
.

.

|
U. S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION |

REGION I
Docket No. 50-322

Repon No. 50-322/94-02

License No. NPF-82 (Possession Only)

Licensee: Iene Island Power Authority
P. O. Box 628. Nodh Country Road

Wading River. New York 11792

Facility Name: Shoreham Nuclear Power Station

Inspection At: Wading River. New York

Inspection Period: April 9 - July 6.1994

Inspector: SLW-Y _di4 h 4
R. L. Nimitz, CHP, Sentbr Radiation Specialist, RI date

It t Af b 71 s h f
L. Eckert, Radia io S Mialist, RI date
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J. Kottan, Lab /ratory Specialist, RI date

Approved by: h%hkh 7l'l/44
R. . Bores, Chief > da' et
F ilities Radiation Protection Section

Areas Inspected: The inspection consisted of on-site and in-office inspection by Region I staff
during facility tours, observation of work-in-progress, and review of various licensee procedures
and repons. Areas reviewed during the inspection included action on previous inspection
findings; decommissioning status and activities; fuel shipping activities; termination surveys;
organization, staffing, training, and qualifications; radiological controls; radioactive waste
activities; maintenance and surveillance activities; quality assurance; and fire protection and
security. In addition, the inspectors reviewed the establishment and implementation of
programmatic controls for discharge of the water contained within the fuel storage pool as well
as the radiological controls established and implemented for decontamination of the drained fuel
storage pool.
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Findings: The inspectors' review indicated that, overall, decommissioning and termination '

survey activities were conducted in accordance with the approved Decommissioning and |

Termination Survey Plans. The inspectors determined that appropriate programmatic controls
were established and implemented for discharge of the water from the fuel storage pool.
Radiological controls provided for decommissioning activities were very good. Lastly, the
inspectors' review indicated all fuel was safely transferred off-site to an authorized recipient.
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DETAILS

1.0 Individuals Contacted

1.1 Licensee Personnel

The inspectors met with cognizant licensee personnel periodically throughout the
inspection period. In addition the inspectors periodically held telephone discussions with
licensee personnel during the inspection period. Individuals contacted included:

- A. Bortz, Resident Manager
- L. Britt, Nuclear Operations Suppon Department Manager
- A. Downs, Security and Training Division Manager
- T. Garvey, Decommissioning Department Manager
- L. Lewin, Maintenance Manager
- F. Petschuer, Acting Operations and Maintenance Department Manager

and Radiological Controls Division Manager
- R. Petrone, NQA Department Manager
- R. Pauly, Compliance Engineer
- S. Schoenwiesner, Licensing and Regulatory Compliance Depanment Manager
- J. Wynne, Operations Manager

The inspectors also contacted other personnel during the inspection.

1.2 NRC Personnel

- D. Fauver, Senior Project Manager, Division of Waste Management, Office of
Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards

- T. Vitkus, Environmental Project Leader, (NRC Contractor), Oak Ridge Institute
for Science and Education (ORISE)

2.0 Scope of Areas Reviewed

During the inspection period, the inspectors reviewed the following activities:

- previous findings
- status of decommissioning
- transfer of slightly irradiated fuel
- termination survey program
- organization, staffing (including maintenance of staff), training and qualifications
- fuel handling activities
- radiological controls
- draining and discharge of the fuel storage pool
- security, safeguards, and fitness-for-duty
- maintenance and surveillance activities

__. __
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- fire protection activities
- radioactive waste shipping activities
- quality assurance activities

3.0 Previous Findings

During a previous inspection (Reference NRC Inspection No. 50-322/94-01), the
inspectors reviewed the licensee's use and control of survey instrumentation used for
termination surveys. During the review, the inspectors noted, that in several instances,
the FT-126BH GM tubes, used by the licensee for scan and fixed surveys failed the
established acceptance source check criteria (plus or minus three-standard deviations).
The inspectors noted that when an instrument or a probe fails its acceptance criteria, the
licensee conducts an infonnal root cause analysis. The most common root cause of
failure noted by the licensee in the analyses reviewed was quench gas depletion and/or
source decay.

