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APPENDIX 4.0 : \

SAMPLE RECORD OF ALLEGATION PANEL DECISIONS ‘
$176: (N1l - & PANEL ATTENDEES:
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SUMMARY (1) Wide range nuclesr instrumentation monitors are not k.\é\g@(
8¢ required Lo support refueling operations since (1) "A” channel ¢pik
penodically, which is 8 longstanding problem tha! hes not been resolved; (i1) \\/ ;
"(* channel has low IR readings on 11s cable, end, (111) @ POCR to chenge out @
the channels 1< s111) open end until closed out and signed-off, the channels . \i’
cannot be uperable (:*)_’owner' of WRN! procedures, 7 - 48
was not ssked Lo review 8 recent procedure change processed on the doy 94\ )\?t

shifl (he 15 on the night shift) to support outage activities Wwhen Lhe Pogc-‘

sent the procedure back with comments to change Lhe associeted data
theels .uas acked 10 review the latier chenges (he was on the o
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15292 requires st lesst two source range monitor be gpersting, with N
Lontinuous visual and gudibie indicotions Since the slleger raised .
operability and complisnce questions regorcmg T6 392, the SRI anmad, &
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Inspector review of refueling activities on 10/6/90 noted that Peac!om{
Engineering and operalions personnel were using 3 WRNI channels for Tore™
momtoring guring fuel moves - Channels A, B, & 0. Channel € was sveilable
for indication but was not used to meet TS 3 9.2 requirements At h @ i
cheannel A “spiked” periodically, it was considered apereble and providing an %
accurate ingication of core conditions It tracked fuel moves ang co?‘r,fltea
with other monitors  Operability wes oamonstrotoa by completion of &he
normal surverlisnges '
e g

A review of a computer generated plot of the lnnewcnannelc for the dey
sttt showed the stable ingications for the pernod with the oxcoptlon of two
perings when “tpikes” occurred RE personne) ruoonseto the cpnkec wae 10 -
‘rest them &¢ valid until proven spurious by comperison to other channels

'n addition to monitoring count rete during alterstions, dete from the WEN
was used to complete 1/M plots for each core insertion Inspector reyiew of
the WENI tabuleted date and the 1/M plots showed at least two channels
(and most oiten three) were olways avaiiable during alterstions. . The
epiking problem on Channel A 9id not preclude using the date to treck c“
conditions during fuel moves The inspector noted thet the high reactor :
boron concentrations (> 1950 ppm) resulted in low counts from all WRNI
channels (1n the range from | to 6 cps) The resulting large scetter m the *
date made the 1/M plots acceptable but rmmmolly effective e .

Bated on the above, the inspector concluded lhat the requirements ;&YS
592 were being met and core conditions were bemg odequumg momlono
guring core alterations

10/9/90

pOd 331440 3INOLSTIIW 28N #1191 06. €@ 120




EMPLOYEE PECEIVING ALL EGATION WilLiaMy RAYMUND
130 pm 10/8/90

ATTIVITY — PEACTOW
FUNCTIONAL ARES (a) X Operstions (1) Dnsite KAS

(£) o Safeguards (g) __ Dffsite HAS
h) Ot r

Time Required 1o Process Fequest '5 Man-Hours

L]

‘4

d 331440 3INOLSTIIW JEN

&

S |

P1:91 BE .

:.‘0. -. "'.
# —h 4
- - -

ed 130




