCT  TetH SPec.

: K P EXBIBIT
o PAGE_Z_OF () PAGE(S)
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077-3

LigIHX3

(S)39vd

Page 6 of 15
RIN/ITB: jm
) FIRE HOSE STATION REFUEL INSPECTION
TABLE 1 - Unit 1

Noée Properly Hose Gaskets and Properly
Rack Equipped Inspected Cougl ings, OX  Racked
Mo, Descriptions Locations (6.3.1) (6,3,2) (6.3.3) (6.3,4)

SW Corner Refuel

700-R15-352 ")

1HR-202 NJ Corner Refuel

Floor Fire Hose

Station 700-R11-352 (*) —_—m
1HR-203 North Side Spent

Fuel Pool Fire

Hose Station 700-R12- ™ —_
1HR-204 South Side of

Area Fire :
Hose Station 700-R14-352 —_— . —_— R, ) | —_m
SW Corner
Enclosure 613-R15-331 —_— —™) —_—

1HR-207 SW Corner

Enclosure (RERS

Fen Area) Fire

Hose Station 605-R15-3 ™) _

Box (313-3) Nesr

Hose Reel 1HR-207

100" of 1 1724

hose 605-R15-313
1HR-208 ) MW Corner Reactor

601-R11-313

/




0~ j/ 3ovd
J) LG

§1-7-022-952-0, Rev. 6

page 7 of 15

. . RJW/JTB: L jm
FIRE NOSE STATION REFUEL INSPECTION '

TASLE 1 - uMIT 1

Hose - * Properly Hose Gaskets and Properly
Rack Ecquipped inspected Cowplings, OX . Recked
No, pescriptions ____ Locations L (6,3.1) (6,3.2) (6.3,31 (6,38 __~

4R~

11R-210

1R-213

1HR-216

1MR-217

. 1007 of 1 1/2¢

St Corner Reasctor L
Enclosure (Near
Refuel Floor

605-R16-313

Box (313-7)
fose Reel MR-

hose ’

NE Corner Redctor
Enclosure (Nesr

D124 Lead er) .
fire Nose Statfon 602-R12-313

West Wall Reactor .

Enclosure

(Corridor 506) :

fire Nose Statfon 504-R15-283

KW Corner Reactor
Emclosure (Corridor - .
S08) Fire Mose : N

Station 505-R11-283

—_— I SN

) ™ ™

™) ™

e Mose Stetien 500-R16-283 —_— —_— —t™

Enclosure Flire Nose -
Station 508-R12-283 —™) ——t ) (*) ™)

P

11R-223

S)39vd

4
b

West Wall Reactor . . Y . .
Enclesure (Area .
402A Rear CRD

Repair) Fire Mese . o .

" \
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Page B8 of 15
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' ' FIRE MOSE STATION REFUEL INSPECTION . :
TABLE 1 - tNIT 1

Nose Pro'perly Hose Geskets and Properly '
Reck 4 . Eaquipped 1nspected Couplings, OKX Racked .
Mo, Oestriotions ______Locetfons —(6.3.1) (6,3,2) £6,3,3) 6,3,6)
1KR-224 M Corner Resctor : -

Enclosure (Near
Drywell Equf t

Natch) Fire Hose . “w
station w2y ._m AR 4y

~ oge Ree -
100¢ of 1 172" hose  402-R11-253 @ 9 “ D
11R-225 . SE Corner Resctor ' o -
Enclosure (Nesr _ - -
Drywell P

Lock) Fire Rosie . “
station 402-R16-253 - SR n_m ()
. Box (253-8) lear Mome o

00 of 2 372n hose 402-R16-253 RONS e o _@_.

1HR-226 Eest Wall Remctor
Enclosure (Near

o Tip Machines) | <
Heheesatn  sozezzss R R > A0 ﬂ.

1HR-232 Hest Wall Reactor .
¢ . Enclosure (Neer

HPCI Equip, Mateh) '
Fire Nose Station  304-R1S-217 e W &m_gm

15R-233 N Corner Reactor
Enclosure (Near
ession Pool

Access Hatch) Fire ' ‘
Hose Station 304-R11-217 m_«»

1HR-234 East Wall Reactor
Enclosure (Near

- N
- \ h .
e e | -
re L]
station 304-R16-217 ‘m “w . p.m T -
b . . " . :‘

NE Corner Resctor
Enclosure (Near

HCC D124-R-G) o
Fire fose Statfon  304-R12-217 ., B .22 W
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* . RIW/ITB: L jm
FIRE MOSE STATION REFUEL INSPECTION ,
TABLE 1 - UNIT 1

Hose - Propertly Hose Gaskets ond Properly

Rack Eaquipped Inspected Couplings, 0K . Racked
o ) Y peations ' [ 6,3, . 6,

Hest Wall Resctor

Enclosure (Near

CC D134-R-H) .
ose Station 200-R15-201

—_— —_—

* Box (201-3) Ni¥ae
Reel 1MR-240
1007 of 1 172"

1HR-241. ¥ Corner Reactor
Enclosure (Near -
MCC D134-R-N1) : ‘
fire Hose Station 200-R11-201 —_— ™) ™

1m-242 East Watl Reaftor
-Enclesure (Near
RECW Rest Ex--
chengers) Fire
Nose Statio 207-R16-201

