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MAY 23 1977 

Docket No. 50-305 

Wisconsin Public Service Corporation 
ATTN: Mr. E. W. James 

Senior Vice President 
Power Generation and 

Engineering 
P. 0. Box 1200 
Green Bay, WI 54305 

Gentlemen: 

This refers to the meeting conducted by Messrs. G. Fiorelli, W. S. Little, 
J. E. Kohler, and D. R. Hunter of this office on May 10, 1977, with Messrs.  
Giesler, Stern, and Marchi at your corporate headquarters.  

The purpose of this meeting was to review your communication of April 15, 
1977, to this office.  

The enclosed copy of our inspection report summarizes the discussion.  

In accordance with Section 2.790 of NRC's "Rules of Practice," Part 2, 
Title 10, Code of Federal Regulations, a copy of this notice will be 
placed in the NRC's Public Document Room.  

We will gladly discuss any questions you have concerning this report.  

Sincerely, 

James G. Keppler 
Director 

Enclospure IE, Inspection 
Report No. 50-305/77-09 

cc v/encl: 
Mr. C. Luoma, Plant 

Superintendent 
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Report No.

U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 
OFFICE OF INSPECTION AND ENFORCEMENT 

REGION III 

50-305/77-09

Docket No. 50-305

Licensee:

License No. DPR-43

Wisconsin Public Service Corporation 
P. 0. Box 1200 
Green Bay, WI 54305

Facility Name: Kewaunee 

Meeting At: Green Bay, WI 

Meeting Conducted: May 10, 1977 

Inspectors: . Hunt 6 

J. E. Kohler 

Approved By: G. Fiorelli, Chief 
Reactor Operations and 
Nuclear Support Branch

(daes g 
(date signed) 

date signed)Z 

(date signed) 

(date signed)

Inspection Summary 

Meeting on May 10, 1977, (Report No. 50-305/77-09) 
Matters Inspected. Special, announced meeting with the NRC RIII 
inspection staff and corporate management representatives of 
Wisconsin Public Service Corporation to discuss correspondence 
between the licensee and the NRC. The meeting involved eight 
man-hours of regional time by four NRC staff members at the Wisconsin 
Public Service corporate offices.



DETAILS 

1. Persons Present During Corporate Management Meeting 

Wisconsin Public Service Corporation 

C. W. Giesler, Superintendent Nuclear Power 
M. E. Stern, Nuclear Licensing and Systems Supervisor 
M. L. Marchi, Nuclear Licensing and Systems Engineer 

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 

G. Fiorelli, Chief, Reactor Operations and Nuclear Support Branch 
W. S. Little, Chief, Nuclear Support Section, RO&NS Branch 
J. E. Kohler, Reactor Inspector, NSS 
D. R. Hunter, Reactor Inspector, RPS 2 

2. Mr. Fiorelli stated that the meeting was arranged to discuss the 
licensee's response to IE Inspection Report No. 50-305/77-06 and to 
generally review communications between the licensee and RIII.  

Several items were discussed during the meeting, including the 
following: 

a. The first paragraph of the April 15, 1977, letter dealingwith 
the exit interviews that were conducted subsequent to the 
inspection of the Kewaunee containment leak rate test was 
discussed. It was pointed out that the exit interview con
ducted by Messirs. Kohler and Little with Mr. Richmond of the 
Kewaunee plant staff was not the final exit interview, but an 
interim meeting to appraise Mr. Richmond of the inspectors' 
appraisal of the containment leak rate test. The final exit 
interview was conducted on March 17, 1977, and was held with 
the plant superintendent, Mr. Luoma. It was generally agreed 
that the misunderstanding of the RIII's action by the licensee 
was a matter of semantics. It continues to be a policy of RIII 
to conduct final exit interviews with the ranking authority at 
the plant. Ih cases where the plant superintendent is not 
available and there are significant items of noncompliance or 
unresolved problems, the RIII inspector will contact the plant 
superintendent by telephone. The licensee indicated this 
practice was consistent with his desiring information by 
communication with the proper plant management.  

b. The second paragraph dealing with commitments documented in 
IE Inspection Report No. 77-06 was also discussed. It was 
pointed out that the understandings noted in the referenced
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inspection report were understandings reached by the RITI 
inspector and the plant superintendent, Mr. Luoma, and were 
not reached through informal discussions held with members of 
the plant staff who may have expressed an opinion similar to 
the inspector's. It was emphasized that if the understandings 
as discussed did not properly characterize the licensee's 
commitments, then it was incumbent on the licensee to contact 
the region and discuss the matter with the inspector or his 
supervisor.  

g. In. regard to the purging of the reactor containment during 
power operations, the licensee was informed that based on the 
analysis included in his April 15, 1977, communication that 
purging was considered acceptable. The analysis indicates 
no apparent significant effect on the safety analysis in 
regards to 10 CFR 100 limits or core blowdown and reflood 
transient following a LOCA with the purge valves initially 
open and closing within two seconds. RIII also stated 
that they understood that the licensee would minimize 
purging at power until the purge valve seat material was 
replaced.  

