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The Region 1 office has completed its followup to the concen.s that you brought w our
attention on the dates described. Relevant documentation such . « letters from the licensee are
attached to this letter. A synopsis of these concerns and our subsequent actions and
regulatory conclusions are Jetailed below.

On October 8, and October 11, 1990, you provided to us a number of concerns associated
with Wide Range Nuclear Instrument operability, You further discussed this issue with me in
January, 1991, Additionally you provided to us on the same dates, & concern that you were
ot consulted during a recent procedure change associated with surveillance procedure SP-
2417H. and that this omission was contrary to station procedures. We provided these issues
to your employer in a letter dated October 26, 1990 and they rusponded in a letter dated
December 21, 1990 (attachod). Additionally, we inspected the issue of wide range nuciear
instrument operability and provided you the results of our investigaton in a letter dated

January 14, 199]

Your assertions that spiking had occurred on the channel A" of the instrument were true, bul
inoperability and violations of technical specifications have not been substantiated. With
regard to SP-2417H, the licensee admitied that you were not consulted for the procedure
change, but no violation of procedures occurred and your allegation appears 10 be
unsubstantiated. Furthermore, the procedure change was determined to be adequate. The
NRC is satisfied that the licensee addressed your concerns, and we plan no further action in

these matters

On August 8, 1990, you provided us with concerns assering that (1) work associated with
the overhaul of the containment radiation monitor was improperly controlied and (2, 2
bypass-jumper tag was improperly controlled during the maintenance of work order M2-90-
08033, We provided these concerns in a letier 10 the licensee died Ociober 2, 1990 and the
licensee responded in a letter dated December 3, 1990 (attached).

We note from the licensee response that some problems were id=ntified in U.. trol of work
associated with the radiation monitor, but it appears from the licensee's assessn. at that at
least one monitor was operable during the times in question in your assertion.

We note that the licensee identified the problems described in your concern and ook proper
currective actior.s. Further the licensee is implementing additional coiwols 10 establish betier
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We referred ‘ssues | thru 6 1o the licensee in a letter dated November 11, 1990 and received
their response in a letter dated December 21, 1990 (attached). We note that the licensee was
aware of the discrepancies that you identified in your assertions and had taken actions to
correct the deficient conditions when originally identified.

In regard to issue (1), the procedure was written for a skilled instrument and controls
technician with experience in this type of maintenance; however, you made no assertion that
maintenance was improperly or incompletely performed o the extent that operability of
essential equipment was affected. In any case, your aliegations appear 1o be substantiated but
of minor significance with respect to nuclear or personnel safety. With regard to issue (2),
the licensee provided us a copy of the instrument calibration review (ICR) and we are
providing this copy for your review. Please inform us if you have further questions
regarding this matter. With regard to issue (3), the licensee had taken action to address the
problem v.at you described and we have not been informed of any inoperabilities that resulted
from the corrective actions. With regard to the drawing concern of issue (3), more
information is needed to adequately address your concerns. Please inform us of any
additional details or further questions that you may have in this matter. With regard 1o issue
(4), a minor tagging discrepancy had been previously identified and was promptly corrected.
Further, guidance on the tagging of Weidmuller blocks was to have been provided to
operations personnel. Your allegation in this case appears 10 be substantiated, but is of little
concern with respect 10 nuclear safety. With regard to issue (5), no problems were
identified. and no corrective actions were warranted, With regard to issue (6), we note that
operations personnel identified the condition that you asserted and took prompt actions to
restore the channel. The technician in this case appears not to have exceeded Unit 2
Technical Specification limitations. However, your allegation regarding implementation of
the surveillance procedure was substantiated by the licensee. We are satisfied with the
licensee responses 10 these six issues and plan no further action in these matters.

Finally, with regard to issue (7), the NRC cannot take action based on co-worker harassment,
especially if the alleged harassment is anonymous. If you feel that you are being harassed by
your employer, we again remind you 1o take these issues to the Department of Labor.

On September 14, 1990, you provided us a three concerns detailing: (1) failure of operators
{0 note that the steam jet air ejector may not be working properly; (2) the failure of your
supervisor to respond to one Of your questions; and, (3) the failure of another instrument and
controls technician to follow an unspecified department instruction requiring that a trouble
report sticker be attached to an instrument after a problem was identified. We provided your
concerns 10 the licensee in a letter dated October 4, 1990, and they responded in a letier
dated December 7, 1990 (attached;.