A

1MM-243 f-Corner Resctor
5:"&': W;ﬂgr ‘
re

fose Station 207-R12-201

NE Corner, Rx Encl.
tire Station 118-R12-177

HR-142

p—
MRBZ e tation U torrsTy 3@.‘" - s ., ’m | Q\

11m-253 " Corner, Rx Enel. ,
Fire Statlon mpn-arr - » e P~ WP
1MR-250 de _
RPS Static Inverter . Y - -
and Ceble Spreading e — .
Reom Fire Nose
‘_=____:uﬁ-en-— 402-A8-254 ) N ) ) [ &d) 2

JOVd
Ligl

1mm-251 Vall, Outeide AKXV

/

—(
:ui:cfm;r ., . ' 3
at ooms . .
Fire Mose Station  4A7-T3-239 .*_m -, —_— -
Box (239-13) Near Hose i

Reel 1MR-251
1007 of 1 1/2" hose  4AT-13-239




(s)39vd 7240 7,7 "30vd

ﬂo.se
Rack
No,

pescriptions Locations

1HR-124

1m-116

14R-121

1MR-120

LigIiHX3

FIRE MOSE STATION REFUEL IHSPECTION
TABLE 1 - UNIT ¢
Properly Mose Gaskets and

Equipped Inspected Couplings, OX
(6.3.1) 6,3.2) (6,3.3)

.

Properly
Racked
(6,3,4)

Corridor 437, South

Side of 4XV Switch-

pesr & Battery Rooma
Fire Nose Station A48-A8-239
Box (239-18) Near Hose

Reel 1HR-124

1007 of 1 /2"

Hose 448-A8-239

Fire Nose Station

Outside 13X-gwg Rm 333-17-217

Matl, Corridor 164,

fire Station, 164-A8-180

-Mall Near 1€

RFPT Lube Ofl
Reservoir Fire

Hose Station 263-17-200

§1-7-022-952-0, Rev, 6
Page 10 of 15
RM/ATB: im
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FIRE MOSE STATION REFUEL INSPECTION
TABLE 1 - WMIT 1

Hose . Properly Hose Gaskets and Properly
Reck - . Equipped inspected Couplings, OX Racked
Mo, Descriptions ______ Locetions (6,3,1) (6,3.2) (6,3,3) .

21R-2 SE Corner Refuel

NE. Corner Refiel
Floor fire Nose
AN + Statfon

North Side Spent
~ Fuet Pool Fire
Nose Station -

Washdown Area
Fire Hose Station

700-R18-352

T00-R14-352

0-R13-352

T00-R17-352

—(™) P )

21R-208 SE Corner Rx ~
. Encl Fire fose
M Statfon

- 2m-207 SE Corner Rx Enel
. (RERS Fan Ares)
Fire Bose Statien

Box (313-18) Across

From Hose Reel
21R-207 1007 of
1 172" hose

NE Corner Rx Enecl.
(Laydown Ares 638)
Eire Kose Station

21R-208

SW Corner Rx Encl.
(Menr Refuel Fleoor
Exh Fans) Fire
Hose 2tation

NV Corper Rx Encl.
(Near LC) Fire Nose
station

21R-210

SE Corner Rx Encl.
(Corr. 580) Fire
Hose Statfen

21R-215

0 §,7 39vd
ldiHa

(S)30Vd
N\,
(\Sf

652-R18-331

641-R18-313

641-R18-313

638-R14-313

641-R17-313

638-R13-313

‘580-R18-283

»
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)39Vd Wo

§7-7-022-952-0, Rev. 6
page 12 of 15
- R RIW/ITB2 U im

FIRE MOSE STATION REFUEL INSPECTION
TABLE 2 - UNIT 2

Hose - Gaskets and Properly
Rack ) Recked
Mo, pescriptions Locations i £6,3.4)
2MR-216 NE Corner Rx Encl.
(Corr, 580)
Hre flose Station 580-R14-283
Tam-217 . M Corner Rx Encl.
(SLC PP Area S74)
fire Hose Station SPA-R17-283
2uR-218 " WM Cormer Rx Enel.
, Fire Mose Station  580-R13-283
2MR-223 SE Corner fx Encl.
(Ares ATS Nesr CRD
Maint. Rm) Fire Hose
Station . 4AT5-R18-253

Box (253-13) Near
Nose Reel 2MR-223
100° fo 1 172 Mose  ATS-R18-253

2M-224 . #E Corner Rx Encl.
(Near Stair No, 6)
Fire Mose Statfon ~ ATS-R14-253

21R-228 West Wall Rx Encl.
(Near Unit 1/init 2
Alr lock) Fire Nose
station ‘ AT5-R13-253

2MR-226 Hest Wall Rx Encl.
(Near Stair No.2)
Fire Nose Station ATS-R13-253

Box (253-9) Near
Nose Reel 2MR-226
1007 of 1 1/2 Nose _ ATS-R13-253

21R-232 st Corner Rx Encl.
(Nesr RCIC Equip.
fatch) Fire Hose
station 370-R18-217

4
21R-233 NE Corfier Rx Encl.
(Near Supp. Pool
Access Natch) Fire ’
fose Station 370-R14-217




4077,/ 39vd

J39vd

flose .
Rack

o, pescriptions _____ Locatjons

West Wall Rx Encl.
(Near Afrlock 386
Fire Nose Station

21R-234

#k corner Rx Enel.
« (Near Stair No. 2)
Fire Nose Station

.. 2MR-23%
~

21R-240 SE Corner Rx Encl,
© (Mear Stair No. 5)

Fire fiose Stetion
‘. .

