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Northeast Nuclear Energy Compat.y
ATfN: hir. E. J. hiroczka

Senior Vice President - Nuclear
Engineering and Operations Group

P.O. Box 270
Hartford, Connecticut 06141-0270

Dear h!r. hiroczka:

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission recently received information concerning activaies
at the hiillstone Nuclear Power Faci!!!y, Unit 2. The details are enclosed for your review and
followup.

We request that the results of your review and disposition of these matters be submitted to
Region I within 30 days of the date of receipt of this letter, We request that your response
contain no personal privacy, proprietary, or safeguards informatior. so it can be re' eased to
the public and placed in the NRC Public Document Room. If necessary, such information
shall be contained in a separate attachment which will be withheld from public disclosure.
The affidavit required by 10 CFR 2.30(b) must accompany your response if proprietary
information is included. Please refer to tUe number RI-91-A-0077 when providing your
response.

The enclosure to this letter should be controlled and distribution limited to personnel with a
"need to know" until your investigation of the concern has been completed and reviewed by
NRC Region I. The enclosure to this letter is considered Exempt from Public Disclosure in
accordance with Title 10, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 2.790(a). However, a copy of
this letter excluding the enclosure will be placed in the NRC Public Document room.

The response requested by this letter and the accompanying enclosure are not subject to the
clearance procedures of the Office of hianagement and Bud'get as required by the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 19S0, PL 96-511.
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We wi!! g!adly d;scuss any quenions you hase
!ica: cooperation with us is appree;..:ed.
;;eonceming this informa::on.

,

Sincerely,

%~ .

\g*d. t (y.v .m..
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Chat.es W. F .'! D; rector

Daision of Reacter Pro,eets.
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ENCLOSURE

Issue

The wiring d:agrarn for the Hig? Pressure Safetv Injecaon Pamps B and C Common
g DiscLarge Header Isolation Yahe (2 SI 65 t) was found not to reneet actual plant

conditions. Specifically, contacts 12 and 13. designa:ed " spare" on the drawing are
energized with 120 VAC. The wiring diagram esidently had not been updated as part
of a modification done under Project Assignment 84-63 which oad used the con: acts.
An additional concern exists in the fact that preventise maimenance activities base
been routinely performed in the past with no one reporting soltage at contacts 12 and '

13.

- Request

Please discuss the validity of the abose assertions. If any dc6ciencies are identi6ed
in wiring diagrams and'or drawings. or in the procedural cor. trol of presentise
maintenance activities, please preside us with the corrective actions you hase taken to
prevent recurrence. Please provide us with an assessment of the signi6cance with
regard to safety of any identi6ed de6ciencies,

.
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RECORD OF ALLEGATION PANEL DECISIONS

h hs m t.SITE: PANEL ATTENDEES:

EALLEGATION NO~: M7-9 I- A-oo 49 Chai rman - 7. "T'- tur=3 p M.

OATE: BMAYN (Mtg.d2345) Branch Cht.. - f'. (, toe n 4 A 2 < r--
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-SAFETY SIGNIFICANCE: Yes No Unknown Others -C. u).kJhhe b b N,wl 1

CONCURRENCE TO_ CLOSEOUT: 00 h SC b. I Nol.)y 1. S' Sha Y .

.(See Allegation Receipt Report) @ k C. 9ed 2. }.. k te en'tr--CONFIDENTIALITY GRAN~~D: Yes

15 THEIR A D3L FINDING: Yes @
.IS CHILLING EFFECT LETTER WARRANTED: Yes No

'HAS CHILL.'NG EFFECT LETTER BEEN SENT: Yes No

HAS' LICENSEE RESPONDED TO CHILLING EFFECT LETTER: Yes No,

ACTION:
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RECORO 0F ALLEGATION PANEL DECISIONS

SITE: Mr N4 PANEL ATTENDEES:

ALLEGATION NO.- E'l- 9 d' A- 00 82 Chairman - 7 "T uJep M
DATE: 9 A4aq 9d (Mtg. I 2 3 4 S) Branch Chief - E. b. LU, wag er

PRIORITY: High low Section Chief ( AOC) - E.M. )/eff7

Others - 2. C. 8r.dSAFETY SIGNIFICANCE: Yes No Unknown

CONCURRENCE TO CLOSE00T: 00 @ SC,
2 6.Na

CONFIDENTIALITY GRANTED: Yes No h. b. vmerce
(See Allegation Receipt Report)

IS THEIR A 00L FINDING: Yes No

IS CHILLING EFFECT LETTER WARRANTED: Yes No

HAS CHILLING EFFECT LETTER BEEN SENT: Yes No

HAS LICENSEE RESPONDED TO CHILLING EFFECT LETTER: Yes No

ACTION:

1) C l o s o_ f t' u M e u ors ?Co ou FC51' N r c For-
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-

3)

4)

S)

NOTES:

__

f-/sJ
|
1

_. - - . . _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ . _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ . . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ , _ . _ _ _ .



