l 9
) gpntany A
. % UNITED STATES
v { % NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
REGION |
!\ ,) KING OF ntv?stlnmscvoxA 19406 1418
Poeed DEC 12 131

Robert Hamilton

¢/o The New London Day
P.O. Box 1231

New London, CT 06320

Dear Mr. Hamilton:

I am responding to a phone conversation you had with Mr. Gene Kelly of my staff on
December 4, 1991. During that conversation, you stated that you have received concerns
from several individuals regarding inadequate documentation supporting the design and
construction of unspecified welds and seismic brackets at the Millstone Nuclear Station, Unit
3

The information that you provided was vague and too general for the NRC to pursue at that
ume. We would request that you recontact these individuals to gain additional information.
The NRC is concerned with the potential nuclear safety significance of this matter, and needs
that information in order to deiermine whether we must promptly address this concern. We
have previously inspected similar design and construction issues at Unit 3. However, in the
absence of additional information, the NRC can not further pursue this concem.

We appreciate you informing us of these concerns and request that you provide us with
additional specific information in this matter. Should you receive additional information or
have any further questions in this matter, please call me collect at (215) 337-5225.
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ALLESATION MANAGEMENT S YSTEMN

ALLECATION VUMBER = az-°1-n-%;is RUN DATE: 12717791
DOCKET/EACILITY/UNIT: 25000423 / MILLSTONE 3 /3
JOCKET/FACILITY/UNIT: / /
DOCKET/FACILITYZUNIT: ’ /
DOCKET/FACILITY JUNIT: / /
ACTIVITY TYPES = REACTOR
MATZRIAL LIZENSES =
FUNCTIONAL ARTAS =  CONSTRUCTION
DFESCRIETION = NEWSPAPER REPORTER INFORMED £Y SEVERAL SCURCES THAT NUMEROUS
DOCUMENTATION PROBLEMS EXTSTED WITH WELSS AND SEISMIC SUPs
PORTS (ONT SOURCE WAS IN GC). NO SPECIFICS WERZ AVATLABLE A
CONCE2YS = AROUT COMPONENTS, TIMEFRAME, OR SYSTEM YNVOLVED BUT STATED
1 *COULD BE GENERIC TO CONSTRUCTION OF PLANT®. ALSC WAS TOLD
THAT NU BUILT THE PLANT AND THEN WENT OUT AND DESIGNEOD IT.
SOUFCE = NEJd LONDON DAY NEWSPAPER CONFIDENTY = NO
RECEIVED = 911204 3Y = EM KELLY /7 »2
ACTION OFEIZE CONTACT = EM KELLY
STLTUS = OPEN SCHED COMPLETION = 920539 SATE CLOSED =
ALLEGATION SUBSTANTIATED = ALLEGER NOTIFIED =
31 ACTTON = 01 REPORT NUMBESG = il A

REMA2KS = INFORMATION RECEIVED SY TELEPMONE IN REGIONAL OFFICS, PANEL
MIT T10EC%1. INSUFFICIENT DETATL TO FOLLOWUP, ALLEGER WAS
ASKED TO CONTACY SOURCES YO DEVELOP SPECIF.CS WHEPE POSSIBLE
DS TEAM ON=SITE LOOKING AT SW SYSTEM NOTIFIED OF CONCERN,

SIPPORT OFFICE: RPS*4A_________SAC
AZTION PENDING: CONTACT ALLESER (DRP) (2SDEC991)

OOCUMENTATION:
ALLEGER LAST CONTACYED:__4DEC91
REFERENCE:
ESYWORD: DESIGN, SEISMIC, DOCUMENTATION
ENTERSD SYSTEM = 911215 CLOSED SYSTEM - RECORD CHANGED = 911216

51287



0%/ 2583

0870 REV 890
L B

W

mm:‘ = s ber 12, 1991 @
O L TSR SIS CONNY N ’

i i s sg‘-’;‘x‘-cfon M

©

TO: All NE&O Employees
\'1-¢\r :QAJL'
FROM:
(Ext 5323)

SUBJECT: Nuclear Concerns

I am sure that by novw you are avare that on Friday, November 8, 1991, two
employees vere removed from their jobs at the Millstone Nuclear Powver Station,
and their employment at NU terminated. This memo briefly explains the bases for
these actions on the part of NU management, and, more importantly, emphasizes
the importance I place on the free expression of nuclear safety issues.