Box (201-12) Across

From Rose Reel

2HR<240 100 40f
_11/2 Nese -

INE Cormer Rx Encl.
(Near Stafr No, 6
fire Nose Station

. West Wall Rx Encl,
(Mear RECH KX)
‘Efre Nose Statien

2MR-24

21R-242

N Correr Rx Encl,
(Nesr RECW Pumps)
Fire flose Station

SE Corner Rx £nel.

NE Corner Rx Encl.
Fire Nose Station

¢ 2mM-A3

21R-252

21R-253

MM Corner Rx Encl.
Fire fiose Station

$71+7-022-952-0, Rev, &

FIRE HOSE STATION REFUEL INSPECTION
TABLE 2 - UNIT 2
Gaskets end

Cowplings, OX
(6,3.3)

Properly
Racked
{6,.3.4)

Properly Hose
Equipped © Inspected .
6,3.1) (6.3,2)

370-r17-217

370-R13-217

379-R18-201

279-R18-201

279-R14-201

284-R17-201

'284-R13-201

178-R18-177

186-R14-177

182-R13-177

Unit 2 Statie
frverter Rm,

21R-250

LgiHa

B Battery Rmy
Fire Nose Station

rm,
346-19-217

Fire fose Stationd53-A8-254

»

465-13-239

Page 13 of 15
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Hose
- Rack
__'oﬂ

2HR-122

2iR-120

2MR-121

39vd

0)
U

S)3ovd

Rms, Fire Mose
Station

Wall Nesr 2A RFPY
Lube Oft Reservoir
Fire Nose Station

‘ Wall, Corr, 165

tire Neze statjon

Descriptions ______ Locetioms

Corr. 466 South Side
of AKY Swgr & Battery

$1-7-022-952-0, Rev. 6
Page 14 of 15

. RIM/JTB:L [m
FIRE MOSE STATION REFUEL INSPECTION
TABLE 2 - UNIT 2

Properly Hose Gaskets and Properly

Equipped inspected Couplings, OX Racked

6,3.1) (6,3,2) (6.3.3) (6,3.8)
— =]
277-19-200 -
—_— a0

N
T,
-
Q.
N




' , £IRE MOSE STATION REFUEL INSPECTION

TASLE 3 - Common

Rose Properly Hose Gaskets and Properly
Rack . Equipped Inspected Cowplings, OX fRacked
Mo esc] ] _(6,3.1) (6,3.2) £6,3.0) £6,3.4)
1nR-141 stﬂ‘m‘l Tomtred
Encl. . L) —" ™) . ™
TN IR-140 Stairwe ,
m v el ™) PR (o} (8o} *
Roas Reel R-140 |
ose Ree - _ ‘ ——
1007 of 1 1/2 in. 0 , - @
hote - -, ¢ 625-A8-3%2 L m i
1HR- ; v , . : .
fan km Fire floze e ———
Stetion 8T9-X8-304 ) e ) —t) (ol ]
1#R-130 3 °
Aux, Ew'p‘ m= j-—-(' - '
font 519-A8-289 —_— emm— ? ———, _==‘_,
M ) . Q - .
, L
2
G) . . - . ¢
m ’ R .
. Y
g . * )
o - S
o~ !
S~ -
o

})30vd

§T7-7-022-952-0, Rev. 6
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* EXHIBIT 12

Case No. 1-96-033

Information in this record was deleted
in accordance with the Freedom of Information
Act, exemptions ___~77

FOIA- 7/?« 2f \ /(/

4

Exhibit 12




INTERVIEW REPORT xe

. I PPRO, located at Limerick Generating

tation (LGS), Sanatoga, Pennsylva ja, was interviewed by Kristin L.. Monroe,
Special Agent,'U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC), Office of ~ RS,
Investigations (0I), Region I, King of Prussia, Pennsylvanid, beginning at C
approximately dg2 m. " The interview took place at the PECO Security
Office, LGS,” _ as interviewed regarding i 0. a_pa

of a Survei b
*. Site Support Services, LGS
antially ‘as follows: ,

B . ‘

,..z -

......