_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ .

d'[3

RE DRD OF ALLEGATION PANEL DECISIONS

f/,'/kdoe-ef PANEL ATTENDEES:SITE:

ALLEGATION NO.: d'1 -41- 4 - 6 3 Chairman - 'J. T tut a in 5

DATE: J W/+Y91 (Mtg.@2345) Branch Chief - f. C. Luer Wn p c
PRIORITY: High r g low Section Chief ( AOC) - 6 M. l/e y

SAFETY SIGNIFICANCE: Yes No Unknown Others - C u). U L,* k e (7.C 6M

CONCURRENCE TO CLOSE0VT: DD @ SC 3. Q. CwI h s ~1S.SEeddq
CONFIDENTIALITY GRANTED: Yes k b. N'ah Ef.beae.ter(See Allegation Receipt Report) @'

IS THEIR A 00L FINDING: Yes No '

IS CHILLIhG EFFECT LETTER WARRA1TED: Yes No'

HAS CHILLING EFFECT t.ETTU 4Eth "ENT: Yes No

HAS 'ICENSEE RESPONDED TO CHILLING EFFECT LETTER: Yes No
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9ECORD OF ALLEGATION PANEL DECISIONS

SITE: /Ai s hm3 c PANEL ATTENDEES:

ALLEGATION NO.: P_ l-9 d A- ac 8d Chairman - 3. I W.v giu s
'a

DATE: 6 41/W91 (Mtg.h2345) Branch Chief -

PRIORITY: High Medium Low Section Chief ( AOC) ",41. /le,|

SAFETY SIGNIFICANCE: Yes No Unknown Others - 7. S. $ 4e.1m,d-

CONCURRENCE TO CLOSE0VT: DD BC SC kl. Mem e& do-
CONFIDENTIALITY GRANTED: Yes No
(See Allegation Receipt Report)

IS ThEIR A DOL FINDING: Yes No

IS CHILLING EFFECT LETTEk WARRANTED: Yes No

HAS CHILLIN'2 EFFECT LETTER BEEN SENT: Yes No
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RECORD OF ALLEGATION PANEL DECISIONS

SITE: Mills km t PANEL ATTENDEES:

ALLEGATION NO.: d'l- 9 j - 4 - oo B io Chairman - 'J 7. Lu q q Mc

DATE: B A /N41 (Mtg. 1 2 3 4 5) Branch Chief -

PRIORITY: High d @ Low SectionChief(AOC)-EJi.//e/ ,

$AFETY SIGNIFICANCE: Yes No Unknown Others - 7. 9. Duev-

00 h SC J . S. S l est,.SCONCURRENCE TO CLOSEOUT:

(SeeAllegationReceiptReport)hCONFIDENTIALITY GRANTED: Yes 52 f.. bm 63b

IS THEIR A 00L FINDING: Yes No

IS CHILLING EFFEC 1 LETTER WARRANTED: Yes No

HAS CHILLING EFFECT LETTER BEEN SENT: Yes No

HAS LICENSEE RESPONDED TO CHILLING EFFECT LETTER: Yes No
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Docket Nos. 50-336
Fiie 'riatur M-91-A-0082

Northeast Nuclear Energy Company

ATrN: hir. E. J. hiroczka
Senior Vice President - Nuclear
Engineering and Operations Group

P.O. Box 270
Hartford, Connecticut 06141-0270

Dear hir. hiroczka:

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission recently received information concerning activities
at the hiillstone Nuclear Power Facility, Unit 2. The details aIe enclosed for your review and

follow up.

