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Dear Dr. Murley:

Millstone Nuclear Power Station, Unit No. 3
Reporting of Potential Significant Deficiencies
in Design and Censtruction:
Interference and Possible Binding of ITT Grinnell

Mechanical Snubbers (SD-34)

In Reference (1), Northeast Nuclear Energy Company (NNEZO) reported a
potential significant deficiency in the construction of Millszone Unit No. 3 as
required by 10CFR50.55(e). The potential deficiency involves interference and
poss:.le binding of mechanical snubber hardware manufactured by ITT Grinnell
prior to April 1980.

Reference (2) provided written confirmation of a June 30, 1783 telephone
conversation between our Mrs. P. C. Bandzes and your Mr. T. Eisasser requesting
an extension of the due date for providing the necessary follow-up information.
Reference (3) provided you with an interim report on this matter. This
represents NNECO's final report concerning this issue.

Our architect-engineer, Stone & Webster Engineering Corporation, has identified
a total of 233 snubber installations which have the potential hardware
interference. This has been determined through interface with ITT Grinnell
regarding a specific model of snubber hardware and the time - fabrication.
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Stone & Webster Field Quality Control personnel will che
interference using the vendor approved inspection procedure.
inspection w:l be an additional attribute in the snubber preser\
program which has already been established. Any hardwar

interference will either be replaced or dified as required.

Concerning the safety question, ITT Grinnell has performed extensive

what it defines as the worst case hardware interferences. The results
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that although the drag force during snubber movement may increase, the snubber

will not bind during thermal transients and will in fact perform its safety
function during dynamic loading. Therefore, NNECO concludes t i
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:nsignificant and the condition does not present a safety concern. However,

NNECO's intent to take corrective action if any interfcrence
the preservice inspection.

This letter constitutes our final report closing all items

iL

We trust that the above information satisfactorily responds to your con

Very truly yours,

NORTHEAST NUCLEAR ENE}

Mr. R. (

Division of Inspe

U. S. Nuclear
Phillips Building
7920 Norfolk Avenu
Bethesda, MD 2001¢
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