Piscussions concerning mutual interpretations of communication 
bptween licensee and RIII regarding other inspection and operating 
functions were also held. It was pointed out that in the event 
thePre werae misunderstandings or lack, of, clarification in communica
fipns, each party should feel free to contact the other regarding 
yesolution of matters. The licensee stated that in no case was 
tbere an intention to be defensive with regard to responses to RIII 
ppmmunications, but that their principalinterest was to document, 
for the record, information he felt to be correct.  
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WISCONSIN PUBLIC SER 4CE C:ORPORAIO6N I 

P.O. Box 1200, Green Bay, Wisconsin 54305 

April 15, 1977 

Mr. Gaston Fiorelli, Chief 
Reactor Operations & Nuclear Support Branch 
Office of Inspection & Enforcement, 
Region III 
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
799 Roosevelt Road 
Glen Ellyn, IL 60137 

Gentlemen: 

Subject: Docket 50-305 
Operating License DPR-43 
IE Inspection Report No. 050-305/77-06 

The following is in response to your letter dated March 18, 1977, 

transmitting the referenced IE Inspection report. Besides the response 

requested for our long term correction of the valve seats for the containment 

purge and vent system isolation valves, there exists certain other 
items in 

the report that we feel must be addressed.  

The report alludes to management exit interviews conducted by 

Mr. Kohler on 2/17/77 and by Mr. Little on 2/28/77 of your staff.with Mr. Richmond 

of the-Kewaunee Plant staff. Our investigation revealed that neither Mr. Richmond, 

nor any oth6r plant management staff member were informed that any discussions 

with the inspectors constituted a formal exit interview. We understand that the 

audit of the Integrated Leak Rate Test consisted of three phases; pretest with 

Mr. Kohler, testing with Mr. Little and post-test with Mr. Kohler. Following 

the final phase, a formal exit interview was conducted on 3/17/77 by Mr. Kohler 

and Mr. Pulsipher with Mr. Luoma, the Plant Superintendent, in attendance. It is 

our policy to have- at least the Plant Superintendent. or his, designated, alternate 

and the supervisor of the particular discipline being audited present at exit 

interviews. In the future we request that the Plant Superintendent be informed 

of the inspectors' intent to hold a formal exit or management interview.  

In the text of the referenced Inspection Report several alleged 

commitments are addressed. It is our understanding that certain.of these items 

referred to as commitments by your staff were the result of informal discussions 

held with members of the plant staff who may have expressed an opinion similar to 

the inspector's. It is our company's policy to perform an extensive review of 

an issue with all disciplines affected, both at the plant site and at the 

corporate engineering level before a commitment is made. Furthermore, as a 

general rule, commitments which impact plant operation are not 
made without the 

-concurrence of the Plant Superintendent. To clarify those commitments made to
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Mr. Gaston Fiorelli 
Page 2 
April 15, 1977 

date concerning the items addressed inthe referenced inspection report and to 

respond to the question raised concerning long term corrective action of the 

containment purge and vent isolation valves, the following letters were submitted: 

1) Letter to Mr. Keppler from Mr. E. W. James dated February 17, 

1977, transmitting reportable occurrence report RO 77-2 which 

described our long, term corrective- action to- include replace
ment of the valve seats- and increased surveillance testing 
until the in-service life span of these-rubber seats is 
determined.  

2) Letter to Mr. Keppler from Mr. E. W. James dated March 29, 
1977, transmitting update report RO 77-2 which described the 
interim corrective action being implemented until such time 
as all the valve seats are replaced with new seats.  

These letters contain the only commitments made concerning either the containment 

purge and vent system or the containment integrated leak rate tests.  

Informally via telephone and formally through the referenced inspection 

report, we were asked to consider several actions for surveillance of the 

isolation valves in the purge lines. As stated in our transmittal of March 29, 
1977, we will perform local leak rate testing after each operation of the purge 

and vent line isolation valves. We have considered the other surveillance 

activities proposed by the members of your staff and have concluded that these 

activities either do not provide additional assurance of safety, are inconsistent 
with overall system design, or present potential safety hazards.  

Adjustment of the old valve seats was accomplished and has shown that 

a good seal was maintained during the performance of the Type A integrated leak 

rate test and have subsequently been local leak rate tested with little or no 

change since the initial adjustments. Furthermore, a study was conducted to 

determine if purging at the initiation of a postulated design basis accident had 

any significant effect on the safety analyses performed to calculate dose at the 

site boundary (10CFR1OO criteria) or to calculate the peak fuel clad temperature.  
With the assumed maximum closing time for the isolation valves of two seconds, 

1100 cubic feet of containment air will be purged out by the operation of the purge 

system. This is insignificant in comparison to the analysis which assumes a post 

LOCA leakage rate of 0.5% of the containment volume per day and would be mostly 
clean air since not much mixing of the containment volume occurs in the first 

two seconds of the accident and post LOCA hot rod burst would occur following 
valve closure so the only activity ii the containment volume in the first few 

seconds is primary coolsn. acLivity. Again, with an assumed maximum closing time 
for the isolation vaidV'es of two seconds, no significant changes in containment 

pressure occiir uecause the valves close during the steep initial rise in 

pressutrc at around 10 pounds-and, therefore, the core blowdown transient is 

relatively unaffected. The analysis also has a 280F margin to the 2200 0 F peak 
.fuel clad temperature limit assuming the worst case allowed peaking factors.



Mr. Gaston Fiorellil 
Page 3 
April 15, 1977 

Finally, an error was made in our proposed Technical Specification 
change of January 7, 1977. The corrections will be made and forwarded to the 
NRC, Operating Reactors Branch 1.  

Very truly yours, 

E. W. Ja es 
Senior Vic P s* ent 
Power Supply Engineering 

EWJ:sna