The inspectors questioned the licensee on whether some of these failures were due to
other possible failure modes (for example, anode degradation or a tube leak). The
inspectors also discussed with the licensee the feasibility of conducting a more thorough
periodic review ofinstrument histories now that operating experience has been developed
for each detector / probe. The inspectors also requested the licensee to evaluate the
potential need to re-perform previous surveys for detectors that had failed source checks
after being used to perform surveys.

In response, the licensee initiated an in-depth review of failure causation of several FT-
126BH GM tubes and their use prior to the failure. The inspector noted that the licensee

2completed a detailed study of eight (of 31) Aptec 126 cm Model FT-126BH Geiger
Muller (GM) tubes. The licensee evaluated the entire control chart history of the eight
detectors from January 1993 (initiation of the termination survey) until April 8,1994.
A total of 22 control chart limit failures were recorded for this time period for the eight
detectors. The licensee concluded that some failures, attributed to quench gas depletion
and/or source decay, may have been attributable to other undetennined causes.

Regarding the potential need to re-perfonn surveys, the licensee found, after reviewing
the use history of the above 8 detectors, one instance in which a control chart limit
failure had potential impact on survey measurements. In this instance, a detector was
used on the day (June 16, 1993) prior to the recorded failure of control chart limits.
This detector was used in 40 out of a total of 1175 direct surface beta / gamma
measurements in the survey unit involved (main condenser).

The licensee reviewed these fony measurements and noted no significant difference
between them and adjacent measurrments. As such the licensee concluded that there was
good confidence regarding the validity of the fony measurements. The licensee indicated
that the surveys made the previous day had been reviewed for validity and a decision was
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made that the data was valid. The inspectors noted however, that the evaluation was not
documented nor were the criteria, upon which the data had been accepted as valid,
documented. The inspectors noted that the licensee re-performed the 40 measurements
previously taken in the main condenser and no significant variation in results was noted.

In light of the above inspectors' questions regarding resolution of questions on validity
of data following failure of an instrument to meet source check criteria, the licensee
revised Procedure 61X081.01, Chi-square Test and Control Chart for HP Laboratory
Counting and Termination Survey Field Instruments on July 5,1994, to include the
following.

- Responsibilities for diagnosing control chan failures were removed from survey
technicians and section supervisors were made responsible for resolution.

- The procedure was revised to provide guidance to supervision on the resolution
of control chan failures to include review of long-term detector performance as
well as a review of the immediate circumstances by which a failure was detected.

- The procedure was revised to require that measurements obtained with detectors
evidencing control chan failure are reviewed for potential inaccuracies and with
appropriate documentation of the review.

Notwithstanding the above, the licensee indicated that the technical basis for accepting
2all data for the remaining 23 Aptec 126 cm Model FT-126BH GM detectors would be

documented to address the potential for any of the remaining detectors to have
experienced a similar failure. This matter will be reviewed during a future inspection.

4.0 Decommissionine Status

The Shoreham Nuclear Power Station (Shoreham) was shut down in 1989. The
maximum power attained was 5% reactor power, with a total core history of about 2
effective full power days. 7.n June 1991, a Possession Only License (POL) (effective July
19, 1991) was issued to Long Island Lighting Company (LILCo). On Febmary 29,
1992, the NRC approved the transfer of the license to the Imng Island Power Authority
(LIPA). On June 11,1992, the NRC issued an Order authorizing the decommissioning
of Shoreham.

1
i

Since issuance of the Order, the licensee has been aggressively decommissioning the
facility to ultimately release it as an unrestricted area. To this end, the licensee
decontaminated the facility in accordance with the Decommissioning Plan and removed
and disposed of hardware that could not be readily decontaminated. Since the facility
operated at a maximum of 5% reactor power, adiation and contamination levels were
low. Consequently, large portions of the facility exhibit minimal or non-detectable
radiation or contamination levels.