.-

) s home telephone number i\E
BERLhas 3 two year electrical degree fi Pennsylvania Stz
o attended Wilkes-Barre College for three and a half years.

currently studying n Information S‘\‘rstems degree from the University of
Phoenix “Online.” Nhas been employed by ECO sipce approximately 1987.

 atterfGiililioad been interviewed by PECO Security in August 1996, and told
that he had not . protected area on the date that he s
Surveillance Test, ried to do his "own investigation.” ) said

that there was “no way" th swould sign a Surveillance Test wi 7C

T
»

havi ne the test. because;that was “noldgc KAy M
could finish his investigationdi '

. J, LGS, and « PECO Security, G
n in the protected area on August 19, 1995 (
discontinued his investigation. -

‘*  The interview concluded on or about 1:30 p.m.
a Repofted by: : .
Kristin L. Honroe, Special Agent

.~ Office of Irvestigations .
\ Field Office, Region I

Attachment: .t T N L
li' PECO Security -zone ffrace: fo_) dz&ted January 23, 1997. -
- | N r i /] C-/ﬁ e .
J ) e ’ './; ) v ’ . - ~.\.‘ . t‘;‘.{r&

Case No. 1-96-033
! ' | | - EXHIBIT /
R . PAGE__/ or-zi PAGE(S)

| A | I A B
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- PECO NUCLEAR

Memorandum

Location: Lhnerick Generating Station
' Site Support Services Division

. - Industrial Risk Management, SMB2-3 :
nformation in this record was deieted

Date: ' August 14, 1896 in accordance with the Ereedom of Information
: ’ Act, exemptions —,

To: . "Fle . MW ZF= 2l T
om . g— (& |

Subject:, * Fire Protection Section Issues ”

in late July, early August.1896, two members of the Fire Protection Section separate

approachied me about soms team work and efficiency issues.
wlndlcated th one of the Technigal Assistants, '7
"~ was not pulling his welght. This resulted | aving t0 over function to meet

commitments. p the other'hand Indicate he was the only high Eer(ormer and
that other members on the team were not treatlng him professiona!ly :

| had previously noted“that the Fire Prote
proactive. As & result, | had directed e -~
closely on the Fire Protection Sectign, while assigning' G :

llaterat duties to work with the Safety professlonals in IRM. ‘me lrﬁent of thh
move was twofold: Improve fire rotection performanoe by managemem coaching an

ion Section aeppearad

, to-provide cross-training fo!

) | Interviewed several' people

e L - EigE) \to get a better understanding of  « (C
i Ba i e onnahon obtalned | béifeved a.management intervention ?
on my part was necessary. Therefore on August 7, 1996, | arranged for personal

. Interviews with each of members of the fire protectlon team. Conducting the
. mestings with me were _ (5 of 5 meetangs) and j_HR
" Generalist (3 of &5 me ) -

In each of the Interviews,” wﬁ asked open ended ques'aons to obtain data arid evaluate -

. Issubss within the group. | also specifically asked each member if they were aware of any

NQA/NRC/Fire Protecﬁon/sgety‘lssues Each rg pondad i

at they kneyv of nions (see 7,C
note attaehed) However, comments made byl . to! SR

Yy

L | | '/%



August 14, 1996
Page 2

Based upon this infc: rnation, | directed *to obtain the completed STend .
to review it against sc @ door access records to verify that all required areas had been

properly accessed. mpleted his review on Monday, August 12, 1996, and
beeped me with thd findings. The findings Indicated tha
. as havlng entered several areas nec:sssary to complete the ST.

'was not recor-'nd
Y

Upon reoelvmg this Information, | returned to LGS from Chesterbrook &t ebout 1800 and

walked some of the ST area s With ( _._:,-- to oonﬂrm the ﬁndtngs After. oonﬁtmlng the

f NQA to get them lnvolve

was li;\tewiewedmof Corporate Security
intelview was continuing. ]

On August 18, 1896
about thls issus. As of 1




PECO NUCLEAR

Memorandum
" Location: Umerick Generating Station
' Site Support Services Divislon
SMB2-+4 '
Date: ~ /ugust 14, 1996
) C _— : e

From: ) ‘ 7 )

.+Subjact; " Followup Memo On Fire Protecﬂon Section Issues -

At approximately 1700 an April 13, celved a call from Cor| .
Security, relative to his Interview elated that in the intervie 7(
confirmed that he had not gone to all the areas necessary to perform St-7-022-851-0, but

had in fact signed ths ST off es belng complete. A signed statement’ attes'ang to these
facts was obtained frop

. "

I jolne continue the discusslon.at the PPC. From appraximately 17.0-

2100, | discussed the event with 8 He indicated that this was an isolated eveiil.
However, after further questioning, he membered that he may not have done the same

ST correctly the previous time as well. also provide additional comments on work 7 (=
performed by the Fire Protection SeGtion, which requires followup. ,Based on the
information recsived, | suspende out pay, pending jon of the eveit.

-The suspension was based on the tristworthiness and reliabliity o and to min!mize

* additlonal risk to the Station and personnel '

was in attendance. SIE By was directed by me to 'contact 4NN to ~/C
_determing any reporiab Ity requirements It was'’ determined that this lssue was _not
reportable. _

v . )
¢c:  W. G. MacFarland .

e

* Original to File -

e iy
‘ . Intormation in this record was de'ated ' 9¢
in accordance with the Fre egom of Information .70 YI/
.-“"v 4

Act,
‘ F‘r):mexemp % —— /)



Meniorandum

. Location: .  Linerick Genarating Station

Date: . August 21, 1996

Site Support Services Division
Industrial Risk Management, SMB2-3

To: Fle .. - | - |
From: m . 76_ S

Subject: " Fire Protection (nvestigation
This memo documents and updates efforts In the ongolng investigation on éurve’,lllax )

test (ST) performance In this Fire Protection Section.

qust 20, 1 abprmdmatély 1’ié0.lwasmﬁﬁedwm that he
e o Bocurity, hiad Identified some potential problems with en ST 7C
: s l;ndlqetedthat‘waabahglntawiewa_d_by“

[4

P industrial Risk Management
' l.wa‘s;hamaeﬁr\gwim

7€

: ’Atm'lﬁﬁ\e.monﬂng_o?l\ugus; 21, 1996,? ' revlewlha '
ocoflected. Review of the data indicated that alsolmddat:' |
. 8 ST sign-off for the 180" elevation. &aﬁsﬁdw ?C

-

!

f

.!".

