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DETAILS

Persons Contacted

Licersee staff

* J. Atchley, Operating Engineer

J, Borm, Muclear Quality Programs Engineer
Carison, Pegulatory Assurance, NRC Coordinator
G, Diederich, LaSalle Station Manager
H, Hentschel, Assistant Superintendent, Operations
D. Hieggelke, Manager, Health Physics Services
W, Huntington, Superintendent, Technical Services
. Kelley, Raciation Protection, ALARA Analyst
knoll, RP Contamination Control Coordinator
Lockwood, Supervisor, Regulatory Assurance
Luett, Radiation Protection, Lead Health Physicist
Ragan, Administrative Enginver, Corporate
. Faguse, Radiation “rotection, Corporate
Reeder, Site Project Manager, UL&C
Santic, Assistant Superintendent, Maintenance
Schmeltz, Superintendent, Production Services
Steinmetz, Superintendent, Engir ‘ring and Construction
K¥illiams, Nuclear Encineering
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The inspectors alsc interviewed other licensee personnel in various
departments in the course of the inspection.

Nuclear Regulatory Commission

“ D, Hills, Senior Resident Inspector
* C, Phillips, Resident Inspector
* M, Schumacher, Chief, Radiclogical Controls and Chemistry Section

1114nois Department of Nuclear Safety

* J, Roman, Resident Engineer

* Indicates those present at exit meet. , on February 21, 1992,
General

This inspection was conducted to evaluate the licensee's rediation
protection department performance in the areas of training and
qualifications, internal and external exposure controls, contamination

cortrols, ALARA initiatives for the L2R04, and general pleot/Unit 2
drywell tours.

Licensee Action on Previous Inspection Findings (1P 92701)
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Sludge Tank and the Vaste Sludge Tank, In additinn, engineering expects
to install level indicators on the four Fhase Separator Tanks and
bubblers (gross tank level indicators) on two Floc Tanks, by the end of
1962, The currently installed instruments are functional and ere
expected to eliminate avoidable spills, This ftem is closed,

0.374/91007-01): Inadequate

0 " e Ticensee not have
repetitive problems of this nature auring the Unit 2 Refueling Cutage,
Nther inadequate evaluations were noted but are boing tracked under
@ viocletion 1ssved as a result of Inspection Report 50-373/91028;
£0-374/91029, This violation is closed.

60-374/91007-02): Failure to

comp 1y ern nitations, This viclation was
issued during the last refueling outage, and no repetitive occurrences
of workers deviating from RWP requirements were noted during the current
outage. This violation is ¢losed.

(Closed) Ogen 1tem 50-373[91022-01‘ 20-374(9102?-01 ¢ Job planning and
Wurker per problems noted with respect tu @ redwaste tank room
cleanup effort, The completion of the radwaste tank room :eclamations
are under review to avoid similar problems, This item was one of a

number discussed at the January 21, 1992 Enforcement Conference, This
ftem 15 closed.

en Item (£0-373/9102 §0-374/91922-02): High Radiation

arrier problems 1n e n scram accumulators,
The licersee has modified the fence uted as & barrier to more securely
contro) the area, The modification allowed for the fence to be opened
l;ke a gate with hinges end angle irons being installed. This item is
closed.
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Training and Qualifications (IP 83750)

The inspectors reviewed the licensee's selection criteria, the education
and experierce qualifications, and training of contract radiation
protection technicians (CRPTs),

Licensee seiection and verification of CRPTs ave not covered b
procedure, however, written guidance providing criteria for ca cu1ating
hours credited for Americar National Standards Institute (ANSI) 3.1-197¢
qualification is used. Selection includes review of technicians'
resumes to determine conformance with ANSI-3.1 criteria for responsible
techricians, which is part of the contract requirement, and nast
performance at other Commonwealth Fdisor facilities. Telephone
interviews are performed for selected candidates (unknown individuals
or resume questions), to verify qualifications described on the
individual's resume. Additionally, station personnel verify experience
and qualifications of CRPTs through discussions with the on-site
contract vendor representative. No formal verification is performed

by the licensee, however, corporate licensee staff indicated that the
development of a formal quality assurance audit of the vendor grov!ding
the CRPTs wae being considered., The station hired 28 ANSI qualified and






radioactive contamination appear to be effective. No intake events had
occurred exceeding the 40 MPC<hour control measure, One minor intake
occurred during the cutage period in the rance of a fraction of an MPC-
hour,

No violations or deviations were identified.

