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NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION
= N J“.‘.-?l"‘ !
NIAGARA f_@ MOHAWK

300 ERIE BOULEVARD, WEST
SYRACUSE, N, Y. 13202

July 14, 1976

YT MerUanes’ P. 0'Reitly
\L/‘Df(")‘z.e“c;'ct‘%/w,te 0§ Regulatony Operations
United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Region 1
631 Park Avenue
King of Puussia, Pa. 19406

RE: 1Inspection Report 76-09
Docket No. 50-220 ,

Dear Mr. 0'Reilly: REGULATCRY DOCHET FILE 002y

Following a heview of NRC Inspection Repornt No. 76-09, conducted
by Mr. K. Plumlee of your staff at Nine Mile Point Nuclear Power Plant
on Apnil 28-30, 1976. Concerning the alleged items of nonconformancy as
numerated 4in Appendix A to the inspection repont, we submit the gollow-
ing: . .

A.  RESPONSE:

"Contrharny Lo this nequinement, five contractorn's employees worhing
in nestrnicted areas neceived doses of 3.07 to 3.81 nem to the whole
body during the calendar quartern ending March 31, 1976, as repornted
by ...... Letten dated May 19, 1976." ,

As dindicated in owr Lettern of May 19, 1976 the system of Authoni-
zation and Radiation Work Permit procedures. were under review.

In the future, better comrelation between §ilm badge nesults and
Zhe TLD/Dosimeter An-house data will be accomplished by nevising
.oun mode of authorizing exposure. Quarterly authornization, above
2000 mrem, will not be allowed unfess the majon porntion of cwuvient
exposure has been vernified by §ifm badge result (the Legal necond).
When deemed necessary, persons accumulating 2500 mrem will be
denied access 1o the Restrnicted Area of the Station.

IZ 45 consdidered that §ull compliance with 10 CFR 20.701(b) (1)
has been achieved. .
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RESPONSE:

- "Contrnany Lo Lhis requirement, such surveys as were made to asswre

compliance with 10 CFR 20.101(b) (1), were Lnadequate in the prevention
0f overexposures of five contractor's employees who incwuied whole
body doses of 3.02 Zo 3.81 rem duning the calendarn quarter ending

" Manch 31, 1976....".

The nadiation surveys made prior to and during the wonk in which
contractor employees apparently recelved in excess of 3 rem ade-
quately described the nadiation Levels in the work area. 1In that
no exposure recelved was Anconsdstent with the radiation Levels
neponted in hadiation surveys, and clearly noted on the applicable
Radiation Work Perunits, therefore, we feel compliance with 20.201(b)
has been achieved. ’

RESPONSE:
Technical Specification 6.11 - adherence to Procedures

Nasal swipes were specified on several RWP's and not obtained.

The nesponsibility §or enforcing adherence to the nrequisements

0f the RWP rests with the "Mark-Up Man" s.igned in on the RWP

{on in his absence by a "Leadman"). The men {nvolved, through
thaining and retraining, had indicated awareness of this duty. .
1t was pointed out Lo ithese individuals that §uLl compliance

Lo these procedures must be maintained.

Very truly youns,

¥

L

R.R. Schnecden
Vice President
ELectrnie Production

EL/aih
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