With regard to issug (1), the licensee identified no inoperability associated v'ith the radiation
monitor, but has identified that upgrade of the system is warranted. The licensee plans to
replace the monitor in 1991, Your concerns therefore have some validity. With regard to



o

issue (2), communication between you and your supervisor appears o have been either
misundersiood o incompiete, We could not detr -mine the validity of your complaint. With
regard 1o issue (3), the licensee determined that the orange sticker was properly placed for
operator information and that work was properly controlled by the applicable work
documents. Your concerns in this case appear to be unsubstantiated. We are satisfied with
the licensee muwﬁummsupmm.mdmmcmmmommuﬁonwm

regard to these matiers.

We appreciate you informing us of your concerns and feel we have been responsive 1 those
concerns. Should you have any additional questions or if 1 can be of further assistance,

please call me collect at (215) 337-5225.

Sincerely;

bl dd

Edward C. Wenzinger, Chief
Reactor Projects Branch 4

Attachments: As stated
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APPENDIX 4.0 haiibeni - BRI
GAMPLE RECORD OF ALLEGATION PANEL DECISIONS

SITE: I!h“ S&M& L. PANEL ATTENDEES:

ALLEGATION NO.: R -9C-A-2/7% Chatrman = ud_\l

DATE: "[zg('gg (g D2 3 45)  Branch Chief = W'”i.-.b
PRIORITY:  High mcm@ Section Chief (ADC) -

SAFETY SIGNIFICANCE: Yes(No) Unknown  Others - S Tewmt
CONCURRENCE 10 CLOSEOUT: 00 (BE) 8¢

CONFIDENTIALITY GRANTED: Yes No
(See Allegation Receipt Report)

15 THEI® A DOL FINDING:  Yes No

16 CMILLING EFFECT LETTER WARRANTED:  Yes No

MAS CHILLING EFFECT LETTER BEEN SENT:  Yes No

HAS LICENSEE RESPONDED TO CHILLING EFFECT LETTER:  Yes No
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1 muw_ka—u“b = o e bt skl ot “1 et

-

2) Jp ot e

) b / Keview
o (0 loxect

5)

NOT;S:( ‘NCMAFLJ(_ e (r..vp"r[(( () ‘-:1 . Ys /5*/5__/1,3 (‘g lg neT
L..,v\\-(_- 4. Ko, € reee A(M/‘#a;, S K%‘J,lek 4€ Sk it
‘.E\Sl"\y.nﬂ ""/ b QA‘):?L.‘* ‘°/1]t0 {200 ko{ (‘Mﬂk‘nsg\lz

Intormation in th

A‘-.f accordanze w .'.is :eCZFU was U-”f’ffd
Act, egemo ons !_U»'“’W of Information
FOIR- 1)~/ = “L"&\
==

VIay




ALLEGATION RECEIPT REPORT

Date/Time
Recelved: 3[;&/&0 (gcolr’,} Allegation No. Fl-Go~A-0/7%
- (Teave blank)

v/
Name: \ Address:

Phone: City/State/2ip:
Confidentiality:

Was 1t reguested? Yes No

Was 1t inftfally granted? Yes No

Was 1t finally granted by the allegation panel Yes No

Does & confidentiality agreement need to be sent

to alleger? Yes No

Has & confidentiality agreement been signed? Yes No

Memo documenting why 1t was granted 1s attached? Yes No |
Alleger's
Employer: /\jU Pos1t1on/‘!1t10:__
Facility: ML S Toré - Docket No.: So~13¢
(Allegation Summary (brirf description of concern(s): (‘) 4 ‘CQL?M
bem5 ot sggﬂ‘f Ve Cuug;; %u\bd;«u

[

Number of Concerns:

|
|

Employee Recefving Allegation: T Mav ha =3 0 Heb —"4))- Sk...dg,_wuw#u)
e

{Tirst two initfals ana last nam

Type of Regulated Activity (a) 2<Reactor (d) __ Safeguards
(b) __ Vendor (e) __ Other:
(c) __ Materials (Specify)

Materials License No. (1f applicable):

_v%1) Operations __(e) Emergency Preparedness
___ib) Construction __if; Onsite Health and Safety
9
(h)

Functional Area(s):

___(c) Safeguerds Offsite Health and Safety
(¢ Transportation Other:
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