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December 21, 1990

Docket No. 50-336
A
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Mr. E. C. Venzinger, Chief

Projects Branch No. &

Division of Reactor Projects

U. §. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Region 1

475 Allendale Road

King of Prussia, Pennsylvania 19406

Dear Mr. Venzinger:

Millstone Nuclear Pover Station, Unit No. 2
RI-90-A-0204 and Ri=S0eh 268~

Ve have completed our reviev of an allegation concerning activities at
Millstone Unit No. 2 (RI-90-A-0204). As requested in your transmittal letter,
our response does not contain any personal privacy, proprietary, or safeguarde
information. The material contained in this response may be released io the
public and placed in the NRC Public Document room at your discretion., The NRC
le.ter and our response have received controlled and limited distribution on a
"need to knov" basis during the preparation of this response. Based upon our
request on December 20, 1990, Region I personnel extended the due date for
RI-90-A-0208 to January 21, 1991. Additional time vas needed to resolve
technical issues in order to provide a complete response.

RI-90-A-0204

Issue 1

lac!ground

These same issues vere raised by an instrument specialist during the head
cabling vork activity. There {s a close correlation of the questions posed by
the memo and response. This documentation is available for your staff's
reviev.
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Dust cover caps are shovr
are not being used Are
shovn in the figure

Response

The use of dust covers 18 not delines ’ ¢ procedure Dus overs

only appear in the ligure The need ‘ ge is currently being
evaluated The existing figure ha nt l{cated from a vendor draving
that shovs the "as supplied™ HJTC pro | {gure vas not intended to
dictate the use of dust caps in tl . The figure aiso has
shortcomings in not supplying the ary detall needed fon

and assembly of the connectors

Step 5.¢ ct g for the veritl
Vhy is this

Pcypuh&o

This HJTC probe had been previously ¢ 'here vas no need to p

the verification of the known gooc rot vtest of the ovetl

gsystem response verifies the ndit} , yrobe vell as the entire
system. The step has since heet

Are any generic problems with pt
regards to procedural adherence

explain

Response

There are no generic probliems vi proce noen-compliance as evidenced
by these problems Note that this proced has not been upgraded as part
of the station procedure upgrade p! aknesses in such procedures
1ike this on¢ have previously been @i vith the NRC staft This
example serves to demonstrate that ‘ roper attention to detail by

the technicians involved and vith ti ¢ response and direction from
their supervision that a proper g ] ' ity resulls Vhere
appropriate, the necessar) NCRs d pre ¢ changes vere implemented,
and the noted need for procedure ennar ; took place

Issue /

Instrument Calibration Reviev I
Please provide the resolution d

Response
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December 21, 1990

Isaue 3

Recently, an ICR vas generated concerning oul of -specification test voitages
found during the performance of SP.- 24041 Please provide the resolution
documentation for the ICR Historically, the reference voltages have been out

of specification

March 9

May

May

May

AUg ( 199 u villance 1 ¥ § y 1B

Pleate discuss the operability of Channel "C" of the RF: e historic
out-of-specification test voltages Note, Dravings 203~ 3¢ sheet 40, and
28203.25193, sheet 6, supposedly {dentify ¢ refel veltage
applications.

Response

There is no 1&¢( srocedure SP-Z2404f Therefore, it is not possibie 10 SUppi
¥ v‘ J

any information concerning an ICR generated vhile performing this proredure
The AVOs referenced vere vritten against RPS channel "C* Reactor Froteciion
System Calibration and Indication Fanel (RPSCIP) There are no test voltages
generated in thig instrument dravet Hovever, the RPSCIP digital volt meter
(DVM) is used to monitol the core protection cal ulator (CPC) loglic pover
supply output voitage (+ 10vde)., A reviev of surveillance and equipment
history shovs that folloving replacement of a different pover supply (+5vdt
in May 1989 by PDCR MPZ 80.028, the RPSCIP DVK indicated a 003vde offset from
the actual +/-10vdc povel supply output, Investigation during the 1990
refueling shutdown, vhile performing PDCR MPZ 89-068, revealed a difference ir
ground potential betveen the RPSCIP and the CP This caused the RPSCIF DVM
to indicate incorrectly by ,003ved This is at the limit of the toler.ance
applied to the DVM indication (+/-.003vdc) A design change notice (DCN
FDN2-P-022-00) vas vritten against PDCR MP2-89.068 and implemented to correct
the problem As can be seen by revieving the referenced AVOs, the problem vas
{dentified shortly after the Svde modification and determined to be limited
to the DVM indication only. An AVO to investigate the problem vas vritten at
that time and scheduled for the refuel

