REGULATORY INFORMATION DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM (RIDS)

ACCESSION NBR:9512110397

AUTH.NAME AUTHOR AFFILIATION
TUCKMAN, M.S. Duke Power Co.
RECIP.NAME

SUBJECT: Forwards unsatlsfactory performance test results,per

RIORITY 1

10CFR26,Appendix A.

DISTRIBUTION CODE: A022D COPIES RECEIVED:LTR _l ENCL _Z SIZE: L%
TITLE: Fitness for Duty Program: Blind Performance Test/Other

NOTES:

RECIPIENT
ID CODE/NAME

PD2-2 PD

NERSES, V

INTERNAL: ACRS
NRR/DRPM/PERB
NUDOCS-ABSTRACT

EXTERNAL: NOAC

NOTE TO ALL "RIDS" RECIPIENTS:

PLEASE HELP US TO REDUCE WASTE! CONTACT IHE DOCUMENT CONTROL

DOC.DATE:
FACIL:50-269 Oconee Nuclear Station,
50-270 Oconee Nuclear Station,
50-287 Oconee Nuclear Statlon,
50-369 William B. McGuire Nuclear Statlon, Unit 1,
50-370 William B. McGuire Nuclear Station, Unit 2,
50-413 Catawba Nuclear Station, Unit 1,
50~414 Catawba Nuclear Station, Unit 2,

RECIPIENT AFFILIATION
Document Control Branch (Document Control Desk)

95/11/27
Unit 1,
Unit 2,
Unit 3,

CCELERATED RIDS PROCESSIT\'G_).

RECIPIENT

COPIES
LTTR ENCL ID CODE/NAME
1 1 WIENS, L
1 1 MARTIN,R
1 1 <::FILE CENTER 91
1 1 NRR7DREM/BSGB
1 1 RCN2
1 1 NRC PDR

DESK, ROOM P1-37 (EXT. 504-2083 ) TO ELIMINATE YOUR NAME FROM
DISTRIBUTION LISTS FOR DOCUMENTS YOI DON"T' NEED!

TOTAL NUMBER OF COPIES REQUIRED: LTTR

13 ENCL 13

NOTARIZED: NO
Duke Power Co.
Duke Power Co.
Duke Power Co.

COPIES
LTTR ENCL
1 21
1 1
1 1
2 2
1l 1
1 1l

Duke Powe
Duke Powe
Duke Power Co.
Duke Power Co.

DOCKET #
05000269

05000270 -

05000287
05000369
05000370
05000413
05000414

My

P
R
I .

A O

—

- Z m & cCc O O O



| Al o o |

Duke Power Company M. S. Tuckman

P.O. Box 1006 Senior Vice President

Charlotte, NC 28201-1006 Nuclear Generation
(704)382-2200 Office
(704)3824360 Fax

DUKE POWER

November 27, 1995

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: Document Control Desk
Washington, D. C. 20555

Subject: Fitness-For-Duty Program
Unsatisfactory Performance Test Result

Oconee Nuclear Station

Docket Numbers 50-269, -270 and -287
McGuire Nuclear Station

Docket Numbers 50-369 and ~370
Catawba Nuclear Station

Docket Numbers 50-413 and -414

Attached is a report, as required by 10CFR 26, Appendix A, of
unsatisfactory performance test results.

If there are any questions, please contact G. A. Copp at
(704)382-5826.

Very truly yours,

NN S

M. S. Tuckman
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.U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
November 27, 1995
Page 2

Mr. Victor Nerses, Project Manager
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Mail Stop 14H25, OWEN

Washington. D. C. 20555

Mr. R. E. Martin, Project Manager
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Mail Stop 14H25, OWEN

Washington, D. C. 20555

Mr, L. A. Wiens, Project Manager
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington. D. C. 20555

Mr. S. D. Ebneter, Regional Administrator

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission - Region II
101 Marietta Street, NW - Suite 2900

Atlanta, GA 30323
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Duke Power Company
Health & Safety Division
P.0. Box 1006 (EC020)

Charlotte, NC 28201-1006
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November 20, 1995
SUBJECT: False Negative Blind Urine Drug Screens

Seven spiked positive blind specimens were incorrectly
identified by SmithKline Beecham Laboratory in Atlanta as
negative. Dr. Jerry McHan, a toxicologist who supplies and
reconciles the blind specimens notified Duke Power on
November 11, 1995. Five of the specimens were spiked with
marijuana and two were spiked with amphetamine. Dr. McHan
has investigated with Dr. Barry’ Sample, the Laboratory
Director of SmithKline Beecham. His report is attached.

The problem with the marijuana false negatives were these
specimens were spiked with marijuana around the 100 ng
level. When they were screened they had a response just
beneath the cutoff level at 100 ng. However, because of an
inadequate review by a certifying scientist the specimens
were not analyzed at the 50 ng cutoff level. I discussed
this with Dr. Sample on November 20, 1995. He has
instituted corrective action of additional training,
additional review, and more audit mechanisms.

_ N
The two false negatives for amphetamine were detected but
just beneath the cutoff level. This will be followed
closely. The laboratory did identify other specimens spiked
with marijuana and identified all other substances
submitted, i.e. cocaine, PCP, morphine, codeine, and
methamphetamine correctly at 100%.

(E 24@32 M,

W. E. Dukes,. Jr., MD
Corporate Medical Director
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Comments

The laboratory had seven (7) false negatives for the quarter. Five were for THC-
50, which had a level of approximately 100 ng/ml of THC. Since this was a
continuation of an apparent problem of the laboratory to discriminate THC at
levels between 50 and 100, we reviewed the test results with the laboratory's
Responsible Person (RP). The review revealed that the certifying scientist had
failed to properly review the screening data in order to identify this level of THC.
The RP indicated that he had implemented an SOP to insure that this problem
would not continue. _

The other two (2) false negatives were for samples containing amphetamine.
This lot number has consistantly tested positive at the 1000 ng/ml cutoff. Since
the laboratory had reported a positive on this lot number during the second
quarter, it is not likely to be a random error. A review of the screening data with
the RP demonstrated a result just below the cutoff. The most likely source of the
problem is either the precision of the screening test around the cutoff or a change
in the response of the antibody in the reagent. We will continue to evaluate this
problem.

Report submitted by: %&jﬁ// % 7 Z___ /5/ ‘Zﬁ g/‘.

L/McHan, PhD ate
Quality Assurance Associates
1327 Fairview Road NE
Atlanta, Georgia 30306