1
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A major step in the decommissioning process was the removal of reactor fuel from
Shoreham. On Febmary 25, 1993, LIPA reached an agreement with the Philadelphia
Electric Cornpany (PECO) to transfer the slightly irradiated fuel from Shoreham to
PECO for use at PECO's Limerick Nuclear Power Station (Limerick). The agreement
provided for transport of Shoreham's fuel (560 fuel elements representing the reactor's
initial core load) to Limerick in special NRC-approved shipping casks. An inter-modal
transport route (ie., barge and train transport) was used.

During the current inspection period, the licensee safely completed the remaining 10 of
33 (Nos. 24-33) fuel shipments to the Limerick Nuclear Generating Station. The last
shipment left the station on June 3,1994.

;

Upon removal of the fuel, the licensee implemented on June 6,1994, Amendment No.
I1 (dated April 25, 1994) to the POL (No. NPF-82). The amendment, among other
matters, deleted the license's technical specifications. To provide for orderly transition
to the new amendment, the licensee issued a number oflicensing directives and Executive
Directives to all station staff regarding transitioning to operations under the provisions
of Amendment 11.

On June 5,1994, the licensee initiated the first of three batch releases of water from the
fuel storage pool. The licensee completed the drain down of the pool on June 23,1994.

The licensee terminated the Shoreham Meteorology Program and Radiological
Environmental Monitoring programs on June 15, 1994. As of the end of the inspection
period, the licensee continued to maintain and implement the Off-site Dose Calculation
Manual (ODCM) and Process Control Programs.

As of July 6,1994, the licensee had completed all physical decommissioning of the
facility and was in the process of perfonning the Phase IV (Reactor Building and
Drywell) tennination surveys.

The attachment to this repon provides the licensee's latest schedule of planned activities
for license termination.

.__
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The following table provides system removal status as of July 6,1994.

Table 1

System Removal Status

Area Ouantity of Material Removed (lbs.) Removal Status

Reactor Building 3,240,000 100 %

Radwaste Building 941,000 100 %

Turbine Building 72,000 100 %

Note: A total of 4,253,000 pounds of material was removed from the Shoreham Station
as of July 6,1994. The majority of the material was shipped to SEG for smelting. The
total does not include ponions of the biological shield wall that were removed from the
drywell and placed in the radwaste building. It does include all fuel mcks, thirteen of
which remain to be shipped for smelting. The licensee expended 855,000 person-hours
dismantling the plant, for purposes of decommissioning, as of July 6,1994.

Overall, review of the on-going decommissioning process indicated the licensee was
complying with the approved Decommissioning Plan and seeking approval of changes to
the plan, if appropriate.

No safety concerns or violations were identified. |

5.0 Transfer of Slightly Irrudiated Fuel To Limerick

The inspectors reviewed, on an on-going basis, the shipment of slightly irradiated fuel
from Shoreham to the Limerick Nuclear Generating Station. The licensee's program was
reviewed with respect tc,10 CFR Pans 20,71, and 73; and 49 CFR 171 - 178. Special
emphasis was placed on review relative to 49 CFR Part 174, Carriage by Rail, and 49
CFR Part 176, Carriage by Vessel.

In addition, the inspectors reviewed, on a selected basis, the current organizational
structure, training and qualifications, procedures, audits and surveillances, and
documents. Shipping mcords for all fuel shipments during the inspection period were i

reviewed. In addition, selected shipments were physically inspected.

l
.

|
|
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The inspectors made independent observations of on-going activities in the following
areas.

- fuel handling operations
- cisk handling activities
- radiological surveys of shipping casks
- QA oversight.

During the inspection period, the licensee completed the safe transfer of the remaining
10 shipments (Nos. 24-33) of slightly irradiated fuel to the Limerick Nuclear Generating
Station. The inspectors selectively reviewed shipping cask loading and handling activities
in the reactor building during the period. All shipping paperwork was reviewed. In
addition, the inspectors inspected shipment No. 33, in its loaded configuration on the
barge, on June 3,1994, prior to its departure from the Shoreham Station. The inspectors
made radiation and contamination measurements, as necessary, to verify conformance
with applicable Department of Transportation limits.