The employment of these two individuvals was terminated because there had been
an irreconcilable and detrimen' 1l breakdown in their working relationships with
others at the site as a result of their behavior. Although ve tried repeatedly
to reestablish harmonious vorking relationships, ve vere not successful in these
attempts and it wvas clear that further attempts would be futile. Trust and
confidence are required in any vorking relationship, particularly vhere people
must vork together to safely operate a nuclear pover plant. This matter had
degenerated to the point wvhere it was negatively affecting the trust and
confidence of covorkers and supervisors, introducing adverse impacts on nuclear
safety.

It must be emphasized that the employment of these individuals was terminated
because they made it clear that they did not trust, or have confidence in,
station management, and vere either unvilling or unable *o work vith management
tovard mending fences. This action is not the result of these employees having
filed allegations with state and federal regulatory agencies. NU continues to
strongl encourage employees to bring nuclear safety concerns to their
supervision or to organizations vithin and outside the company, including state
and federal regulatory agencies, established to receive such concerns. NU is
committed to resolving all employee concerns quickly and thoroughly, and remains
committed to maintaining and improving the various options and program
enhancements that have been established over the years to address employee
concerns. The continued success of our nuclear program is dependent upen your
insights in identifying nuclear safety issues, and expressing them promptly to
your management or through the other vehicles we have established and described
in NE&O 2.15, Nuclear Safety Concerns Program.
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RECORD OF ALLEGATION PANEL DECISIONS

s1TE: _Mice srbul. PANEL ATTENDEES:
ALLEGATION No.: RL - 9/~ ﬂf—*[ﬁ Chairman - (oie6:®5

DATE: _| A=t~ (Panel No 2 34 5) Branch Chief -

PRIOCRITY:  High Medium (Tow> section Chief (AOC) - s{gtey

SAFETY SIGNTFICANCE: Yes No ((Unkn) Sr. Allegation Coord (SAC) EAfcres

CONCURRENCE TO CLOSEOUT: DD @ SC QI Representative -~ —

CONFIDENTIALITY GRANTED: Yes (Other) (XL y
(See Allegation Receipt Report) b

IS THERE A HARASSMENT/DISCRIMINATION ISSUE: Yes <E§)
IF YES,
1) has the individual been informed of the DOL
process and the need to file a complaint within 30 days Yes No
2) has the individual filed a complaint with DOL Yes No
3) has a letter been sent to the complainant seeking Yes No
any safety concerns
IS A CHILLING EFFECT LETTER WARRANTED: Yes 6;)
IF YES, HAS IT BEEN SENT Yes No
HAS THE LICENSEE RESPONDED TO THE CHILLING EFFECT LETTER: Yes (No )
ACTION: RESP ECD
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LLEZSATION SUMAER = PT«91=2=0314

CRET/FRACTL x’vlnn:Y' 25222336 7 mILLS
RKEY/FACILITY/JUNIT: /
KET/EACIL "VIUNI" /
KEY/FACILITY/ZUNIT: /

VOO O
(o S Wa BES
FIEY O

ACTIVITY TYPES = REACTOR

FUNCTIONAL AREAS OPERATIONS

NESCPIPTION = ANONYMOUS LETTER WITH FOUR
1) NUCLZAR PROGRAM PERECYIMANCE HAS

2) CARTER MAY BE THREIAY

A 4) SUPPORTS DISCHARGE ©

3Y = RS 3ARKLEY

ACTINN OFFICE CONTACY « =M KELLY

STATUS = OPEIN SCHED COMPLETION - ¢

ALLEGATION SUISTANTIATED ~

01 ACTION = 0T REPQORT NUMBER =
REMAPKS = LETTE? PECEIVED IN REGION,

TONZ

ENED

0637

IF
COMCERNS = 1) CONFIDENTIALITY OF NUCLEAR

TSSUESs

JATE

SEGRADED
SAFETY CONCERN

SAFETYY CONCERNS
F TEZCHNICIANS AS TROUBLEMAKERS

JATE

CLISED =

ALLEGER NOTIFIED =

PANEL

MET 11DEC?1,

TS TRANSFER INFORMATICN TO RI=21=4=70324 AND CLOSE.

§JPP02T OFFICE: RPS=4A
ATTION PENDING: CLOSEOUT ¢
DYCUMENTATION:
ALLEGER LAST CUNTACTED: N/A
REFERENCE:
KZTWORD: MBID

ENTERED SYSTEM = 911213 CLOSED SYSTEM

SAC)

(23DEC91)
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MEMORANDUM FOR:  File ,’_'(;7
THRU: E.M. Kelly, Chief, Reactor Projects Section 4A &' %

E.C. Wenzinger, Chief, Projects Branch 4

FROM: R.L. Fuhrmeister, Senior Allegation Coordinator
SUBJECT: CLOSEOUT OF ALLEGATION NO. RI-91-A-0316 AT
MILLSTONE

This allegation is closed. This allegation was an anonymous letter to Tim Martin regarding the
whistle blowers and their actions at Millstone.

