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Subject: Concern You Raised to the NRC Regarding Oyster Creek Nuclear Generating Station

This refers to telephone conversation with Mr. Donald Funk, on February 10, 1993, in which
you expressed a concern related to hydraulic snubbers being overloaded during testing by Paul-
Monroe Enertech (PME) at Oyster Creek Nuclear Generating Station.

We have completed actions to examine your concern as characterized above. We could not
substantiate your concern as stated since PME did not test hydraulic snubbers. We did however
review PME work and determined that the deviation reports examined were reasonably resolved.
Enclosed is our assessment of the review.

Should you have any additional questions or information, or if the NRC can be of further
assistance in this matter, piease call me collect at {215) 337-5222.

Sincerely,

Oriainal Signed By:

Roy L. Fuhrmeister
Senior Allegation Coordinator

Enclosure:
As Stated
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PME was contracted to perform snubber testing during the 14R outage on nine (9)
Pacific Scientific mechanical snubbers. GPUN only uses contractors for snubber testing
during outages and orly mechanical snubbers are tested during these times. GPUN tests
the plant’s hydraulic snubbers during the operating cycle with licensee maintenance
personnel. Hydraulic snubbers haven't been tested by contractors for at least six years.
PME was at the Oyster Creek site for about one week during 14R -- (December 7-
12, 1992).

PME did generate their own "deviation reports” as part of their efforts. The contract
agreement was that PME would generate and resolve its own deviation reports under
their job-specific QA plan and keep GPUN oversight personnel aware of the issues and
their resolution. There were four (4) PME deviation reports written during the 14R
outage. Three DRs involved out-of-specification values for stroke and drag which did
not represent snubber inoperability but indicated physical degradation of the three
affected snubbers. These three snubbers were replaced. The other PME DR was a
generic DR related to all of the mechanical snubbers tests. This DR noted a problem
with the test data output sheet for each snubber tested was displaying the curves for
calculated lockup acceleration in the data summary portion of each sheet at the top of the
page. The PME onsite QC representative sent each test data sheet back to the PME
corporate office for interpretation of the curves. The curve-interpreted values for tension
lockup acceleration and compression lockup acceleration were then "pen-and-inked" onto
the data sheet. The inspectors reviewed the curve interpretations done by PME
corporate, and they look=d reasonable.

The inspectors reviewed the calibrations and certification documentation for the test
machine and the load cells, the certification records for PME personnel performing the
work, the PME deviation reports, and the resulits of the daily testing of the test machine.
Everything appeared to be in order.
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Allegation Receipt Report
(Use also for staff suspected wrongdoing)

Date/Time
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Home Phone:

o gm0
Confidentiality:
Was it requested? Yes No 4/
Wae it initially granted? Yes No t
Was it finally granted by the allegation panel Yes No
Does a confidentiality agreement need to be sent to alleger? Yes No
Has a coufidentiality agreement been signed? Yes No
Memo documenting why it was granted is attached? Yes No
Alleger’s
Employer: * P,zfl‘ MEAW Alleger’s Position/Title:
e
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Number of Concerns:

Employee Re:.iving Allegation or suspecting wrongdoing (first two initials and last

name):
D.J.VITe
v
Type of Regulated Activity (a) _v_/ReaW ! (d) 1 safeguards &ﬂm 2,,34'9'

(b) __ Vendor (e) __ Other:
(c) __ Materials (Specify)

Materials License No. (if applicable):

Functional Area(s): - v/(a) 0peration.%hi (e) Emergency Preparedness
T (b) Construction __(f) Onsite Health and Safety
“Y (c) Safeguards (g) Offsite Health and Safety
—(d) Transportatiion —_ (h) Other:
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. These sections are pot completed for instances of potential wrongdoing

identified by NRC staff.
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Detailed Description of Allegation or staff suspected wrongdoing:
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Detailed Description of Allegation or staff suspected wrongdoing:
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