1
-

cc: ' W..Gs MacFarand

: ‘ S inforfation in this record was deleted
S o in accordance with the freedo&m of Information
Act, exemptions —_ ~

L 4

. dppd .l ' .! ' A __Z’_..z‘é—— ' ﬁ/
‘ o . Foi- 72 77



September 13, 1996

Mr. Jess H. Hinman :
Bechtel Environmental Safety and Health . > .
9801 Washington B- ulevard . : ’

. Gaithersburg, MD 20878 ‘ A -t

Dear Mr. Hunman .

*A recent investngatxun into the performance of Fire Protection Surveillance Tests at.

Limerick Gengrating Station hgs revealed that a Bechtel employee on’contract with _
TS B{alled to complete ST-7-022-952-0 as required by ~7C_

Jinitialied a task as complete, but had not spent a

part ou!ar plant area to complete the task requxrsd by the

procedure. Specilically,
sufficient amount of time in a
Surveillance Test.

, ailure lo complete the Suwerl!anoe Test as required oonstltutes & violation 7 C
of our clual agreement and is a violation of our Nuclear Plant Rules that could
impact the safe operauon of our nuclear generating facility. ,

| know you share our concem in this matter and trust that this mformat:on wxll enable
you to take appropriate action with ycv.:r employee. .

Sincerely, - . - . ;

L 4

: i

mformatlon in this record was deleted

r in accordance with the Fréom of |nformat|on
'S . A - Act, gxemptions .
v ' TR - FOtA f?x 7L
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i Based on a review of PIMS. there were 119 Fire Protection Group Surveillance Tests identified as being -

performed between 1/1/95 and 8/12/86. Of these, 48 were Fire Hydrant Inspections, Fire Brigade Drills, Fire
Pump & Back-up Fire Pump Operability tests and were not considered for review. Of the remaining 71 tests,
§1 (71.8%) were selected for review based on equipment location and personnel access within the power

block.

L)

This review was conducted by companng the surveillance tast’s signoffs and security card reader zone tmces
for test performers and associated IVORSs to ensure that the individuals were actually i in the equipment area
fora reasonable amount of time required to perform the function.

Satisfactory at the Result for each test means that the identified personne! were in the appmpnate areas fora
reasonable length of time to adequately perform the task.

Date Performed

Surveillance Test Title Compleoted By . .
ST-7-022-951-0Rev.10  Fire Hose Visual Inspection 1-27-85 E
Resuit: satisfactory d
ST-7.022-951-0Rev.10  Fire Hose Visual inspection 22895 '
Result: satisfactory =
ST-7-022-951-0 Rev.10 Fuwe Hose Visual Inspection 4-3-95 .
Result: no evidence of entry to the refuel floor R .
ST-7-022-51-0Rev.10  Fire Hose Visual Inspection 5895 .|
Result: satisfactory - ' -i"
ST-7-022-951-0 Rev.10  Fire Hose Visual Inspection 6-8-95 1
Result no evidence of entry to A8-304 (Fan Room) t
. & AB-254 (Cable Spread Room) .
- T
$7-7-022-951-0 Rev.10 . - Fire Hose Visual Inspection 7156185 | . -
Resuit: satisfactory o ekl
ST-7-022-951-0 Rev.10 . .. Fire Hose Visual Inspection “ammpes L.
Result: satisfactory . ’
ST-7-022-851-0 Rev.10 Fire Hose Visual Inspection . 9/i5/85 e e
" Result: satisfactory _ )
S§T-7-022-951-0Rev.10 Fite Hose Visual Inspection ~ ~~ 10/6/95
Result: satisfactory '
ST-7-022-951-0 Rev 10 Fire Hase Visual Inspection 110695
Resuft: satisfactory .
S§T-7-022-951-0 Rev.10 Fire Hose Visual Inspection 12505
Result -~ satisfactory
ST-7-022-951-0 Rev.io Fire Hose Visua! Inspection 1/3/196
Result: satisfactory ’
ST-7-022-951-0 Rev.10 Fire Hose Visual Inspection 2/11/96
Resuit: satistactory \ptormation in this record was deleted
in accordance with the Freedom of Information

Act, exemptions
tie.  TE L

| Py [
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T . Date Performed
Surveillance Test i Title Completed By
ST-7-022-951-0 Rev.10 Fire Hose Visual Inspection 31186 R
Result: satisfactory : .
ST-7-022-951-0 Rev.10 Fire Hose Visual Inspection 4/1/96
Result: satisfactory -
ST-7-022-951-0 Rev.10 Fire Hose Visual Inspection 4/30/86
Result 1) no evidence of entry to A8-200/180

2) no evidence of entry into Unit 1 Rx. Encl.
athough:he accessad the refuel floor