Contro! of Radioactive Materials and Contomination, Surveys, and
fUnTtoring UF‘&!"W o

The inspectors reviewed a selected group of surveys for proper
documentation and supervisory review, no problem were 1dentified,

The contaminated area of the station had increased to approximately
fifty percent during the outage, Mott of the increase was due 1o
partitionire off part of the Unit 1 reactor building which was used as
the access point for entry into the Unit 2 drywell, and other general
area work associated with L2R04, Thirty-niie Personnel Contamination
Events (PCEs) had been recorded for 1992, The inspectors reviewed the
events and discussed with cognizant licensee ~taff the details of
particular events and the manner in which the PCEs were reviewed, The
station PCE Peduction Committee meets regularly to review each event and
discuss lessons learned and propose recormendations to assist workers in
the future, The station PCE goal for 1992 was 295,

The inspectors noted the addition of a recirculating glove box installed
on the refuel floor., The device was being used to decontaminate items
from the vessel and fuel pool before beiny released or reinstalled,

This addition assisted in the turn around time for items to be
decontaminated and limited contaminated material to the confines of the
refuel floor,

No violations or deviations were identified,

Maintaining Occupational Exposures ALARA (1P 837£0)

The inspectors reviewed the ALARA program's performance and initiative:
implemented during L2R04, There had been no major changes in the
overal) station ALARA management program since the last inspection,

The primary ALARA group is made up of radiation protection department
personne] ¢nd includes an ALARA coordinator, several ALARA analysts who
are assigned reactor and radwaste building responsibilities, and others
(1nc1uain? contractors during outages) essigned to the electrical and
mechanica)l maintenance departments, In additien to the radiation
protection department personnel, the site contractor staffs three ALARA
persons before and during outage activities, and one ALARA specialist
who performs ALARA reviews for S{stcm design changes and is permanently
assigned to site engineering, These individuals review jobs with
station planning and work groups to provide ALARA conciderations during
the early planning stages of all workscope. The inspectors noted that
the station had made considerable progress in this area. Although there
is no fermal training requirement for the ALARA staff, personnel attend
special contractor training courses, participate in team assessments,
and attend the radiation protection continuing training course, Al
personne| appeared qualified for their positions.






The licensee also performed a decontamination of 21 LPRM flanges during
the outage. The vendor provided "brusheand«flush” service was effective
in reducing duse rates on the flanges from an average 50 R/hr to 2.5
B/hr. This reduction assisted in reducing doses to workers performing
LPRM connector mainterance and installation later in the vutage.

Other ALARA efforts included reactor cavity and dryer/separator pit
vacuuming, which removed an estimated 25 curies of radioactivity, use
of underwater robots, and low dose waiting »nd dressout areas. The
addition of ALARA staff personne) interfacing directly with the
Mechanica) Maintenance department assisted in the timely production of
work requests and RWPs. However licensee staff dig indicate that some
problems sti)1) existed with obtaining contractor historical and lessons
learned files, especielly with respect to the construction work groups.
Ir 811, the additional effourts to provide better interfaces between
departments were improvements from previous outages.

During previous inspections several hot spot Fostings were noted on
drains and piping in the reactor buildings. The inspectors observed
that many of these postings sti1] existed in these buildings, which
continue to contribute to the general area radiation levele, This
matter hat been discussed with the licensee on prior occasions, with the
Ticensee responding that the modifications to install hydrolaze ports
for non-safety and safety related systems required extensive engineering
reviews, This matter was revisited with the licensee at the exit
meeting. who indicated the reviews had been deleyed over the past

several yeirs due to other higher priority work, The inspectors
discussed the impact the hot piping had on the ability to place whole
body friskers in these areas. The licensee acknowledyed the finspectors
comments,

No violations or deviation were identified,

Rediological Occurrences (1P 83750)

The inspectors reviewed radiologice) occurrence reports for the year to
date, Two of the reports were evaluated in detail by the inspectors,

The first event occurred on January &, 1992 which involved a contract
irsulatinn work crew performing work on the Reactor Water Cleanup System
(RWCU) FOO4 velve, This event was briefly discussed in a recent
Resident Inspectors report (IR §0-373/910025(DRP); 50-374/910025(DRP)).
According to the event chronology, the insulators veported to the
contractor radiation protection trailer to begin the insulation removal
on the RWCU valve, Through & miscommunication, the workers sigred in on
an incorrect RWP which was for work in the outboard main steam isolation
valve room (a velve whose designator was also FOC4), The workers
reached their job site, could not gein access to the RNCU room with the
key they were issued, and called the radiation protection desk to
request the appropriate key. Subsequent conversations led to the
workers being given the high radiation key necessary to access the RWCU
room. The workers entered the room and removed the insulation from the
valve. It wae not discovered that the workers were in the room unti)
the iob was completed and another individual requested that the RWP be