We request that the results of your review and disposition of these matters be submitted to
Region I within 30 days of the date of receipt of this letter. We request that your response
contain no personal privacy, proprietary, or safeguards information so it can be released to
the public and placed in the NRC Public Document Room if necessary, such information
shall be contained in a separate attachment which will be withheld from public disclosure.
The affidavit required by 10 CFR 2.790(b) must accompany your response if proprietary
information is included. Please refer to file number RI-91-A-0082 when providing your

response

he enclosure to this letter should be controlled and distribution limited to personnel with a
"need to knov/" until your investigation of the concern has been completal and reviewed by
NRC Region I. The enclosure to this letter is considered Exempt from Public Disclosure in
accordance with Title 10, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 2.790(a). However, a copy of
this letter excluding the enclosure will be placed in the NRC Public Document room.

The response requested by this letter and the accompanying enclosure are act subject to the
clearance procedures of the Office of hianagement and Budget as required by the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1980, PL 96-511.

Your cooperation with us is appreciated. We will gladly discuss any questions you have
concerning this information.

Sinc ely,

y _, | _,
'

1

4

C . les W. Ichl, D ector
Division of Reactor Projectsqg

Enclosure: (10 CFR 2.790(a) Information)

.
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Issue 1: i'

i

!The wiring diagrams involving Reactor Coolant Pump RTD circuits have not been
updatedfollowing modifications made under a PDCR to replace RTD circuit kmfe \

switches with Weidmuller Test Blocks. Drawing No. 25203-31069, Sheet 5, Rev. 3,
dated August 29,1989, does not reflect the changefor at least 4 RTD circuits (TCD,
TCC. TCA, TCB). The instnunent loop diagrams (Drawing No. 25203-28500, Sheets
140 & 146) show the Weldmuller Test Blocks. Also, in Drawing number 25203-
31069, Sheet 5, the jumpers shown between cable lead 1 and the cable shield ground
on the loop diagrams are not shown. In addition, access to the GRITS system, to ,

venfy the latest drawing revisions, is restricted in that personal access codes are only \
)validfor 30 days.

Request 1:

Please discuss the validity of the above assertions. If discrepancies are found, please
assess the significance of the discrepancies with cespect to plant operation and safety
and discuss any actions taken or planned to correct these discrepancies.

Issue 2:

The Steam Generator No. 2 mid-loop instrumentation (L-122) was not " operable"
during drcin-downfor tube impections on May 2,1991. GEM switches werefand to
be ' frozen" on in place, in addition, L-112 had an electronic noise problem caused
by an improperly installedjumper. Thus licensee commitment that tuo monitors be
operable during drain down condition was not being met.

Request 2:

Please discuss the validity of the above assertions. If any discrepant conriitions are
identified, please discuss their significance with respect to plant operation and safety
during the Steam Generatot No. 2 drain-down evolution. Also please discuss any
actions taken or planned to correct these deficiencies.

'
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,ssue 3:*

Pressure indicating instrument (P16350 A/B and PI 6351 A/B) arul mountingsfor
service uater (SW) supply to emergency diesel generators (EDG) are not seismically
mounted. Any kind of slwck uvuld be su@cient to knock the gauge and valve off of
the strainer. Additionally, the location of the taps as shown on the P&lD apparemiy
does not coincide uith the actual tap locatioru.

Request 3:

Please discuss the validity of the above essertions. If the assertions are valid, please
discuss their effect en the safe operation of SW supply to the EDG. Please provide
eny actions taken or planned to ensure that seismic requirements for these instruments
are being met.

Issue 4:

On Afay 3,1991, the Unit 2 Stack Radiation Afonitor (RAI 8132) was inoperable as a
result of beingflooded with nuter. This monitor would have been inoperable anyway,
as airflow had been isolated. Filling and pressure testing of Steam Generator (SG)
#1 was underway during the same time period. Problems with valve line-upsfor the
rad monitor and the SG testing contributed to theJh>oding and monitor inoperability.
Additionally, heahh physics (llP) controls during reinoval of the waterfrom the
monitor was inadequate resulting in contamination ofpersonnel.