$T-7-022-951-0 Rev.10 Fire Hose Visual Inspection $/28/96
Result: 1) complated refuel inspection in 2 mins. (8 hose stations)
2) complated Unit 1 Rx. Encl. in 3 mins. (29 hose stations)
ST-7-022-851-0 Rev.10 Fire Hose Visual inspection _ 6r27/95
Result satisfactory
ST-7-022-852-0 Rev.6 Fire Hose Station Refue! Inspection 8/23/95
Result individual was not in the araa (AB-201/180) for a
reasonabls amount of time to perform a hose
inspection
S§7-7-022-953-0 Rev.6 Hase Cart Visual Inspection 1/9/85
Resuit: satisfactory
ST-7-022-953-0 Rev.6 Hose Cart Visual Inspection 2/8195
Result: _  satisfactory : '
ST-7-022-953-0 Rev 6 Hase Cart Visual Inspection 4113/85
Result: - satisfactory :
ST-7-022-953-0 Rev.6 Hose Cart Visual Inspection 5/16/95
Resuit: satisfactory : :
ST-7-022-953-0 Rev 6 Hose Cart Visual Inspection . 1120185
Result: satisfactory
ST-7-022-953-0 Rev.6 Hose Cart Visual Inspection 8/18/95-
Resuft: satisfactory :
ST-7-022-953-0 Rev.6 Hose Cart Visual Inspection on &8s -
‘ Result: satisfactory
ST-7-022.953-0 Rev.6 Hoge Cart Visual Inspection 4/16/96
Result: satisfactory »
ST-7-022-953-0 Rev & Hose Cart Visual Inspection 511596
Resuit: satisfactory
ST-7-022-353-0 Rev.4 Haton System Inventory 3/5/98

Resuft: satisfactory




- Date Performed
Surveillance Test Title Completed By
ST-7-022-353-0 Rev.4 Halon System Inventory ) . 7131195 .

Result: satisfactory GeEIRE
ST-7-022-353-1 Rev.4 Halon System Inventory "T115/96

Result: satisfactory  (IVOR personnel initials are not
identifiable)
ST-7-022-353-1 Rev.3 Halon System Inventory
Result: satisfactqry '
ST-7-022-353-1 Rev.3 Halon System Inventory
Result: satisfactory
ST-7-022-353-2 Rev.4 Halon System Inventory
Result: satisfactory
ST-7-022-353-2 Rev.4 Halon System Inventory
Result: satisfactory
ST-7-022-353-2 Rev.4 Halon System Inventory
Result: satisfactory
ST-7-022-353-2 Rev.4 Halon System Inventory
Result: satisfactory ‘
ST-7-022-950-0 Rev.4 Fire Suppression Water System
(FSWS) Spray and Sprinkler Visual
. Inspection
Result: no evidence of access to roams 448, 450, 618

~ (cable spread room or fan room)

ST-7-022-850-1 Rev.0 Fire Suppression Water System
: (FSWS) Spray and Sprinkler Visual
Inspection :
Result: satisfactory
S§T-7-022-850-2 Rev.1 Fire Suppression Water System
(FSWS) Spray and Sprinkier Visual
Inspection
Resuit: satisfactory
ST-7-022-621-1 Rev.3 Fire Damper Inspection

Result: satisfactory

3/51%6

7131185

24186
3r7/96

731185

€/28/85

6/9/35

1172185

2126196
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o . Date Performed
Surveillance Test Title Completed By
ST-7-022-921-0 Rev.4 Fire Damper Inspection T 8nes [

Result: satisfactory ‘ : 7 :
Wor cess/implementation:

damper 017-0030n page 9. IVOR step was not signed off as being performed

- dunng walkdown of FPDs in AB-239; identified incorrect room numbers listed on COL and no
identification labeling on the FPD to ensure accurate identification (all are identified with black
marker)

ST-7-022-621-2 Rev.0 Fire Damper Inspection 2/8/95
Result: satisfactory

ST-7-022-323-2 Rev 4 Halon System Operability . 1/29/195
Verification
Result: satisfactory

$7-7-022-323-1 Rev.3 Halon System Operability 217196 Ll AT
. Verification S
Result: satisfactory

Work PmceSsﬂmg!emenhﬁon: : |

* The same person signed off as the Test Performer and the Management Reviewer

S$T-7-022-323-0 Rev.5 -Halon System Operability . 27196 o
Vertfication ‘ = B
Result: satisfactary :

Work nggwplgmnmﬁgn;

. The same person signed off as the Test Performer and the Management|Reviewer

p 7'\-
————s i i S

ST-7-022-250-0 Rev .3 FSWS Flow Test 8112195 P s
Resuft: satisfactory .-

RT-7-022-730-2 Rev.3 BOP FSWS AirWater Nozzle " 2116095
Flow Test L
Resuit: satisfactoty .