The inspectors noted that the survey data for removable contamination for shipment No.
33 provided data only for beta radiation. The licensee informed the inspetors that the
survey data was for beta and gamma emitters and made a pen and ink change to the
survey data sheet to indicate such. The inspectors verified that the proper
instrumentation had been used for the surveys.

The inspectors concluded that, overall, the licensee implemented an effective program
for transfer of the slightly irradiated fuel. No safety concerns or violations were
identified.

6.0 Termination Survey Reviews

The inspectors reviewed on-going termination survey activities as outlined in the
licensee's Shoreham Decommissioning Project Termination Survey Plan (Survey Plan).
The inspectors directly observed technicians performing surveys, reviewed selected
instrument calibration records and quality control charts, and verified adherence to the
Survey Plan.

No discrepancies were noted with existing station procedures or the termination survey
plan. The licensee implemented the Survey Plan.

On April 22, 1994, the licensee submitted a request (LSNRC-2165) to increase the
allowable residual beta / gamma contamination limits for Iron 55 and tritium. The basis
for the request was an evaluation that indicated that these nuclides posed a significantly
lower risk to the health and safety of the public than the other beta / gamma emitting
radionuclides identified in NRC Regulatory Guide 1.86. The increased limits were
approved on June 7,1994. The new limits are a combined avemge total surface
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2contamination of 200,00 disintegrations per minute (dpm) per 100 cm for tritium and
Iron 55 and a maximum total surface contamination of 600,000 dpm/100 cm The2

2removable surface contamination limit remained at a total of 1,000 dpm/100 cm ,

At the close of the inspection period, the licensee was continuing to review the scaling
factors for tritium and Iron-55 and develop appropriate methodology for assuring
compliance with the newly established criteria.

On June 14, 1994, the licensee submitted (LSNRC-2173) Phase 3 of the Survey Plan.
The submittal provided survey results for the suppmssion pool, pipe tunnels, various
piping systems and the radwaste building. The licensee requested that portions of the
submittal be withheld from public disclosure in accordance with 10 CFR Part 2.790.
The repon and licensee request were under NRC review at the time of this inspection.

During the inspection period, the following matters were identified by the inspectors
which the licensee agreed to address.

- The licensee proposed to use the 8 pico-curie / gram soil decommissioning limit for
charcoal, sewage sludge, and concrete rubble. It was not clear that the soil limit
was appropriate for these materials.

The licensee indicated that a technical basis for use of the soil limit for these
other materials would be provided.

- The licensee's scaling factors for determining the amount of tritium and Iron-55
present in samples varied considerably.

The licensee indicated a technical basis for selecting an appropriate scaling factor
would be provided.

|
- The licensee noted that it was believed that concrete left in storage may " dust" !

due to release of water. As such, the removable surface contaminaticn limits may
be challenged. j

The licensee indicated a technical evaluation of this matter would be provided.

The above matters will be reviewed during a future inspection.

No safety concerns or violations were identified.

I

;
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7.0 Q_rganization. Staffing. Trainine and Oualifications

The inspectors reviewed the on site organization, staffing, and the tmining and
qualifications of personnel. The review was with respect to the following Possession
Only License Technical Specifications.

- Technical Specification 6.2, Organization
- Technical Specification 6.3, Unit Staff Qualifications

The inspectors reviewed matters such as staffing, use of ovenime, and training and
qualification of radiological controls personnel. The maintenance of sufficient numbers
of qualified personnel to oversee and perform on-going decommissioning activities was
also reviewed.

On May 11,1994, the licensee notified the NRC (LSNRC-2169) that, effective
immediately, S. David Freeman assumed the position of Executive Vice President of the
Shomham Decommissioning Project following the resignation of Mr. John C. Brons from
that position.

The inspectors' review indicated that the licensee continues to maintain and reduce, as
appropriate, staffing consistent with the licensee's staffing reduction plan. No indications
of unqualified staff were identified during review of recent organization changes. |

The licensee was very sensitive to the need to maintain adequate numbers of technically
qualified personnel to oversee and perfonn on-going decommissioning activities. The
inspectors noted that on February 28,1994, and in accordance with the Decommissioning
Order, dated June 11,1992, the licensee elected to delete the annual General Employee
retmining. The safety evaluation provided adequate justification for the deletion. The
licensee provided, and will continue to provide, job-specific training during the
remainder of the project.

