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FEB 09 1388

MEMORANDUM FOR: William T. Russell
Regfona)l Administrator

FROM: Samue! J. Collins, Deputy Director
Division of Reactor Projects
SUBJECT: PILGRIM RESTART ASSESSMENT PANEL MEETING MINUTES

On February 2, 1988, the Pilgrim Restart Assessment Panel met by teleconference
to discuss the status of NRC and licensee activities assocfated with the
proposed plant Restart. The following personnel were in attendance:

Chairman: Samuel J. Collins, Deputy Director, DRP
Members: Ronald R. Bellamy, Chief, Radiologfcal Protection and
Emergency Preparedness Branch, DRSS
J. Durr, Chief, Engineering Branch, LRS
A. Randy Blough, Chief, Reactor Projects Section No. 3B, ORP
Bruce Boger, Assistant Director for Rl Reactors, NRR
Richard H., Wessman, Diractor, Project Directorate [=3, NRR
Others: Danie) McDonald, Project Manager, NRR
Clay C. Warren, Senic., Resident Inspector, Pilgrim
Jeff Lyash, Resident Inspector, Pilgrim
T. J. Kim, Resident Inspector, Pilgrim
M. Gray, Senior Reactor Engineer, MPS, DRS
M. Evans, Operations Eng1noqr, BWRS, ORS
Lawrence T. Doerflein, Project Engineer, RPS 3B, ORP

The pane! discussed the fssues Yfua* . Enclosure 1. As a resylt of the
meeting, the below lisved actions with responsibility were agreed upon Dy the

Pane!l.

The next pane! meeting will be held onsite at 1:00 p.m., February 17, 1988.
Al ftems below will be updated. No separate agenda will be proviced for the

“ebruary 17 meeting.

Task Retponsibility Due Date

1. 10 CFR 50, Appendix » Issues:

. Cruplete review of control NRR Est. April |
room floor exemption request

- Submit exemption request on  RECo Est. February 6
conduit sealing
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Task Responsibility Due Date
2. Arrange transcription service Blough ASAP

for February 18 public meeting

3. Fermalize system for identifying Doerflein February 12
and tracking (to resolution)
public comments on Restart Plan

4. Open Items - Designate who will Qurr/Bellamy/ Next Pane)
close and who controls packages Boger/Blough/SR1]

§. Review Restart Plan Task Force February 12

6. Provide comments on Readiness Al Next Pane)
Report Format .

7. Inform BECo of 50.3% basis for McDonald Next Pare)
removing Tech Specs on
organization

8. Develop TAC for review of Boger Next Pane!
Direct Torus Vent proposal

§. Discuss deficiencies with Collins Next Panel
Power Ascension Program
with BECo

10. Provide comments on Draft Doerflein February ¢
Response to State 2.206
Petition

11. EOP Status

. Letter to BECo confirming Boger Next Pane!
delay *nd new date for
onsite review

- Provide new schedule BECo
(response)
12. Discuss Readiness Assessment Blough Next Pane)

Team Inspection Plan

13. Discuss INPO evaluation schedule Collins Nerxt Pane)
with BECo
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Memorandum for William T. Russall 3 Y?E>
Task Responsibility Oue Date
14, Develop form letter for Doerflein Next Panel

acknowledging receipt of
written public comments

1. Discuss team inspection schedule Collins Next Pane)

‘ U. ’ y

Division of Reactor Projects

Enclosure:
As stated

cc w/encl:

T. Myrley, NRR

F Mirag'ia, NRR

S. Varga, NRR

B. Boger, NRR

R. Wessman, NRR

D. McDonald, NRR

J. Roe, NRR

J. Hannon, NRR

W. Regan, NRR

'. !IlytOh. !F
J. Allan, RI!

W. Kane, RI

J. Wiggins, Rl

P. Blough, Rl

T. Martin, RI

J. Durr, Rl

R. Bellamy, RI

L. Doerflein, RI

R. Fuhrmeister, RI
C. Warren, SRl = Piigrim
J. Lyash, Rl = Pilgrim
T. Kim, Rl = Pilgrim
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10.
11,
12.

eNC! OSURE
Restart Panel Items Discussed February 2, 1988

10 CFR 50, Appendix R {ssues of control room floor and conduit sealing.
Status of preparations for February 18, 1988 public meeting.

Status of the administrative Technical Specifications concarning recent
organizational changes.

Status of open item review,

Status of Task Force for Restart Plan review and public comment resolution,
Format for Readiness Report,

Results of NRR review of the Direct Torus Vent proposal.

Status of Power Ascension Program review.

Status of Regfon I review of draft response to State 2.206 Petition.
Status of EOP implementation and schedule for onsite review.

Review of plant status.

