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Northern States Power Company 
ATTN: Mr. Leo Wachter 

Vice President 
Power Production and 

System Operation 
414 Nicollet Mall 
Minneapolis, MN 55401 

Gentlemen: 

This refers to the inspection conducted by Mr. E. W. K. Lee of this office on November 16, 1977 and January 23-25, 1978, of activities at Monticello Generating Station authorized by NRC Operating License No. DPR-22 and to 'the discussion of our findings with Mr. L. R. Eliason and others of your staff at the conclusion of the inspection.  

The enclosed copy of our inspection report identifies areas examined during the inspection. Within these areas, the inspection consisted of a selective examination of procedures and representative records, observations, and interviews with personnel.  

During this inspection, certain of your activities appeared to be in noncompliance with NRC requirements, as described in the enclosed Appendix A.  

This notice is sent to you pursuant to the provisions of Section 2.201 of the NRC's "Rules of Practice," Part 2, Title 10, Code of Federal Regulations. Section 2.201 requires you to submit to this office within twenty days of your receipt of this notice a written statement or explanation in reply, including for each item of noncompliance: (1) corrective action taken and the results achieved; (2) corrective action to be taken to avoid further noncompliance; and (3) the date when full compliance will be achieved.



/

Northern States Power - 2 
Company 

In accordance with Section 2.790 of the NRC's "Rules of Practice," 
Part 2, Title 10, Code of Federal Regulations, a copy of this letter, 
the enclosures, and your response to this letter will be placed in 
the NRC's Public Document Room, except as follows. If the enclosures 
contain information that you or your contractors believe to be pro
prietary, you must apply in writing to this office, within twenty 
days of your receipt of this letter, to withhold such information 
from public disclosure. The application must include a full statement 
of the reasons for which the information is considered proprietary, 
and should be prepared so that proprietary information identified in 
the application is contained in an enclosure to the application.  

We will gladly discuss any questione you have concerning this 
inspection.  

Sincerely, 

R. F. Heishman, Chief 
Reactor Construction and 

Engineering Support Branch 

Enclosures: 
1. Appendix A, Notice 

' of Violation 
2. IE Inspection Report 

No. 50-263/77-22 

cc v/enls: 
Mr. L. R. Eliason, Plant 

Manager 
vtentral Files 
Reproduction Unit NRC 20b 
PDR 
Local PDR 
NSIC 
TIC 
Anthony Roisman, Esq., 

Attorney

* U. e. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 1970 - 62".24
NRC FORM 318 (9*76) NRCMA 0240



Appendix A 

NOTICE OF VIOLATION 

Northern States Power Docket No. 50-263 

Company 

Based on the results of the NRC inspection conducted on 

November 16, 1977 and January 23-25, 1978, it appears that 

certain of your activities were not conducted in full in compliance 

with NRC requirements, as noted below. This item is a deficiency.  

Contrary to 10 CFR 50, Appendix B, Criterion XVII, Northern States 

Power Company (NSP) Administrative Control Directive No. 3ACD 2.4, 

Rev. 1, on January 23-25, the inspector: 

1. Determined that General Electric Company (GE) did not maintain 

the Ultrasonic re-calibration and verification records while 

performing thickness measurement of the RPV feedwater nozzle 

safe-ends as required by GE procedure NSP-77-FW-09E paragraph 

7.2.  

2. Determined that the following GE travelers were not signed-off 

by Quality Control and/or Production: 

a. Sequence 8 on traveler No. CRM-45-D.  

b. Sequence 21 on traveler No. CRM-315.  

3. Determined that the following GE weld joint process control 

sheets were not signed-off by Quality Control and/or Production: 

a. Steps 5.d and 5.g on joint process control sheets for weld 

joint No. FW-135-3.1, No. FW-135-3.2 and No. FW-135-4.1 

through 4.4.  

b. Step 3(b)l on joint process control sheet for weld joint 

No. FW-135-5.  

4. Determined that Cherne Contracting Corporation (Cherne) liquid 

penetrant examination reports of weld joints No. B2104-001-0001 
and No. B2104-002-0001 did not specify the material and technique 

used as required by Peabody procedure No. 3.23.A.1-4, paragraph 

No. 7.2.



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

REGION III 

Report No. 50-263/77-22 

Docket No. 50-263 License No. DPR-22 

Licensee: Northern States Power Company 
414 Nicollet Mall 
Minneapolis, MN 55401 

Facility Name: Monticello Nuclear Generating Station 

Inspection At: Monticello Site, Monticello, MN 

Inspection Conducted: November 16, 1977 and January 23-25, 1978 

Inspector: E. W. K. Lee / 

Approved By: D. H. Dani nf Chief -7 
Engineering Support Section 2 

Inspection Summary 

Inspection on November 16, 1977 and January 23-25, 1978 (Report No.  
50-263/77-22) 
Areas Inspected: Documents relative to the removal of RPV feedwater 
nozzle cladding, Control Rod Drive (CRD) Return Line Nozzle Thermal 
Sleeve Removal and capping of CRD return line. This inspection 
involved a total of 20 onsite inspection hours by one NRC inspector.  
Results: Of the three areas inspected no apparent items of noncompliance 
were found in one area; one apparent item of noncompliance was found in 
two areas (Deficiency - failure to maintain proper record, paragraph l.a, 
l.b, l.c and 3.a).



