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Docket No. SuU-423
File No. R1-89-A-0080

subject: Allegation Concerning Miilstone Nuclear Power Station Untt 3

The NRC Regtion 1 office has completed its follow up in response to the concerns
you brought to our attention on Jure &u, 1989, alleging that: (1) sersonnel
safety hazard exists in the cible vault rooms that are protected by .-e €02
system in that personne’ cannot get out of the area in the allotted time prior
10 system actuation; (2) no communication equipment exists in the CO2 pro-
tected areas; and (3) inadequate training s provided to security officers
concerning entry ‘ te (02 protected areas.

we found your allegation to be partialiy substantiated anc have documented cur
findings in the enclosed NRC Region 1 Inspection Report No. %0-423,/90-08,
detail 7.3.2 deted July 3, 1890

We appreciate your informing us of your concerns and feel that our actiens in
this matter have Deen responsive to those concerns. Shouid you have any
additiona) questions, or if | can be of further assictance in this matter,
please call me collent at (215) 337-5120

Sincerely,

Y
N

g /

' -2/
sl 0L S it fanns]
Dsnald R. Haverkamp, [h\ey
Reactor Projects Section &A
Division of Reactor Projects

Enclosure:; As stated

closure: As stated »
gzc: Allegation File R1-89-A-008C

A. Vegel
w. Raymond
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Dochet No. SC-¢73

Northeast Nuclear Energy Company

ATIN: Mr. Eoward J Mrocika
Senior Vice President = Nuclear
Engineering ang Jperations

P.O. Box 270

Hartford, Connecticut (f14]1-D270

Gentlemen:

Subject: NRC Region | Inspection No. $0-423/90-08

This refers to the routine resident safety inspection conducted by

Mr. K. Kolatayk and others of this office on May 3 through June 11, 1990 at
Millstone Nuclear Power Station, Unit 3, Waterford, Connecticut of activities
avthorized by NRC License No. NPF-49 and to the discussions of our findings by
Mr. Kolaciyk with Mr. C. Clement and others of your staff at the ‘onclusion of
the inspection.

Areas examined during this inspection are described in the NRC Region |
inspection report which 1s enclosed with this letter. Within these areas, the
fnspection consisted of observation of activities, interviews with personnel
measurements, and document reviews.

Based upon the results of this inspection, ft appears that certain of your
dctivities were not conducted in fyull compliance with NRC requirements, as se*
forth 1n the Notfce of Vielation enclosed herein as Appendix A ard further
discussed n sections 3.3 and 3.5.1 of the enclosed fnspection report.  The
viclations invelved: (1) the failure to fo!low procedures dur1ng plant
cocldown/heatup coerations, and (2) the faiiure to notify the NRC in a timely
manner when safety-related squipment was rendered fnoperable. These violations
have been categorized by severity level in accordarce with the “General
Statement of Policy and Procedure for NKC Enforcement Actions ™ 10CFR Part 2,
Appendix C (Enforcement Policy, 18°0). You are required to respond to this
letter and {n preparing your response, you should follow the fnstructions in
Appendix A.

We are concerned about these events because: (1) multiple operator errors have
recentiy occurred; (2) an operator trafning weakness apparently exists since
operations prrsonnel did not immediately recognize that cervain eouipment
fatlures need to be reported to the NRC, anu 3) procedures arging use of a
dedicated operator are inconsistent which could desensitize ; sperator tu the
Importance of his function. We request that you address the 7 .ve conceras in
your response.
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Fosertior of the erclosed fnspection report containg detatls of your security
PriLtam that have been determined to be exempt from public diec)losure 1n
grcorzance with 10 CFR 73 21 (Safeguards Information). Therefore, that
Afurmation will not be placed in the NRC's Public Document Room and wil!
recetve limited distribution, Thig letter &nd the remainder of the inspection
'egogz will be placed in the Public Document Room, 1n accordance with 10 CFR

¢ 180(r).

Your cooperation with us 1y appreciated.

%m.

Edward C Wenzinger, Chiff
Projects Branch No. 4
Divisfon of Reactor Projects

Erclosures:

1. Appendix A, Notice of Violation

¢. NKRC Region 1 Inspection Report No. 50-423/90-08, (contains Safecvards
Information ($GI) in Section 7)

cc w/encls: (w/0 SGI)

W 0 Romberg, Vice President, Nuclear Operations
5. £ Scace, Station Director, Millstone (w/SGI)
D 0 Mordyuist, Director of Quality Services

R. M. Kacich, Manager, Gencration Facilities Licensing
. Clement, Director, Millstone 3

Gera)d Garfield, Fsquire

Public Dozument Room {POR)

Local Public Cozument Room (LPOR)

Nuclear Safety Information Center /NSIC)

hNRC Sentor Resident Inspector (w/S5G1)

State of Connecticut




U'S NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMIS%ION

®REGION |
Repory Ne £0-423/50-08
Cocket No.: $0-423
License No. NPF-49

Licensee ggrthocst Noclear Energy Company

ox 270
Martford, Connecticut 06id]1-0270

Facility Name: Mi)lgtone Nuclear Power Station, Unit 3

Inspection at: Waterford, Connect: .t

Inspection

Counducteq; May 3, through June 11, 1990

Reporting

Inspector: Kenneth £ Kolaczyk, Resident Inspector, Millstone 3
Inspecters William J Raymond, M{1lstune Senfor Resfdent Inspector

Kenneth $. Kolaczyk, Resident Inspector, Millstone 3

Jennifer L. Dixon, Reactor Engineer, Operationa) Programs
Secticy, Region |

Oouglas A. Dempsey, Resident Inspector, Millstone 1

Approves by: }“‘/‘/Zdw/‘v} ?/3/%0

Donald R Haverkamp. Chief ite
Reactor Projects Section €A
Oivision of Reactor Projects

Inspection Summar Inspection on §/3/90-6/11/90 (Inspection Report No.
55-573/50-535 ;

Areas Inspected: Routine onsite inspection at Millstone 3 during normal and
backshift work periods of plant operations; maintenance and surveillance:
security; engineering and technical support, and safety assessment and quality
verification.
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(02 protected cable vaulls [¥ & se~yrity guard 13 required L
the vault areds 1n response %0 &t 2larm, the Qquard 1§ reguires t
first notify the operations depariment and 40 have the (02 syster

¢

tre affected aread locked out prior to entry. Therefore, the irspeciir

determined that exit from the (U protected area in the event of @
gischarge 15 moot since personnel would not be in the effected area
if C02 was discharged.