No safety concerns or violations were identified. )

8.0 Radiological Controls

The inspectors reviewed the implementation and adequacy of radiological controls. The
evaluation of the licensee's performance was based on discussions with cognizant
personnel and independent observations by the inspectors during tours. The following

i

elements of the program were reviewed. j

|
- posting, barricading and access control (as appropriate) to Radiation, High

'

Radiation, and Airborne Radioactivity Areas
- personnel adherence to radiation protection procedures, radiation work permits,

and good radiological control practices

I
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- maintaining occupational radiation exposure as low as reasonably achievable
(ALARA)

- use of dosimetry devices
- airborne radioactivity sampling and controls, including installation and use of

engineering controls to minimize airborne mdioactivity
- adequacy of radiological surveys to support pre-planning of work and on-going

work
- calibration and checking of radiological survey instmmentation, and
- contamination controls, including hot particle controls.

As part of the review effort, the inspectors reviewed radiological controls associated with
biological shield wall removal and draining and decontamination of the fuel storage pool.
The inspectors also reviewed contamination controls at egress points from the
radiological controlled areas as well as performance of personnel contamination
monitoring for access to " Green is Clean" areas. The inspectors also reviewed the '

frequency and licensee response to potential spills of contaminated water in the radwaste
and reactor buildings since the third quarter of 1993.

The inspectors' review indicated that, ovemil, very good radiological controls were
implemented for the work activities reviewed. Radiation, contamination, and airborne
radioactivity surveys were appropriate for the conditions encountered. The inspectors'
noted that the licensee properly responded to spills.

The inspectors noted that the licensee requires that visitors be escorted when entering
radiological controlled areas as a means to help minimize occupational exposure and
accommodating their minimal remaining msponsibility to provide training of personnel
per 10 CFR 19.12.

No safety concerns or violations were identified.

9.0 Program to Maintain Occupational Radiation Exposure As Low As Reasonably
Achievable

The inspectors reviewed on-going decommissioning activities and the licensee's efforts
to maintain occupational exposure ALARA. The inspectors also reviewed the licensee's
ALARA goals for the decommissioning project.

The approved decommissioning project ALARA goal was established at 3.5 person-mm.
In 1992.,2.245 person-rem was accrued. In 1993,0.730 person-rem was projected but
only 0.337 person-rem was actually accrued. The licensee established an ALARA goal
for 1994 of 0.695 person-rem. The licensee continues to plan on meeting the project
ALARA goal for the entire decommissioning project of 3.5 person-rem.
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During the first quarter of 1994, the licensee had accrued 0.526 person-rem of
cumulative exposure as measured by thermoluminescent dosimetry. This accnted
exposure value reflects 12 of 13 fuel channel shipments.

The licensee expects to acense minimal cumulative exposure during the remainder of the
year and expects to meet the 1994 goal. As such, the licensee also expects that the
project goal will be achieved and a total person-rem of between about 3.1 to 3.2 person-
rem will be accrued for the entire Decommissioning Project.

The following table provides details regarding development of the 1994 station ALARA
goal.

Table 2
1994 Exposure Estimates

TASK Cumulative TEDE' Cumulative TEDE
Estimate Goal

(person-rem) (person-rem)

Fuel rack disposal 0.046 0.035

Fuel pool recovery 0.0 t0 0.005

Cask handling 0.088 0.070

Radwaste closcout 0.050 0.035

Fuel channel disposal 0.638 0.550

TOTAL 0.832 0.695

The inspectors' review indicated the licensee was implementing an effective ALARA
Program. No safety concerns or violations were identified.

i

10.0 Security. Safeguards. and Fitness-for-Duty

The inspectors toured the protected area during the inspection period and observed
security controls. The inspectors also reviewed security compensatory measures (as
appropriate). The inspector also reviewed applicable security logs. The inspectors
observed implementation of proper security controls for entry into controlled locations.
The inspectors also reviewed fitness-for-duty testing of individuals involved with fuel

;

transfer activities. The licensee continued to implement the fitness-for-duty program.