Review of recert inspection findings.
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UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
OFFICE OF GOVERNMENTAL AND PUBLIC AFFAIRS, REGION |
475 Allendale Road, King of Prussia, Pa. 19406

Tel. 215-337.5330

No. 1-87-23 March 11, 1988
Contact: Kar) Abraham

NOTE TO EDITORS AND STATION ASSIGNMENT EDITORS

James T, Wiggins, Chief of the Reactor Projects Section that inspects
Pi!griu his issued a status report summp 12ing activities of the inspection
staff during the period February 13-26, 1988,

The report is attached.

L
March 4, 1388

Docket No. 50-293
MEMORANOUM FOR: James T. wigging, Chief

Reactor Projects Branch No. 3
FROM: A. Randy Blough, Chief

Reactor Projects Section No. 38
SUB.'ECT: PILGRIM STATUS REPORT FOR THE PERIOD FEBRUARY 13-26, 1988

Enclosed is the Pilgrim bi~weekly status report from the NRC Resident office
at Pilgrim.  Three resident inspectors and a region-dased inspector monitored
activities at the plant during the report period, On February 17, 1988,
senior management representatives from both NRC Region I and NRC Office of
Nuclear Reactor Regulation (NRR) were onsite and met with the resident
inspectors. On February 18, 1988, NRC conducted public meetings at the
Plymouth Memorial Wall, in Plymouth, Massachusetts to receive public comments
on the Boston Edison's Pilgrim Restart Plan,

The status reports re intended to provide NRC management and the public with
an overview of plant activities and NRC inspection activities. Subsequen®
inspection reports will address many of these topics in more detail.

(Original signed by)

A. Randy Blough, Chief
Redactor Projects Secticn No. 38

Enclosure:
As stated
(more)
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1.0 Plant Status

1.0

As of 8:00 a.m. on February 26, 1988, the reactor was in cold shutdown
mode with moderator temperature about 96 degrees Fahrenheit.

Facili rati

The plant has been shutdown for maintenance and to make program
improvements since April 12, 1986. The reactor core was completely
defuel~d on February 13, 1987 to facilitate extensive maintenance and
modification of plant equipment. The licensee cowpleted fue) reload on
October 1%, 1987. Reinstallation of the reactor vesse! internal
components and the vesse! head was followed by completion of the reactor
vesse] hydrostatic test. The primary containment integrated leak rate
test was also completed during the week of December 21, 1987,

During this report period, the licensee continued with the post
modi“ication/maintenance testing of plant equipment. Some of the major
ongoing projects include process computer tie-ins, hydrogen water
chemistry system pre-operationa) testing, and load testing of the third
emergency diese) generator,

Items of Special Interest

NRC Public Meetings to Receive Comments on BECo's Pilgrim Restart Plan

The NRC held meetings to receive public comments on the Pilgrim Restart
Plan in Plymouth, Massachusetts on F»rug 18, 1988. The meetings took
place in the town's Memoria) Mal) from 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m., and from
7:00 pom. to 10:00 p.m. State and local officials, and private citizens
were invited to comment on the plan or to submit comments in writing.

The meetings were formal, transcribed sessions vhere the public's
testimony was heard by the panel of NRC t. The pane) consisted
of Mr. Samue! J. Collins, Deputy Director, Division of Reactor Projects,
NRC-Region I, Dr. Ronald R. Bellamy, Chief, Emergency Preparedness and
Radiological Protection Branch, NRC-Region I, Mr. A, Randy Blough, Chief,
Reactor Projects Section 3B, NRC-Regfon | and Mr. Richard M. Wessman,
Director, Reactor Projects Directorate I-3, NRC Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation (NRR).

(more)




Early on February 18, 1988, the Massachusetts Attorney General announced
during a press conference that he and the Governor would not support or
attend the meetings. Prior to that, NRC had expected and desired the
Commonwealth to participate. NRC Region I had sent a letter to the State
Liafson Officer (1.e., the individual within the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts government designated by the Governor to be the primary
point of contact with NRC) in early November requesting cooperation and
advice regarding meeting location and schedule. On January 4, 1988, the
Commonwealth replied by letter, reiterating earlier demands for an
adjudicatory hocrin?. but stating that the Commonwealth would participate
in the meetings so long as the Commonwealth received written assurance
that such participation would not be relied upon or cited as a waiver of
the Commonwealth's demand for an adjudicatory hearing. NRC Regfon !
endeavored to provide that assurance in a January 15, 1988 letter, which
stated, "Your support of these meetings is separate from and does not
constitute & waiver of any rights related to the Commonwealth's

October 15, 1987 Petition for a formal adjudicatory hearing."