Mowever, the inspector noted that labeling of the affected switchgear
area could be improved. Specifically, prior to entering the cable
vault from the 4'6" level of the switchgear room, a sign 1y posted

on the steps entering the area which raminds personnel that (02 must
be disabled from the control room prior to entry. The inspector
determined an imprcved location would entatl placing 1t across the
ladderwe)l handrails which an individual would have to cross in order
Lo enter the cable vault ares. The inspector discussed this observa-
tion with the unit director who noted the inspector's comment.

In response to the other concerns, the inspestor reviewed training
given to guards prior to their entering (02 protected areas and
determined the instructions provided were adequate. The inspector
noted that pe~manent communication equipment does not exist in the
cadle vault areas, but determined that the auditional equipment would
not subseguently improve worker safety since guards already are
reduired 1o notify the control roum prior to entering the areas
unless €02 ts removed from service. The inspector noted that the
licenser had also installeg CCTVs to monitor the access doors to the
cadble vault.

Based on the above concerns, the inspecter determined that altrough
the matter of whether persennel can exit the cable vault areas is a
valid industrial safety concern, the licensee has established
adecuate contrels and provided proper training to fndividuals that
will minimize the obvious »azard. Therefore, this matter s ¢closed.

8.0 Safety Assessment/Quality Verit.cation

8.1.

Technical Specification Amendment Implementation

The inspector reviewed recent technical specification amenaments to
determine 1f they were being implementad (n a timely fashion, Review
of the tmplementation schedule for license amendments 42-48 revealed
that tune of the amendments which required procedure revision or
setpoint changes were implemented within the 30 days that fs speci-
fied in the letter which accompanies the change. The delays in
implementation ranged from 9 days for amendment 46, which changed the
operability requirements for the ma'n steam isolatfon valves and
radfation monftors to four months for amendment 43, which lowered the
reactor coolant pump underfrequency trip setpoint. The delays in
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ENIFAL Atachment 3
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PLLEGATION RECEIPT REPORT

Pite/Time -+
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(Allegation Summary (brief description of concern(s): “IHE WD DuAL

WAS_ COWLERLED IF A GUABD SHOULD BE STATICLED ATTHE _

—reattl o

L OARD SHACK  DURIUG A LIGHTMING STORH,

Number of Concerns: = l___ ——— .
Ll‘n JeLT
Emoloyee Receiving Allegation: },C:EQ T'- BigHOLe]

(first two nitials anc Jast nare

Type of Regulated Activity (a) _ Reactor (d) )_<_ Safeguards
(b) _ Vender (¢) _ Other: - 4
(¢) Materials (Specify)

Metertals License No. ({f applicable): = L =5

Fenctional Area(s): (a) Operations (¢) Emergency Preparedness
T (b) Construction T (f) Onsite Health and Safety
_K(t) Safeguards __(g) Offsite Health and Safety
__(9¢) Transpertation (h) Other:

(NRC Region . Form 207
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15l OKRRC MILLETOME COFFICE Fal

TIONS AKD COMPLAINTS - GENERAL Attacrmens
kKl 12101
Page  _ of
Detatled Description of Allegation: , S - ,
THE (L OIIDVAL WAS COUCERNED 1F A GUARD SHOULD BE gIATioNgn
AT THE  GUARD SHACK  DURISG A LIGHTILG STobM.  AHE
'GUARD _SHACK |5 LOCATED (n THE OWWER CONTROWED
APEA  For ACCESS INTO TARKMG LOTS AT THE  NORTH
AL CESS EQ!!QI.LN‘\P) _SOUTH AUESS PO'NT (cma) AND
CIMULATOR BUILPING . THE NAP AND SAP SHAS ARE
SHMALL WOODEN STRU(TORES _wiTH WIWUBIWS, THE SIMULATOR
BulLRIUL POST |8 IUSIDE , AND THUS T THE 1WDIVIOUVAL

NOT A COMLERNY,

PSS SR —— e o ————

e :uomoum. e‘gu;ues ARG 1S A LIFE- THREATEN G

—————— -

ciruation [ie ATTHE “GuABD SHACY? fosT DuRING A
LGHTNING 2 DRML  AHE INDIVIDUAL, HAS _APPROACH LicEnsEE.
SELURITY  SAKL "ANTS, AND WAS TOLD TO STAWD THE POST,
Aaon |F LEFI_,“ EiQ,u,,.wQ.QL,DKl(Q.LQU'FT\Q\L.‘L EAVIVE TOUR TCE, .

Tﬂﬁ lUD\UIDU&L 1F Asu—.p T Posw A WATCH AT IHE _ﬁmm__,_
(WAL Dueing A_STopM  WOULD  NOT ASSUME THE STRRGI

O« WED  FEGIONAL uw&b&-w:n)_r Cf MBOVE &L\,E&T\QN AT
nN3oam on 717
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