An Allegation Panel met on December 11, 1991 and determined that this issue shouid be added
to the multitude of considerations included in RI-91-A-0304.

With the closure of RI-91-A-0304, this issue is being transferred to file RI-91-A-0291, as it

makes specific reference to the individual involved in that A
M
L)

Roy L. Fuhrmeister
Senior Allegation Coordinator

CcC:
RI1-91-A-0316

RI1-91-A-0291

OFFICIAL RECORD COPY
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L0 CLGIETERING REVILvi=-

Responsible Engineer ﬁ “Wl/j/

Design by foe0 /Other
EWR/Other reference

Category 1 Design Change - [ ] YES [Vﬂ NO
Design Verification by

SAFETY EVALUATION

1. Increase probability of occurrence or consequences of [ ] YES [’1/;0
FSAR accident?
2. Possible accident different than FSAR? [ ]ves [V Ko
3. Reduce safety margin of Technical Specification bases? [ ] ves [bd’ho
4. Bases: Z i
e l%?fﬂ‘flfsz/ o’/ r7ﬁék 44?645..
,441?724(}. /} i

ENVIRONMINTAL EVALUATION

Design Change affects environment - [ ] YES [#7T KO
Significant envirormental impact - [ ] YES [#T'NO

Bases:
MY crvivinenmilh ol

Engineering Supervisor £//@3 Date cléﬁ/

SORC/PORC APPROVAL (LAT. I, Affect Environment Only)

Meeting No. 77" (8
APPROVAL FOR IMPLEMENTATION .

STATION SUPT. ANIT SU3t. ’E’&‘)ﬁw/ “?37 bate €A

SF-327

Rev. 0
Date: 9/1/78
- . Page 2 of 2
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NOTICE OF DESIGN CHANGE COMPLETION

Distribute to:

Operations Superyisor, Unit I
Training Supervisor.
Other

As of //Z9j'79 PDCR _ /;4-_[’7'9 has been completed.
Description of Jesign change: '
RAC -9 valve ,THe 2" Byprss areond THE
EICHTEE N /}VCH VERTICAT IiOoN EXHRUST Liw€ Frem
THE ORyeweet , HAS FAILED To ePERATE Pﬂr’/’é‘ew
A WOMDER oF Times. Corrosior TyPe DeBRis whs
Fourmd i THe soteweinp valve awp oPernrok.

To Elimimwpnre THis DEBRIS PROBLEM A F:'LTE/&/
QE'GvLHTorL/LuB/E/onToR HRS BEEW iw:7mlleD I

THE AR Henpep FEEDIVG VvAalves 46—7'634 /0,

/. a /7 :
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ATTACHMENT TO LER 81-07/3L
NORTHEAST NUCLTAR ENERGY COMPANY
MILLSTONE NUCLEAR POWER STATION - UNIT i
PROVISIONAL LICENSE NUMBEK DPR-21
DOCKET NUMBER 50-245

IDENTIFICATION OF OCCURRENCE

permitted by 2 limiting condition for operation

Operation in 2 degraded mode
main steam safety/relief valves was found to be

occurred when one of the six
inoperable.

CONDITIONS PRIOR TO OCCURRENCE

Prior to the occurrence, the unit was being returned to service following 2
planned refueling outage. Reactor power was less than one (1) percent of rated

power; reactor pressure was 67 psig.

DESCRIPTIun OF OCCURRENCE

“v0n April 18, 1981, at 0445 hours while performing routine surveillance, Manual

v

/s\ Aperation of Relief Valves WhengReactor Is At Low Pressure,

e of the $o
B TVl ks SRS : Aa). The test was repeated with reactor
0 psig and 110 psig, but the valve still did not operéte. At 0705

verifying integrity of the electrical circuitry, the solenoid was
sion using the valve manual control switch,

pressure at 9

hours, after
exercised several times in rapid succes

and the valve operated properly.

DESIGNATION OF APPARENT CAUSE OF OCCURRENCE
@rtamw of the v=ive SWmmmge on the s P TCIRee WATARIOES
. smadeer 11 Lhe sesmigang from work performed
AR e

in the area during the refueling outage. It is Pzt this milersst d
; , which was loosened and freed when the

soulenoid was exercised.

