£

L4 WD, VERMONT




U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
April 22, 1982 VERMONT YANKEE NUCLEAR POWER CORPORATION

Page 2

Response: Immediately after notification of the situation the box
was properly posted and moved to a controlled storage
location. Further corrective action was undertaken as
follows:

) Auxiliary operators have been reinstructed in the
importance of labeling boxes before putting waste in
them.

Plant procedure OP 2511 was revised on 2/22/82 to
ensure that maintenance department personnel do not
move radioactive material without H.P. supervision.

Administrative controls were established to require
that H.P., personnel tour outside of buildings c1 a
daily basis to ensure that proper H.P, practices are
maintained. Plant procedure DP 0640 will be revised
by May 15, 1982 to formalize t“.s policy.

Indoor space will be made available for temporary
storage of radioactive material by September 1982.
This storage area will be properlv designated,

posted and barricaded, therefore greatly reducing

the probability of recurrence of this type of event.

Viclation: Technical Specification 6.5.A requires that, "Detailed

(82-01-02) written procedures involving nuclear safety, including
applicable check-off lists and instructions, covering
areas listed below shall be prepared and approved. All
procedures shall be adhered to... 6. Surveillance and
testing requirements." Procedure AP 4000, Surveillance
Testing Control, Revision 6, was developed pursuant to
Technical Specification 6.5.A.6, and states in part, A.6
"The Department Supervisor will review all test results
and initiate any special testing required as a result of
a failure of a system or component."

Procedure RP 4396, Strong Motion Accelerograph Functional
Test, Revision 5, Functional Test Acceptance Criteria,
states, "The developed film must indicate excitation of
X-Y and Z accelerometers."

Contrary to the above, between the dates of December 16,
1980 and January 18, 1982 the strong-motion accelerograph
installed in the facility was not available to record
ground motion in the X-Y and Z directions as evidenced by
function test data developed film, and no corrective
action or special testing requirements were intiated.
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Response: Upon notification by the resideant inspector of a potential
problem with the results of film obtained from the strong
motion accelerograph, the accelerograph was removed from
its pedestal and taken to the instrument and control shop
for checkout and possible repair.

It was determined that all three accelerometers were
functioning properly and two of the three were trans-
mitting information to the recording film by light beam.

The light beam path for the third was blocked by a wire
harness which had become improperly positioned. The
accelerograph was restored to operation on January 20, 1982.
No other repairs or adjustments were necessary.

The applicable surveillance procedure will be revised

prior to the next scheduled test to include cautions

relative to blocking the accelerograph light beams and

other items which may have the potential of degrading the
device. Technicians were instructed on the problem and

the new cautions. Supervisory personnel who are responsible
for reviewing the accelerograph output data were reinstructed
in proper trace evaluation.

Violation Technical Specification 6.5.A requires that detailed

(82-01-04) written procedures involving nuclear safety be prepared,
approved and followed. OP 3021, Natural Disaster, Revision 9,
was develop=d pursuant to the above and prescribes the
immediate operator actions to be taken in the event an
ecarthquake has been experienced. The required operator
actions include in part: verification of control rod
operability; verification of building air samples; visual
inspection of specified plant structures for damage; and
verification of upstream and downstream dam integrity.

Contrary to the above, on the evening of January 18, 1982,
a seismic event occurred at the Vermont Yankee site as
detected by ground motion and offsite instruments, and

the required actions of OP 3021 were not initiated.

Response: While acknowledging that the requirements of OP 3021 were
not explicitly carried ovt during this event, we want to emphasize
that the response actions taken were appropriate in that
the operator 1) did dispatch another operator to inspect for
damage; 2) did make the proper logbook entries; and 3)
did initiate the required offsite notification of state
authorities. Routine operational activities subsequently
verified control rod positions, normal equipment performance,
and reactor system integrity. Taken together, those
measures provided adequate confidence that safe plant
operation had not been compromised.
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