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" UNITED STATES

R e NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
i o o e
% N KING OF PRUSSIA, PENNSYLYANIA 19406 1418
Sheat
Docket No. 50-336 FEB 24 ¥R
Mr. J. Opeka
Executive Vice President - Nuclear
Northeast Nuclear Energy Company
P.O. Box 270
Hartford, Connecticut 061410270
Dear Mr, Opeka:

Subject: NRC Region I Inspection Report No. 50-336/91-31

Mr. J. T. Shedlosky and others of this office conducted a special safety inspection December 17,
1991, through February 7, 1992, at the Millstone Nuclear Station Unit 2, Waterford,
Connecticut. The inspection results are documented in the enclosed report. They were
discussed with Mr. J. S. Keenan and other members of your staff at the conclusion of the

inepection.

Areas examined during the inspection are described in the enclosed report. Within these areas,
the inspection focused on issues brought to Northeast Utilities by the NRC. Our independent
review evaluated your performance in complying with regulatory requirements important to
public and worker health and safety. This review consiste¢ ~f performance observations of
ongoing activities, inspection of plant equipment, interviews with personnel, and review of
records.

Our overall assessment was that performance was acceptable. The enclosed inspection report
notes a number of issues on which your staff agreed to provide a response to the NRC.
NNECO's response to the NRC may be made in communication with the resident inspectors.

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. The responses directed by
this letter are pot subjected to the clearance procedures of the Office of Management and Budget
as required by the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, Public Law No. 96.511.

Your cooperation with us is appreciated.

Division of Reactor Projects

(72(x 277 ‘:Mz%[" L ‘é) t‘t ' y



FEB 24 ¥R
Northeast Nuclear Energy Company 2

Enclosure: NRC Region 1 Inspection Report No. $0-336/91-31

cc w/enclosure:

W. D. Romberg, Vice President, Nuclear Operations
D. O. Nordquist, Director of Quality Services

R. M. Kacich, Manager, Nuclear Licensing

S. E. Scace, Nuclear Station Director, Millstone

J. . Keenan, Nuciear Unit Director, Millstone Unit 2
Gerald Garfield, Esquire

Nicholas Reynolds, Esquire

K. Abraham, PAO (2)

Public Document Room (PDR)

Local Public Document Room (LPDR)

Nuclear Safety Information Center (NSIC)

NRC Resident Inspecior

State of Connecticut
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17.0 SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION ON PRIOR INSPECTION
ISSUES

The following are either clarifications or additional documentation regarding issues the NRC
described in previous inspection reports.

i7.1 Drawing Control

Employees found it convenient to use drawings located within vendor technical manuals, but
expressed concerns that drawings within vendor technical manuals were not up-to-date. Vendor
drawings typically depicted standard equipment designs and were not necessarily the exact
configuration installed at MP2. The licensee was committed to maintenance of vendor drawings
and incorporating them, as necessary, with the NUSCO controlled drawing system. Licensee
1&C Department management stated it was considering an enhancement of current NNECO
practices such that vendor manuals would include appropriate references to NUSCO drawing
numbers.

Inspection Report (IR) 50-336/91-27, section 7.1, documented the findings of a review made of
the drawing control system and its use during activities at the station. The report incorrectly
stated that there were no administrative control procedure requirements to verify the latest
drawing information prior to the use of a drawing for quality work. This was an error.

Administrative Control Procedure ACP-QA-3.03, Document Control, Revision 33 in section 6.2,
Design Document Coatrol, requires that persons using drawings for quality work activities are
responsible for verifying they have the latest revision of a drawing by referencing the Drawing
Status File within the Generation Records Information Tracking System.

This information does not change the report conclusion that some personnel were not using the
drawing control system when required, but it does correct the finding of a deficiency within the
system of administrative controls.

172  Tool and Document Contamination During AWO M2-91-06732

The NRC provided a concern related 1o contamination of tools and a procedure package while
doing AWO M2-91-06732 in July 1991, and the NRC promptly inspected the concern.