Request 4:

Please discuss the validity of the above assertions. If discrepancies are confirmed,
please discuss actions that you have taken or will take to ensure that plant procedures
regarding rad monitor operat on, conduct of tests, and HP activities are being usedi

properly,

issue 5:

Procedure discrepancies exist between OP-2336E and SP-2617A for the restoration of
the line-up of the radiation monitor (RE-245), and its associated sample pump.
Operators routinelyfail to perfonn OP-2336E, Section 5.1, Step S.1.13 which is to
iminediately close AOV-244A/B and AOV-245 when securingfrom condensate
polishingfacility discharges. 7his failure tofollow procedures results in the sample
pump to radiation monitor (rat-245) continuing to operate when the tank discharge
is secured. ..

y/8..-
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Request 5:

Please discuss the validity of the above assertions. If any discrepancies are identified
concerning procedure noncompliance, please discuss their significance on the operation
of radiation monitor RM 245. Please discuss any corrective actions taken or planned,
to ensure operators are meeting procedural and technical specification requirements.

Issue 6:

nefollowing discrepancies have been ideruified during an evaluation of Work Order
AWO-M2 91-04411. These discrepancies idennfy continued twn-compliance with

~

procedures and poor response of operations and management to recurring problems
with radiation monitor RE-245.

The sample pump continues to run when the tank discharge stops at 15% tanka.
level iTK 11),

b. The ' Low Flow" switch does not always see a lowpow condition when TK-10
and TK-11 discharge pumps stop. The head of water in the pipe and tidal
conditions afect thepow of water.
Operations normally rely on the 15% tank level pump trip to stoppow causingc.
a lowpow to trip shut RE-245 discharge valve, and AOV-245. If AOV-244AIB
are shut and no lowpow condition exists, RE 245 sample pump will continue
to run until AOV-245 is shut.

d. Changes to OP-2336E were identiped in 1989 to prevent the problems
identiped by AWO-M2-91-04411. However continued identiped procedure non-
compliance by operations has caused repeated problems,

Request 6:
~

Please provide an assessment of the above discrepant conditions. If the assertions are
valid, please discuss their safety significance and effect on operation of radiation
monitor RE-245. Please discuss any corrective actions that are being used to correct
the problems.

I

pl5TRIBU110NFOR PUBLIC-DISGEGSURE
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Northeast Nuclear Energy Company
ATTN: Mr. E. L Mrcetka -

Senior Vice President - Nuclear
Enginecting and Operations Group

P.O. Box 270
Hartford, Connecticut 06141-0270

. Dear Mr. Mroczka:

: The U.S. Nuclear Regulat' / Commission recently received information concerning activities
at the Millstone Nuclear Power Facility, Unit 2. The details are enclosed for your review and

follow up.

We request that the results of your review and disposidon of these matters be submitted to
Region I within 30 days of the date of receipt of this letter. We request that your response .

. contain no personal privacy, proprietary, or safeguards information so it can be released to-
the public and placed in.the NRC Public Document Room. If necessary, such information

,

shall be contained in a separate attachment which will be withheld from public disclosure.
The affidavit required by 10 CFR 2.79.0(b) must accompany your response if proprietary
informra is included. Please refer to file number RI 91-A-0082 when providing yoiir
response. .

,

The enclosure to this letter should be controlled and distribution limited to personnel with a
"need to know" until_ your investigation of the concern has been completed and reviewed by
NRC Region 1._ The enclosure to this letter is considered Exempt from Public Disclosure in

. accordance with Title 10, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 2.790(a). However, a copy of
this letter excluding the enclosure will be placed in the NRC Public Document room.

The response requested by this letter and the accompanying enclosure are not subject to the
clearance procedures of the Office of Management and Budget as required by the Paperwork

- Reduction Act of 1980, PL 96 511.
.

.Your cooperation with us is appreciated. We will gladly discuss any questions you have
'conberning this information'.-'

Sine ely,

[ , -s
C les W. , D ector

; p.M.C}j b-hL D, ,ston of Reactor Projects
7
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issue 1:

The wiring diagrams invohing Reactor Coolant Pump RTD circuits have not been
updatedfollowing modyications made under a PDCR to replace RTD circuit kmfe
suitches with Weidmuller Test Blocks. Drawing No. 25203-31069, Sheet 5, Rev. 3.
dated August 29,1989, does not reflect the change for at least 4 RTD circuits (TCD,
TCC, TCA, TCB). Die irtstrument loop diagrams (Drawing No. 25203-28500, Sheets
140 & 146) show the Weidmuller Test Blocks. Also, in Drawing number 25203-
31069, Sheet 5, thejumpers shown betwen cable lead 1 and the cable shield ground
on the loop diagrams are not shown. In addition, access to the GRITS system, to
venfy the latest drawing revisions, is restricted in that personal access codes are only
validfor 30 days.