DETAILS

Persons Contacted 

Principal Licensee Employees 

*M. H. Clarity, Superintendent, Plant Engineer and Radiation Protection 
*L. R. Eliason, Plant Manager 
*D. B. Hansen, QC Engineer 
*P. J. Krumpos, QC Engineer 

Other Personnel 

*D. Arremony, Consultant, Arremoney Associates 
*G. H. Scott, QA Supervisor, General Electric Company 

*Denotes those present at the exit interview.  

Functional or Program Areas Inspected 

1. Review of RPV Feedwater Nozzle Cladding Removal Records 

a. The inspector reviewed 27 Installation Procedures and 26 travelers 
for approvals and sign-offs. The inspector established that: 

(1) Sequence No. 8 on traveler No. CRM-45-D was not signed-off 
by Quality Control and Production personnel.  

(2) Sequence No. 21 on traveler No. CRM-315 was not signed-off 
by production personnel. This is contrary to the require
ment indicated on the travelers.  

This finding is an item of noncompliance identified in 
Appendix A. (263/77-22-01).  

b. The inspector reviewed ultrasonic report of the 450 RPV feedwater 
nozzle safe-end wall thickness measurement and noted that 
recalibration and verification records were not maintained.  
This is contrary to the requirements of General Electric Company 
procedure No. NSP-77-FW-09E, paragraph 7.2.  

This finding is an item of noncompliance identified in 
Appendix A. (263/77-22-02).  

c. The inspector reviewed 15 joint process control sheets for welds 
0 

performed on the 135 feedwater sparger. The inspector estab
lished that:
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(1) Steps 5.d and 5.g on joint process control sheets for weld 
joints No. FW-135-3.1, No. FW-135-3.2 and No. FW-135-4.1 
through 4.4 were not signed-off by production personnel and 

(2) Step 3(b)l on joint process control sheet for weld joint 
No. FW-135-5 was not signed-off by Quality Control personnel.  
This is contrary to the requirement indicated on the joint 
process control sheet.  

This finding is an item of noncompliance identified in 
Appendix A. (263/77-22-03).  

d. The inspector reviewed four noncompliance reports and one Field 
Deviation Disposition Request. The inspector determined the 
reports are legible and properly closed out.  

e. The inspector reviewed six NDE personnel and four welders quali
fication. It was determined that the records indicated that 
those personnel were properly qualified and met the applicable 
code requirements.  

f. The inspector reviewed the post-cladding removal UT reports of 
the RPV feedwater nozzle inner radii and bores. The inspector 
determined the reports met the procedural and code requirements.  

Except as noted above, no other items of noncompliance or deviations 
were identified.  

2. Review of Control Rod Drive (CRD) Return Line Nozzle Thermal Sleeve 
Removal Records 

a. The inspector reviewed three work procedures and two travelers 
for approvals and sign-offs. The inspector established the 
procedures and travelers were properly signed-off.  

b. The inspector reviewed PT report of the CRD nozzle blend radius.  
Four linear indications were recorded on the reports. The 
indications were ground out and measurements of cavities were 
taken. One cavity was 0.110" into the basemetal and one was 
0.08" into the basemetal.  

No items of noncompliance or deviations were identified.  

3. Review of Control Rod Drive (CRD) Return Line Capping Records 

a. The inspector reviewed Cherne Contracting Corporation Liquid 
penetrant examination reports of weld joints No. B2104-001-0001 
and No. B2104-002-0001. The inspector noted that material and
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technique used were not recorded. This is contrary to Peabody 
procedure No. 3.23.A.1, paragraph No. 7.2.  

This finding is an item of noncompliance identified in 
Appendix A. (263/77-22-04).  

b. The inspector reviewed the following Cherne Contracting Corpor
ation documents and determined them to be acceptable and met 
the applicable code requirements: 

(1) Master check lists No. B2-4-1 and No. B2-4-2.  

(2) Welding check list for weld joints No. B2104-001-0001 and 
No. B2104-002-0001.  

(3) Radiographic Reports of weld joints No. B2104-001-0001 and 
No. B2104-002-0001.  

(4) Three welders qualifications.  

Except as noted, no other items of noncompliance or deviations were 
identified.  

Exit Interview 

* The inspector met with licensee representatives at the conclusion of the 
inspection on January 25, 1978. The inspector summarized the scope and 
findings of the inspection. The licensee acknowledged the item of 
noncompliance identified in paragraphs l.a, l.b, l.c and 3.a.
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