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ROCHESTER GAS AND ELECTRIC CORP SHEET NO. 2
* _pare October 6, 1982
10 Mr. Ronald C. Haynes, Regional Admin.strator

The areas that we were aware of that necded attention were indeed
being addressed. Areas brought to cur attention by the Senior Resident
Inspector were agreed to be pertinent to safety and were pursued in a timely
fashion.

In the area of modification implementation and training we agree that
more attention is needed in this area. I have directed RG&E's Engineering
Depart:inent and Ginna Station management to pursue a joint effort to determina
resources necessary to ensurz plant safety is indeed improved through the
implementation of modifications.

Flexibility with commitment dates would be helpful once full scope
of the project has been determined. We will make every effort to continue
our performance at a level equal to or higher than we achieved this past year.

We have one concern in the Health Physics dose assessment which
we wish to address:

RG&E would like to comment on the portior of the radiological
controls report pertaining to the offsite reieases during the steam generator
tube rupture incident,

The first concern involves the technical aspects of this section.
Although we are not certain what purpose the statement concerning the guantity
of releases serves in this report as it is written, it is not correct.

In NUREG-0909, it was indicated that the Ginna Technical Specifica-
tions did not apply during the tube rupture event. Also, the Tech Specs for
noble gas release are for an instantaneous release rate, not for an average
over three hours. Therefore, the references to Tech Spec limits should be
removed from this report.

The statement preceding this makes reference to "offsite" releases.
Much of the difficulty with obtaining total curie release estimates stemmed
from the fact that the majority of the release 1/om the main steam relief valve
was deposited within the site boundary, in fact, primarily within the site
protected area. The offsite portion of the release was quantified very rapidly
by direct measurements by the monitorina teams, environmental air sampling
and environmental dosimetry.

The other concern we would like to express is that although the
offsite dcse assesement was performed rapidly and accurately, no credit is
given for this in the evaluation. The main concern of the health physics
group was to determine what the dose rates were in the environment.
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