Request 1:

Please discuss the validity of the above assertions. If discrepancies are found, please
assess the significance of the discrepancies with respect to plant operation and safety
and discuss any actions taken or planned to correct these discrepancies.

Issue 2:

The Steam Generator No. 2 mid loop ins:rwnentation (L-122) was not " operable"
during drain-downfor tube inspections on May 2,1991. GEM switches werefound to
be ' frozen" on in place, in addition, L-112 had an electronic noise problem caused
by an improperly installedjumper. Dius licensee commitment that two monitors be
operable during drain down condition uns not being rnet.

Request 2:

Please discuss the validity of the above assertions. If any discrepant conditions are
identified, please discuss their significance with respect to plant operation and safety
during the Steam Generator No. 2 drain-down evolution. Also please discuss any
actions taken or planned to correct these d:ficiencies.

*

C,v .e.
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ls:ue3:

Presst,re indicating instrument (PI 6350 A/B and PI 63S1 A/B) and mountingsfor
service unter (SW) supply to emergency dicsel generators (EDG) are not seismically
mounted. - Any kind of shock avuld be suficient to knock the gauge and valve of of
the strainer. Additionctly, the location of the laps as shown on the P&lD apparently
does not coincide with the actual tap locations.

Request 3:

Please discuss the validity of the above asscrtions. If the assertions are valid, please
discuss their effect on the safe opera' ion of SW supply to the EDG. Please provide
any actions taken or planned to ensure that seismic requirements for these instruments
are being met.

Issue 4:

On May 3,1991, the Unit 2 Stack Radiation Monitor (RM 8132) was inoperable as a
result of beingpooded with water. Ihis monitor would have been inoperable anyway,
as airpow had been isolated. Filling and pressure testing of Steam Generator (SG)
#1 was underway during the same time period. Problems with valve line-upsfor the
rad monitor and the SG testing comributed to theflooding and monitor inoperability.
Additionally, health physics (HP) controls during removal of the waterf om the
monitor was inadequar resulting in contamination ofpersonnel.

Rcquest 4:

Please discuss the validity of the above assertions. If discrepancies are confirmed,
please discuss actions that you have taken or will take to ensure that plant procedures
regarding rad monitor operation, conduct of tests, and HP activities are being used
properly.

Issue 5:

Procedure discrepancies exist between OP-2336E and SP-2617A for the restoration of
the line-up of the radiation monitor (RE-245), and its associated sample pump.
Operators routinelyfail to perform OP-2336E, Section S.1, Step S.J.13 which as to
immediately close AOV-244A/B and Au |-245 when securingfrom condensate
polishingfacility discharges. Thisfailure tofollow procedures results in the sample
pump to radiation monitor (RM-245) continuing to operate when the tank dischcrge

-

is secured, *
..

' -

.. - -
,

'
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Request 5:

Please discuss the validity of the above assertions. If any discrepancies are identified
concerning procedure noncompliance, please discuss their significance on the operation
of radiation monitor RM 245. Please discuss any corrective actions taken or planned,
to ensure operators are meeting procedural and technical specification requirements.

Issue 6:

Thefollowing discrepancies have been idennfied during an evaluation of Work Order
AWO M2-91-M411. These discrepancies idennfy continued non-compliance with

procedures and poor response of operations and management to recurring problems
with radiation monitor RE-245.

The sample pump continues to run when the tank discharge stops at 15% tanka.

level (TK-11).
b. The ' Low Flow * switch does not always see a lowflow condition when TK-10

and TK-11 discharge pumps stop. The head of water in the pipe and tidal

conditions afect theflow of water.
Operations normally rely on the 15% tank level pump trip to stopflow causingc.
a lowflow to trip shut RE-245 discharge valve, and AOV-245. IfAOV-244A/B
are shut a td no lowflow condition aists, RE-245 sample pump will continue

,

'

to run until AOV 243 is shut.
d. Changes to OP-2336E were idennfied in 1989 to prevent the problems

identified by AWO-M2-91-M411. However continued identified procedure non-
compliance by operations has caused repeated problems.

. Request 6:

Please provide an assessment of the above discrepent conditions. If the assertions are
valid, please discuss their safety significance and effect on operation of radiation
monitor RE-245. Please discuss any corrective actions that are being used to correct

the problems.
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