' Total Effective Dose Equivalent I
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|
During the inspection period, the inspector verified completion of Nuclear Material |

Transaction Reports (Form NRC-741) for transfer of fuel to the Limerick Nuclear
.

Generating Station. |

On June 3,1994, the last shipment of fuel left the site for the Limerick Nuclear
Generating Station. As a result, a Nuclear Security Plan was no longer needed. In
accordance with 10 CFR Part 73, the Nuclear Security Plan was terminated on June 5,
1994. Regarding safeguards infonnation, the original infonnation in the plan will be
maintained by the licensee as non-safeguards. The licensee was controlling generic
safeguards infonnation and evaluating what actions to take with it.

No safety concerns or violations were identified.

I1.0 Surveillance and Maintenance

The inspectors reviewed on-going work activities, reviewed procedures, and discussed
on-going activities with cognizant personnel. The inspectors reviewed personnel
adherence to procedures, industrial safety matters, fire protection, and housekeeping.
The inspectors reviewed use of cranes relative to guidance contained in NUREG 0612,
Control of Heavy Loads at Nuclear Power Stations.

No safety concerns or violations were identified.

12.0 Draindown and Release of Fuel Storage Pool Water

12.1 General

The inspectors reviewed the draindown and release of the fuel storage pool following the
removal of fuel from the station. The pool contained about 330,000 gallons of water that
was released as part of the decommissioning process. As part of the review, the
inspectors reviewed the calibration of the radiation monitors used by the licensee to
monitor the on-going release.

The inspectors' review was with respect to criteria contained in the licensee's Technical
Specifications, the Off-site Dose Calculation Manual (ODCM), and the licensee's April
6,1993, submittal (LSNRC-2053) to the NRC (" Clarification of Request for Approval
of Temporary Liquid Radwaste Processing System Design). (Note: The submittal was
approved by an NRC letter dated May 26,1993.)

In addition, and as part of the review, the inspectors obtained split samples of the pool
water for independent analysis.

_ _ _ _.
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12.2 Liquid Effluent Radiation Monitorine

During this part of the inspection, the inspectors reviewed the licensee's calibration of
the salt water drain tank effluent radiation monitor. This was the liquid effluent
radiation monitor through which the discharge of the fuel storage pool water passed. The
mdiation monitor itself was an off-line liquid monitor which was composed of a canister
monitored by a sodium iodide detector.

The calibration of the salt water drain tank (SWDT) liquid effluent radiation monitor was
perfonned in accordance with procedure number SPC4X631.279, " Salt Water Drain
Tank Discharge Radiation Monitor Calibration and Functional Test." This procedure,
which was well written and comprehensive, provided for "as found checks"; electronic
calibrations; source calibrations, including an actual mock-up calibratica; alarm set point
verifications, and function tests, including the low flow alarm. All calibration results
were within the licensee's procedural acceptance limits. The calibration was performed
in May 1993. The required calibration frequency for this effluent radiation monitor was
every 18 months.

Additionally, the licensee calibrated the in-line flow switch of the SWDT effluent
discharge radiation monitor in order to ensure that the proper flow would be maintained
through the radiation monitor durhg the discharge of the fuel storage pool water.

No safety concerns or violations were identified.

12.3 Liauid Effluent Releases
i

The inspectors reviewed the appropriate licensee procedures for the sampling, analysis,
and control ofliquid effluent releases. The following specific procedures were reviewed.

1

- SP74X020.02, Liquid Waste Release Analysis and Discharge Authorization
- SP73X033.10, Gamma Spectrometer System Operation j
- SP73X631.90, RMS Computer Operations

,

- SPClX631.03, Control of Radiation Monitoring System Setpoints and Parameters !