Background

NRC Inspection Report 50-336/91-18 (IR91-18), section 4.0, documented the NRC review of
varior:s radiological control issues related to posting and control of radiological areas, radiation
monitor R} ¢-8132, and a speat fuel pool area frisker, In part, that report found that *posting
of contaminated, high airborne radiation and high radiation areas was observed to be

with respect to boundary identification, locking requirements, and hold points. * The following
NRC assessment of the employee concem related to AWO M2-91-06732 was done in July 1991,



Ky
but was not specifically described in [R91-18.

Asscssment

Two work activities in the vicinity of stack gas radiation monitor RM-8132B ook place during
the period of July 2 - 3, 1991. One activity was calibration of RM-8132B using surveillance
procedure SP 2404AF. The other activity was replacement of the RM-8132B sample fan
assembly blower and drive belt per AWO M2-06732. The concern was that work done per
AWO M2-06732, which had no radiation work permit (RWP) requirements, may have caused
contamination of an 1&C technician's tools and documentation for the SP 2404 AF work package.

MP?2 health physics (HP) was involved with the issue when the 1&C technician exited the work
area on the moming of July 3, 1991. In addition to contamination found on the papers and
tools, HP surveys found 15K dpm in the work area. Access to the work area was then
controlled as a contaminated area. Other floor areas accessible to personnel were clean. There
was no contamination of personnel. HP review of the maintenance work activity identified no
contamination in the fan removed on July 3, 1991, or in the maintenance shop. NNECO
assigned decontamination personnel to clean the affected area.

HP concluded the maintenance work did not cause the contamination and that there were
acceptable radiological work controls. HP did identify leakage from a ventilation bousing near
the job site as the source of the contamination. NNECO took action to contain any further
leakage from the ventilation housing and to continue decontamination of the area.

On July 4, 1991, the inspector reviewed HP survey sheets and observed the job site. The
inspector found that NNECO removed most of the contamination and that NNECO had
appropriate barricades and postings to cootrol access 10 the area.

Conclusion
Based on review of HP records and physical inspection of the work area, the inspector concluded

NNECO adequately responded to the contamination event. The inspector had no further
questions on the adequacy of work controls.

17.3 ASI Curve for LHGR

As described in NRC Inspection Report 50-336/89-08, section 5.4, oo May 1, 1989, the licensee
found that the incore analysis (INCA) program produced unexplained results during power
ascension testing. For example, a coefficient error resulted in the INCA program being unable
to precisely measure LHGR over the full leqgth of the core. The licensee resolved this matter
and declared the INCA system operable on May 6, 1989. The NRC evaluated licensee actions
and found no inadequacies.
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Fig eave blan

Name: 1 :} Address:

Phone: City/State/Iip:

Confidentiality:
Was 1t requested? Yes No
Was 1t initially granted? Yes No
Was it finally granted by the allegation panel Yes No
Does a confidentiality agreement need to be sent

to alleger? Yes No

Has a confidentfality agreement been signed? Yes No
Memo documenting why it was granted fs attached? Yes No

Alleger's {N & C

Employer: L/( i Posftion/Title: b

Facility: MW’Z’ Docket No.:

(Allegation Summary (brief escription of concern(s):
Cn(al) e Fon & lolior Frtgs

o/c;(nof St fram Sym 7/4 7 7/
(see tladbP2-we H—alS Fom SFIO7C

Number of Concerns: /

Employee Receiving Allegation:

(first two inftials and last nav{)

Type of Regulated Activity (a) ;:’ﬁ:::tor (d) __ Safeguards
(b) __ Vendor (e) __ Other: =
(c) __ Materfals (Specify)

Materfals License No. (1f applicable):

Functional Area(s): _g:(:"Opcrationl
(b) Construction

:::ic Safeguards

Emergency Preparedness
Onsite Health and Safety
Offsite Health and Safety

R

& & d) Transportation Other: 3
RET - " § 2 wtas S wig
e TR A . o 4l i
(NRC Regfon 1 Form 207 ¢ “EE gPe BT L 3 gt s P ﬁ:‘ly
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FO P BY STATION SUPERINTENDENT EFFECTIVE DATE “SORC MTG NO.

