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February 14, 1994

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
ATTN: Document Control Desk
Washington, D.C. 20555

Subject: Waterford 3 SES
Docket No. 50-382
License No. NPF-38
Additional Information
Licensed Operator Fitness For Duty Questionnaire

Gentlemen:

Entergy Operations, Inc., submits, by attachment, additional information
relayed verbally to the staff in response to questions involving the
staff's Licensed Operator Fitness For Duty Questionnaire dated December 6,
1993. The written response to that questionnaire was submitted via Entergy
Operations, Inc. letter number W3F1-93-0378, dated January 5, 1994.

We respectfully request that this confidential information be exempt from
public disclosure in accordance with 10CFR2.7590(a)(#6).
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CONFIDENTIAL

Duri.ng conversations with the staff, inquiries were made concerning
Question 2 of the Licensed Operator Fitness-for-Duty Questionnaire. The
questionnaire addressed a Fitness-for-Duty occurrence on November 29, 1993,
involving a licensed operator. Question 2 of the questionaire requested a
summary of the operator's entire Fitness-for-Duty testing history which was
provided in paragraph 2 (a) of the original submittal. Waterford 3 also
provided, in paragraph 2 (b), information concerning pre-Fitness-for-Duty
(10CFR26) testing. In response to the verbal inquiries, Waterford 3
provided additional information in response to Question 2 of the
gquestionnaire in a telecon with the staff on January 27, 1994.

This submittal documents the information that was provided in the telecon.
Please note that this information represents drug testing that was
performed outside of the Waterford 3 Fitness-for-Duty program to which
Waterford 3 had no knowledge of or access to at the time of the original
submittal.

The operator was submitted to off-site drug testing by the treatment center
to which he applied for admission on November 28, 1993. The test results
were positive for cocaine use. On December 6, 1993, the operator was again
tested off-site and the drug test results on that date were negative.

It 1s important to note based on conversations between Waterford 3's MRO
and the attending physician that it appears the drug testing program used
by the treatment center meets most of our testing reguirements,
Specifically, the program uses the same cutoff levels and the same testing
process, however, the treatment center does not use chain of custody as is
required for Waterford 3 per 10CIR26.
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