§T-7-022-730-0 Rev.3 FSWS AirAVvater Nozzie Flow Test 8/28/95
Result: satisfactoty

Work Process/implementation: : - _ ‘Q
. Suggest performing a step by step review and verification of the above thres tests to/ %

ensure accuracy (i.e., panelivaive/room numbers and locations) and adequacy. 4 C




Date Performed

Surveillance Test : Title Complaeted By
s ’ v : . 1
ST-7-022-922-2 Rev 4 Fire Rated Penetration Test Sample 272/95 T g
Visual Inspection -
Result: satisfactory . 7 (/
ST-7-022-922-0 Rev.5 Fire Rated Penetration Test Sample 227186 .o
\isual Inspection T '
Result: satisfactpry

General work processfimplementation note:

Based on the ST reviews and zone trace comparisons, the majority of IVOR's required were performed by
personne! entenng and exiting an area/room at the same time as the performer. This raises a question on the
integrity of the true independence of the IVOR performance. An Independent Verification (V) is verification by
a second qualified individual operating independently after the activity to verify that a specific condition exists.
(See the Operations Manual Chapter OM-C-11.1 for IV guidelines and methods or reference A-C-33).
Reinforcement of Management'expectations on performance of {VORs should be communicated to all Fire

Protection Group personnel to ensure conformance or pursue appropriateness of revising tests to Double
Vernfications (OV).

Rev.4 (9/9/96)



e S ————— P —it - .

rFRret . OLD I CCS

|
|
¢
L}
(
«
{
{
(
(
a
¢
0
u
[

Evaluauon & Review of the following concems was performed by:
LQD - Assessor .
& PBAPS - Fire Pmtecﬁon* 7C

Concemn #1 - Fire System Impairments (FS!) are n the reviewed stage not taken to
complete. Also were they properly compensated?

Review Results. - 23 of the 89 Fire System Impairments (FSls) identified in March 1996
by IRM personne! were reviewed to determine if the required compensatory actions ware
taken. The FSis found in the "REVWD" status can be placed into one of the following
three categories: 1) Preventive maintenance activities deactivated and not performed 2)
More than one work ordar activity required the same component removed from service at
the same time and the duplicate FS! was not used 3) FSI implemented by Site
Management and not taken to "INPROG"™ status.

The preventive maintenance activities that are in the “DEACT™ status are activities that
have been removed from the PM program. The work described in these work orders have
not been performed and no impairment of a fire system was made.

In several cases multiple activities of the same work order would impair the same fire
protection feature. A review of the completion remarks for the work order and a review of
other FSls created under that work order showed that shift management had reviewed the
release of the fire protection feature and compensatory measures were in place. In all
cases reviewed, a properly filled out FS! in the "COMPLT™ status could be found in PIMS.

A report of FSis in the "REVWD™ status was obtained from maintenance planning. The
report contained the shift supervision PIMS sign-offs when performed. A review of the
report dentified 22 FSls in the "REVWD" status in which at least the shift supervision sign
off was completed. Some of these FSis had alt initial focations compieted indicating that
the /mparment had occurred and the system was returned to service without placing the
FSl in the proper status. When the FSI is left in the "REVWD" status shift supervision
would not review the impairment when determining compensatory actions for new
impairments. Since this could lead to the improper compensatory actions being
prescribed, the Manager-IRM generated PEP 10005009 to capture the issue. ’

The current FSI program provides the individual completing the work order activity with a
message to closa the FS] and requires that the enter key be pressed a second time. AG-
CG-12.1 provides direction to the implementing organization to status the FSt as complete
when the fire protection feature is retumed to an operable status. The issue of timely FSI
closure has been.identified as a watch area in the Industrial Risk Management group salf
assessment. .

v

. Conclusion - Fire System Impairments (FS!) were identified to be in the reviewed stage
and not taken 1o complete. In our opmion this condition has no safety significance.
Computer programmung enhancements should be made to assure FSls are taken to the
INPROG status prior to being worked and to assure FSls are closed out when jobs are

completed. Based upon PiMs review FSlis were identified to have been properly
compensated.



Concern #2 - Not all sections of fire rated assemblies were being inspected such as
carpeted areas or areas blocked by installed piant equipment.

Review Resuits - The TRM surveillance requirements section 4.7.7.1 (a) states that the
exposed surfaces of each fire rated assembly shail be verified operable by performing a
visual inspection: once per 24 months. ST-7-022-920-0 is utiized to perform the visual
inspection of the fire rated assemblies as required by the TRM. On August 22, 1996 IRM
individuals familiar with the performance of the inspection were asked to describe their
wisual inspection technique. The test is performed by inspecting the visible sections of the
fire rated assembly from the fioor using flashlights and binoculars. Any permanent plant
equipment. including carpeting, in the way of inspecting that section of the barrier are not
removed for the.inspection. Fire protection personnel from two plants in region | were
Contacted to discuss how they handle similar inspections. The LGS method of performing
the inspection is consistent with other plants and is deemed to provide assurance that the
barnier 1s intact. '

The May 16, 1996 performance of ST-7-022-920-1 was performed for structural walls but
section 6.2.3 inspection of fire rated raceways was not parformed. The reason for not
performing this section was that thermo-lag fire bamriers were declared incperable and
compensatory actions were in place. The performance of this procedure should have
been listed as a partial per A-3. "Temporary changes to approved procedures and partial
procedure use”. The use of this process ensures that only partial credit is given for the
performed section of the procedures and the appropriate partial work order generated to
track the compiletion of the procedure.

Conclusion - Fire rated assemblies that are not “exposed” are not required to be
inspected. o

Concemn #3 - ST-7-022-730-1 (FSWS AirfWater Nozzle Flow Test) if performed as
wntten #t will dump the system.