Written comments from those unable to attend the meetings may be mailed
to Mr. A. Randy Blough, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 475 Allendale
Road, King of gruss*l. PA 13406, NRC has been asked how it w'11 handle
comments received after the estab)ished deadline of February 25. Based
on the current projections, any written comments receivea by March 11,
1988 wil) be incorporated into the current staff review, Comments
received after that date will be evaluated and reviewed separately on a
schedule and priority consistent with their potential safety
significance. The NRC considers it an important part of its job to
respond appropriately to legitimate safety conceris raised at any time.

The transcript of the meetings will be placed in local public libraries
for public review. NRC plans to hold one or more follow up public
meetings to explain the NRC response to the public comments. These
followup meetings would oscur af*er the staff has evaluated the comments
and decided on the appropriate sponse actions, but prior to a staff
recommendation to the ful)l Co ssion regarding plan restart.

NRC Assessment Pane) Meetir

On February 17, 1988, membecs of NRC anno?ennnt from Region | and NRR
were onsite and discussed restart inspection plans with the NRC resident
staff. The NRC Assessment Pane) meets periodically to coordinate the
planning and execution of NRC inspection and \1cor~1n? sctivities related
to Pilgrim. The pane)! fs chaired by Mr. Samue! J. Collins, Deputy
Director, Division of Reactor Projects, NRC-Region I.

In developing & cuordinated program to assess licensee performance, the
restart assessment pane! has recommended the 101\oving actions and they
have been subsequently approved Dy the Regional Administrator,
NRC-Region I:

(more)




== The restart assessment report will contain detailed assessments
using a Systematic Assessment of Licensee Performance (SALP) like
methodology of those prodblem areas recognized as needing improvement
and evaluation prior to plant restart. Performance in other
::ol:foblo SALP functional areas will also be assessed but in less
tail,

==  The current assessment period for a ful) 3SALP board assessment of
Pilgrim will be an eighteen month period of 2/1/87 - 7/31/88. This
extended assessmint perfod will provide for a rraningful evaluation
of licensee actions in conjunction with its approach to readiness
for plant restart and, {f restart is authorized, a period of
Ticensee operation, The SALP schedule alluws the assessment pane)
to focus fts efforts in the next few months on continuing evaluation
of licensee \mprovement grograns and to finalize 1ts evaluation of
Boston Edison's Restart Plan (including consideration of public
comments).

Mana nt ings

On February 24, 1988, a publicly-noticed management meeting was held
between and Boston Edison Company (BEC:) officials at the NRC offices
in King of Prussia, PA. The Commonwealth of Massachusetts Offize of
Public Safety and the Office of the State Senator William Golden
monitored the meeting via telephone conference. BECo senfor management
presented its "self-assessment process’ designred to determine readiness
for requesting restart. The minutes of this meeting will be documented
in NRC Report No. 50-293/88-10.

4.0 - Notification NS) Repor

During this period, the licensee made the following reports to the NRC
pursuant to 10 CFR $0.72.

== On February 23, 1988, at about 10.00 a.m,, the licensee identified
two scram gircharge volume (SDV) isolation valves which failed to
close within the required time. As part of the reactor protection
system, SOV vent and drain valves are regquired by the station
technica) specifications to close on a reactor scram sigral within
10 seconds. SOV vent valve Cv302-23A closed in 90 seconds and drain
valve CV302-22A closed in 45 seconds. The average c!osin? tise for
the remaining operable valves on the SOV was 9 seconds. There are
four drain and four vent valves on the SOV. The licensee's
evaluation and corrective actions will be documented in Inspection
Report No. 50-293/88-07.

*= On February 23, 1588, at 2:24 p.»n., the licensee experienced
fradvertent isolation of all inboard secondary containment dampers,
an automatic start of the "A" standby gas treatment system, and an
isolation of the inboard RHR to Radwaste primary containoent
isolation valve. The observed actuations occurred during a relay

(more)
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5.0

cof) replacement in the RMR to Radwaste primary containment
isolation logic circuit. It appears that the licensee failed to
fully identify the effect of deenergizing the circuit. The fuse was
reinserted and the actuations cleared a short time later. The
inspector's review of this event will be further discussed in
Inspection Report No. 30-293/88-07.

On February 26, 1988, at 1:10 p.m., the control room received
spuricus automatic cfosuro of the outboard containment i-3latien
valve on the reactor water cleanup system, The licensee is in the
process of investigating the cause of the »ctuation. The
inspector's review of this evant will be further discussed in
Inspection Report No. 50-293/8£-07.

NR ff Sta ring the Peri

The inspection staff at Pilgrim during the report period consisted of the
following:

Clay Warren == Senior Resident Inspector

Jeffrey Lyash =+ Rgsident Inspector

Tae Kin =+  Resident Inspector

In addition, one regional specialist inspector was onsite during the week
of February 22, 1 to review the adequacy of the licensee's emergency
notification system. The results of this inspection will by documented
in NRC Inspection Report 50-293/88-09.