The above procedures provided detailed, comprehensive guidance to licensee employees
for sampling, analyzing and controlling the spent fuel pool discharge in accordance with
ODCM requirements.

The licensee collected composite samples as required by the above procedures. In
addition, the licensee took additional samples of the effluent from the SWDT liquid
effluent radiation monitor which accumulated in the SWDT. The sampling provided
additional composite samples of the spent fuel pool releases. I

i
1

1
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The pool water released had been continuously re-circulated through a combination
filter /demineralizer.

The draindown of the fuel storage pool occurred in three phases. Phase 1 resulted in
draindown of the pool to approximately the top of the fuel racks. It started on June 5 and
ended on June 9,1994. A total of 273,036 gallons of water was released during the
Phase I draindown.

After the racks were removed a second draindown occurred. It started on June 18,1994
and ended on June 19, 1994. A volume of 27,000 gallons was released.

A third minor draindown (Phase III) occurred on June 21,1994, and ended that same
day. A volume of 7,000 gallons of water was released.

Four small volume discharges of the SWDT also occurred. These wem treated as
separate small volume releases from the SWDT. The total volume released for the fuel
storage pool draindown, inch. ding the SWDT releases, was 359,502 gallons.

The sample analysis results for the water discharged indicated essentially no activity was
present in the water above ODCM lower limits of detection. This was confirmed by
NRC analysis of selected split samples analyzed by the NRC.

No safety concerns or violations were identified.

13.0 Fire Protection Activities

The inspectors made periodic reviews of station housekeeping and Hre protection
activities during the inspection. Extinguishers wem checked during station tours to
determine charge levels and completion of surveillances.

The inspectors' reviews identified generally good housekeeping and fire protection ,

activities throughout the station.

No safety concerns or violations were identified

14.0 Radwaste Shinning Activities

The inspectors reviewed radioactive waste shipping activities for the period April 8,1994
through July 6,1994. The review was with respect to the criteria contained in
10 CFR 71, " Packaging and Transportation of Radioactive Material," and applicable
licensee procedures. The inspectors reviewed applicable documents and discussed the
shipping program with cognizant personnel. The inspectors selectively verified (as
appropriate), by review of documents, that the licensee was authorized to use the
shipping casks in use. The inspectors reviewed the licensee's shipment of contaminated
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fuel storage racks. The inspectors also selectively reviewed licensee training of
personnel relative to NRC Inspection and Enforcement (IE) Bulletin 79-19.

During the time of the inspection, radioactive waste generators in the State of New York
had radwaste burial privileges at the Barnwell site in South Carolina. After June 30,
1994, the licensee was not permitted to ship waste to Barnwell, South Carolina for
disposal.

The licensee expected to make about eight fuel storage rack shipments as radioactive
materials and expected to complete this evolution by August 1994. At the close of this
inspection, the licensee had made three shipments of fuel racks.

Shipment records 94-68,94-71, and 94-73 were selected and reviewed. The shipments
were fuel storage racks with surface contamination. The racks were sent to SEG in
Tennessee for recovery and were shipped limited quantity. Records were found
complete. The licensee maintained a copy of the consignee's license as required. No
discrepancies were noted.

No safety concerns or violations were identified.

15.0 Ouality Assurance (OA) Oversight

The inspectors reviewed the implementation and adequacy of the Quality Assurance
Program audit and surveillance activities. The review was with respect to criteria
contained in Technical Specifications (TS), the Defueled Safety Analysis Report (DSAR),
and the Shoreham Decommissioning Plan.

The inspectors reviewed completed audits, surveillance reports, deficiency reports and
corrective action repons. The inspectors also observed quality assurance oversight
activities during station tours and discussed quality assurance activities with cognizant
personnel. The following assessment was reviewed.

- Spent Fuel Storage Pool Drain Down Readiness Assessment Plan, dated June 9,
1994

No safety concerns or violations were identified.

16.0 Exit Meeting

The inspectors discussed the scope and purpose of the inspection activities periodically
during the inspection period. On July 6,1994, the inspectors summarized the results of
the inspection. The licensee acknowledged the inspection findings.
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