Also referenced ave vl surveillance procedures for Augus!t 0, 199 One
surveillance concerns the CPC, SP-2401F, the RPS high pover trip test, vhich
is performed monthly. It documents the above DVM inc problem and shovs
the high pover trip function of the CPC to be operable this time. The

other referenced surveillance SP-2401B, c« erns the

vide range flux monit¢
functional. This procedure 1§ performed veekly vhile shi d o

Millstone Unit No. 2 vas not shul Gowr during the refere vd time, it 1
difficult to determine hov this is rela » issue

WY Since




Mr. B. C. Venzinger, Chief

. U, §. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
A09166/Pege ©

December 21, 1990

Two dravings are referenced which *supposedly identify the reference test
voltage applications®. The first draving, 25203-39069, sheet 40, is an
electrical schematic of the CPC. 1t shovs the pover supplies connection to
the circuit but makes no reference to the application of the voltage vith
respect to absolute vajues. It has no connection to the vide range flux
monitor circuit. The second draving referenced, 29203-25193, sheet 6, does
not exist in the NUSCO draving system. More specific information vill be
required to resolve this issuve.

o v

Issue 4

A red tag vas improperly hung by Operations on the back of C05/C06. The tag
vas hung on TDE but should have been hung on TDD. 8C0(*) knovs the details.
Please explain the tagout problem and actions taken to both ~arrect the
problem and to preveni recurrence.

(%) - identity may be obtained from the SRI.

Response

The pins for Veidmuller Block TDD, on the back of C05/C06, vere properly
removed and placed in their correct storage location at the time of tagging,
under the guidance of an 16C technician, The red tag vas properly filled out
for Veidmuller Block TDD. The tagging discrepancy vas that the red tag vas
not attached directly to Veidmuller Block TDD but to a cable directly beside
TDD vhich vas labeled TDE. This tagging discrepancy vas noticed by an
operator vho consul ted vith an 14C technician. The opergtor then moved the
tag from the cable to the pins for Veidmuller Block TDD. Long-term actions to
prevent recurrence {s to formally distribute to all Unit 2 Operations
personnel a standardized method for tagging veidmuller Blocks.

Issue 5

A recent annunciator vindov change CO4(CRDR) vas apparently not revieved and
completed properly as procedures SP-2401B, 2401F, and 2401J) had to be changed
during the performance to accommodate the annunciator vindov changes. Please
discuss the accuracy of the statement and any actions that you have taken or
may take to rectify any identified problems.

!oe!lround

As part of the CRDR improvements, several annunciator vindovs vere relocated.
This activity took place over the course of the 1990 refueling outage.
Changes to I&C procedures vere appropriate as the procedures contained the
detail of the annunciator vindov location. Changes to §p-2401B and its data
sheet and SP-2401J) vere processed at the time the procedures vere implemented.
No changes vere required to SP-2401F. 1t is necessary for procedure changes
required by a modification to be approved prior to the implementation of the
procedure. This vas done in this case.
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December 21, 1990

Response

Al*hough several changes vere tequired, no problems requiring corrective
action exist, All wodification-related procedure changes can not be made in
advance of the task being assigned.

Issue 6

On November 5, 1990, upon completion of the CWP portion of S§P-2401J, (the CRDR
change vas done as & son-intent change on this date), Channel C TO-7 vas left
bypassed by technicians after the surveillance vas turned in, and the
technicians had to be called by the S8 and the channel unbypassed by the SCO.
Please discuss the procedural compliance aspects of this statement.

Response

This event is an example of procedural noncompliance. §P-2401) requires
restoration of the bypass key. This vas not done prior to turning in the
surveillance. The appropriate personnel have been counseled vith respect to
this issue.

After our reviev and evaluation, ve find that none of these issues taken
either singularly or collactively present any indication of a compromise of
nuclecr safety. Ve appreciate the opportunity to respond and explain the
basis for our actions. Please contact members of my staff {f there are any
further questions on any of these matters.

Very truly yours,

NORTHEAST NUCLEAR ENERGY COMPANY

" ocz
senior Vice President

ecct V. J. Raymond, Senior Resident Inspector, Millstone Unit Noo. 1, 2, aiw 3
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