STATION EMERGENCY ORGANIZATON
ON-CALL SCHEDULE CHANGE REQUEST

Date:
T0: Dnit 1 SSSA
FROM: Name :
Department:
REFER: CHANGE TO SEO ON-CALL LIST

The following changes should be made to the Station Emergency
Organization On-Call List identified above.

RADIOPAGER
START DATE END DATE NAME (Last, First, M.I.) TELEPHONE ' BEEPER ¢

NOTE 1: The period of On-Call is from 0730 of the "Start Date® to 0730 of the
morning after the last day of On-Call, unless othervise noted.

NOTE 2: Changes must be submitted at least two working days prior to Start Date,
please hand deliver if unable to do so.

Reference: EPIP 4211 SF 1078

Rev. 2
Page 1 of 1
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W_/____—)(‘;CL;W}_-_’Q’-M-/—___ A &7 - 30
F APPROVED 7BY STATION SUPERINTENDENT “EFFLCTIVE DATE “SORC MTG NO.

STATION EMERGENCY ORGANIZATON
ON~CALL SCHEDULE CHANGE REQUEST

Date:
TO: Unit 1 SSSA
FROM: Name :
Department :
REFER: CHANGE TO SEO ON-CALL LIST

The following changes should be made to the Station Emergency
Organization On-Call List identified above.

RADIOPAGER
START DATE END DATE NAME (Last, First, M.1.) TELEPHONE § BEEPER §

NOTE 1: The period of On-Call is from 0730 of the "Start Date® to 0730 of the
morning after the last day of On-Call, unless othervise noted.

NOTE 2: Changes must be submitted at least two working days prior to Start Date,
please hand deliver if unable to do so.

Reference: EPIP 4211 SF 1078
Rev. 2
Page 1 of 1
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Wed, Jul 17, 1991 ALLEGATION NO - RI-A-9§-__
3 13PH Resident Office No. B

Neme: Address:
Phono'[ J City/ st: | , J

Confidentiality:

ALLEGATION RECEIPT

Wes it requested? granted? Yes . e X
Emploger E_!lmo ] Pesition/Title [ ] a
Facility MILLSTORE 2 DOCKET M0 50- 336 ?l’fﬂ o/

SUMMARY: The alleger forw-rdod,é_g lnl'qro"lco meil two,/t‘l/un
Summarized in the ettached memo: (1)

‘and, (11) he s wlkdrawing en ellegation thet the
on-call electricien did not meet £-Pjan roqulr*m;u on July 5.

See the ettached.
NUMBLR OF CONCERNS: ___j oy - | g/-/ 70
wed 7

EMPLOYEE RECEIVING ALLEGATION. WiLLiAM g RAYMOND
ACTIVITY: X REACTOR
FUNCTIONAL AREA ) X Operatiers (0 J Onstts HES

Time Required te Process Roquest. -.._L_)‘.ﬁ.-

-

. 4 _. fropdo i it /\/’/,5/,________—

¢
AT AN TIIAICTIMITLE A K )Y YL Y M
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ALLEGATION RECEIPT

Wed, Jul 17, 1991 ALLEGATION NO. RI-A-9§-__
313PH Resident Office No. B.

Name 1 Address
Phone j City/ St

Confidentiality

Was t requested? granted? W R
Employer f_nu.‘}"- Position/Title ( '3
Facility MILLSTONE 2 DOCKET N0 50-336

SUMMARY The elleger forwerdetﬁu Interoffice mail two issues
summarized in the attached memo: (1)|

and, (1i) he 1s wilhdrawing en allegation thet the
on-call electricien did not meet E-Plan requirements on July 5.
See the attached.
NUMBER OF CONCERNS ___fond -1,
EMPLOYEE RECEIYING ALLEGATION. WILLIAM J. RAYMOND
ACTIVITY. __X___ REACTOR

FUNCTIONAL AREA - (2) X_ Operations (1) _X_ Onsite HAS

Time Required to Process Request: ( Man-Hours

Intormatian 10 !u s record was dé ""j

At exezphions {o
o 3 -/

|+
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