ANALYSIS OF OCCURRENCE

The relief valves of the automatic pressure relief subsystem are a back-up to

the FWCI subsystem. They enable the core spray or L°CI to provide protection

:g:inst the small pipe break in the event of FWC1 failure, by depressurizing
reactor vessel rapidly enough to actuate the core sprays or LPCI.

—
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Failure of the valve in question to open on the first actuation signal did

not result in a condition that had not been previously analyzed. A1l emergency
core cooling subsystems including the remaining safety/relief valves were operable
and would have provided the required action upon receipt of the appropriate

fnitiation signals. mmammmmumﬂe.
AT RO

(ty ¥ s Suocesstul by Semons trates e thin e A oabane ¥ KtE
“perfwec .

CORRECTIVE ACTION

When the valve did not operate initially, ewtegigpof ‘he I s & RO
DUy weas woriteed .  The solenoid was exercised several times in rapid
succession and the valve operated properly. The abd ve was Sebseauentiy eperated
ey ree 8 weonsions, O NFAIRCH s s wasctor wenun T b lowdenn
unu-i-lt'yﬁmeuurt-dllsils4nidli(ii. @ursoy "¢ @tutdoem @esuliling from €his
eeni, the sebenoid was disassembled and ineeecte rewsaling Partiowiale oo -
iaminatinn sa be solemdc. The $01en0id WS ASABEr , MINETTTE and amtis-
docaeril, pench-reeed . Although there were no problems encountered with the
remaining safety/relief valves, Wnuaamu.wd
aalllasl-i--lorﬂ!o1ltt-rutno:tieannitqﬁozsenvdn-.
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EVENT atscmmon 414D PROBABLE CONSTOUINCLS q
hile performing routine surveillance, Manua) B

171 On April 18, 1981, at 0445 hours w
peration of Relief valves When Reactor 1s At Low Pressure, one of the six velves |

mLe

19 | failed to open (T.5. 4.0.1.b). The solencid was exercised several times in rapid B
I3 | succession and the valve operated properly. There were no consequences. See 1
1o | sttachment. K
7 | | | _J
e | 3
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CAUSE COMP. VaLVE

COWPONENT CODE SUBCODE SURCODE

0] 11O IO UG Wkl [Vor® e WO
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ATTACHY (N" N’ﬁD‘ PRIME COMP, ' C L ONENT

| & ANU' ACYuI[.

ACTION vuvunt l:‘,lc“ SHUTDOWN

TAKEW ACTION Oq'LANY LAETHOD HMOURS SUCLMTT[D 'O.M)U' su’l‘\_ltﬂ

gu®lﬁu 1i® LU0 juelelt] e e e ekt
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CAUSE DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS
iTel L subsequent inspection revezled

Tl temporarily impa
IID[ tested. See attachment.

occwnnc: auon RE vmon

particulate contamination in the valve solenoid which

eaned and satisfactorily bench-

ired operation. The solenoid was 4!
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

/"'
REGION |
€7% ALLENDALE ROAD

’/
-
‘ KING OF PRUSSIA, PENNSYLVANIA 194081415

DEC 1 2 1991

Robert Hamilton

¢/~ The New London Day -
P.O. Box 1231

New London, CT 06320

Dear Mr. Hamilton:

I am responding to a phone conversation you had with Mr. Gene Kelly of my staff on
December 4, 1991. During that conversation, you stated that you have received concerns
from several individuals regarding inadequate documentation supporting the design and
construction of unspecified welds and seismic brackets at the Millstone Nuclear Station, Unit
3.

The information that you provided was vague and too general for the NRC to pursue at that
time. We would request that you recontact these individuals to gain additional information.
The NRC is concerned with the potential nuclear safety significance of this matter, and needs
that information in order to determine whether we must promptly address this concern. We
have previously inspected similar design and construction issues at Unit 3. However, in the
absence of additional information, the NRC can not further pursue this concern.

We appreciate you informing us of these concerns and request that you provide us with
additional specific information in this matter. Should you receive additional information or
have any further questions in this matter, please call me collect at (215) 337-5225.

Sincerely,

/
Edward Wenzinger, Chief _/J
Reactor Projects Branch 4

QL OTVDIOI’T



Mr. Robert Hamilton

bee:

Allegation File: Ri-91-A-0315
M. Conner

W. Raymond/T. Shedlosky
Contractor's Office Files (Barkley)