Review Results. - ST-7-022-730-1 has been written to satisfy the surveillance
requirements of TRM 4.7.6.2 (d) to perform an air flow tast which would verify that each
sprinkier header system or open spray nazzle is unobstructed. There were two types of
systems tested by ST-7-022-730-1 preaction systems which incorporate the use of closed
spnnkler heads and the integrity of the piping is supervised using air pressure. the air is
supplied from the ;plant air system through a regulator. When tasting this type of system
the highvlow air pressure alarm is testad for both the high and low alarm pomts. The high
pressure alarm is: obtained by raising the system air pressure to a nominal 80 psig and
venfying the alarm on the local release control panel. Low air pressure is then verified by
opening the inspactors test vaive to bleed off air pressure to the low alarm point while
venfying airflow through the sprinkler header. This type inspection would verify that a flow
path existed from the preaction valve to the inspectors test connection.

The other type of Ssystem tested are deluge water spray systems that incorporate the use _
of open spray nozzles. Two types of deluge valves are used in the design of the systems
* at LGS. Smaller systems used small hydraulically operated deluge valves that use fire
System pressure to maintain the vaive in the closed position. When testing these systems
‘he outer block valves for the systems are closed and the alarm pressure switch is isolated
from these systems. These actions would prevent the system from performing its design
function There are no plant impact statements in the test to wam shift supervision of the



change in status of the system or ensure that compensatory actions are maintained. The
Manager - IRM has initiated 1006033 to investigate plant impact of fire system tests.

Airflow is established for deluge system by routing air from 2 plant air hose outiet to the
system drain or ball check valve. Once airflow is established airflow can be verified at the
nozzles. The test prescribes three methods that can be used to check for airfiow. Each of
these methods require the tester to physically access the spray nozzles. Through
discussions with IRM personnel it was determined that a pinwheel on a stick was used in
determining airflow. which was not specifically descnbed in the procedure. The use of a
pinwheel would be equivalent to the three methods listed in the procedure.

While performing the walkdown of the test identifying all of the sprinkler heads without
knowing the total number of heads installed in the area or the use of a design print was
extremely difficult. To ensure accurate performance of the test specific guidance en
identifying the heads should be given to the performer.

The descniption of alarms received on local panels and contro! room panels did not provide
coordinate locations that would provide verification that the proper alarm window or pane!
light has activated. In the case of alarms on release control pane! it could not be
determined which light the test performer would expect to light during the test. A-C-1
APP.2 EXH.11 should be referenced for describing information in surveillance tests.

Conclusion - ST-7-022-730-1 (FSWS Air/Water Nozzle Flow Test) if performed as written
will not dump the: system. Plant impact statements should be included in the test to wam
shit supervision of the change in status of the system and ensure that compensatoty
actions are mamtained. '

Concem #4 - Penetration seal surveillance test references incorrect drawings.

Review Results - Reviewed ST-7-022-922-2 rev. 5 attachment #1 "Penetration inspection

Data Sheet” requires a listing of penetration seal detail drawing numbers. Based upon

review of the ST completed 2/27/96, seal area drawings were referenced instead of seal
detail drawing numbers. The surveillance test contains inspection criteria to verify that
damage has not occurred to the penetration seal. Concem was noted that i the seal
nstallation detail is not reviewed by the test performer critica! design parameters may be
missing from the instailation. The seal inspection test should ensure that degradation to
the penetration seals have not occurred and that the visible seal parameters meet the
tested configuration.

Conclusion - The penetration seal inspection procedure was performed as written in
February 1986. In our opinion the test performed meets the intent of the Technical
Requirement Manua! (TRM). The test did not provide clear direction to use installation
design details The test does provide acceptance criteria that will identify physical damage
to the penetration.seals. We believe the test can be improved by ensuring that the test
performer completely understands the visual parameters that are important to ensure the
seal 1s bounded by a fire test. While addressing this issue SECY 956-146 should be
referenced. .

Concern £5 - Eniergency Lighting - A procedure was not developed to direct lights toward
emergency equipment. '
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Review Results - RT-6-1 08-300-2 rev.3, RT-6-022-108-300-0 rev. 4 and RT-6-108-300-1
rev.4 (Safe Shutdown Eight (8) Hour SeXf-Contained Battery Pack Operation Verification)
all requre the performer to verify that emergency lighting is directed towards required
equipment for safe shutdown and access pathways. A walkdown was performed using
RT-6-108-300-2 which was last performed by operations on July 30, 1996. During the
walkdown the gqiming of 24 emergency lighting units were evaluated. All lights were
observed to be aimed in the area of the equipment identified in the procedure. When trying
to assess the lighting in stairtowers and some general area lighting the test did not provide
enough direcuon to accurately detenmine the proper aiming. This issue was discussed with
IRM personnel who were aware of the need to better identify the appendix R lighting and
produced an AT AITL type A/R AD1034738 written in June of this year requesting
engineenng to identify the require safe shutdown lighting. The response to the AR
indicates that a revision to the test procedures and possibly plant drawings will be
requireg.

Cenclusion - In our opinion, procedura guidance is in place to require verification that
emergency lighting 1s directed towards appendix R safe shutdown pathways and
equipment.

7
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