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8o ) UNITED STATES
R B NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
% REGION |
s, 476 ALLENDALE ROAD
Seget KING OF PAUSSIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19408
DEC 96 1930

Nocket No., S0«336

Northeast Nuclear Energy Company

ATTN: Mr. E. J. Mroczka
Senior Vice President - Nuclear
Engineering and Operations Group

P.O. Box 270 Hartford, Connecticut 06141-0270

Dear Mr. Mroczka:

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission recently received an
Allegation concerning activities at Millstone Nuclear Power
ftation Unit 2 (RI-90-A~0205). Details of this allegation a
enclosed for your review and followup.

re

We request that the results of your review and disposition of
this matter be submitted to Region I within 30 days of the date

of this letter. We request that your response contain no
personal privacy, proprietary, or safeguards information so
can be released to the public and placed in the NRC Public

it

Document Room. If necessary, such information shall be contained

in a separate attachment which will be withheld from public
disclosure. The aff.idavit required by 10 CFR 2.79%0 (b) must

accompany your response if proprietary information is included.

The enclosure to this letter should be controlled and
distribution limited to personnel with a "need to know" unti
your investigation of the allegation has been completed and
reviewed by NRC Region I. The enclosure to this letter is
considered Exempt from Public Disclosure in accordance with
10, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 2.790 (a). However, a
of this letter, excluding the enclosure, will be placed in t
NRC Public Document Room.

The response requested by this letter and the accompanying
enclosure are not subject to the clearance procedures of the
Office of Management and Budget as required by the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1980, PL 96-511.
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Your cooperation with us is appreciated.

We will gladly discuss

any questions you may have concerning this information. -

Enclosure: Allegation Details
(10 CFR 2.790(a) INFORMATION)

ce: w/enclosure
W. Raymond, SRI
Allegation File (2)

ce: w/0 enclosure
PDR
State of Connecticut

Sincerely,

Zﬁ'

Edward C. Wenzingef,
Chief
Reactor Projects Branch 4
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SAMPLE RECORD OF ALLEGATION PANEL DECISIONS
$ITE: V1S - 3 PANEL ATTENDEES:
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ATE: (/21 /% (Mg /12348)  Branch Chief - b < O
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SAFETY SIGNIFICANCE: Yes No (Unknown Others = (
CONCURRENCE 1O CLOSEOUT: 0O /BC  5¢
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CONFIDENTIALITY GRANTED: Yes No

(See Allegation Receipt Report)

15 THEIR A DOL FINDING: Yes  No

16 CHILLING EFFECT LETTER WARRANTED: Yes  No

MAS CHILLING EFFECT LETTER BEEN SENT:  Yes No

MAS LICENSEE RESPONDED (0 CHILLING EFFECT LETTER:  Yes
ACTION:
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ALLEGATION RECEIPT REPORT

Date/Time L ok
"J/Wbc Allegation Mo, A [~90-4 - 0208

Recelived:
(Teave blank)
Phone City/State/Iip:__
Confidentiality:
Was 1t requested? Yes No X
Was 1t tnitially granted? Yeos L
Was 1t finally granted by the allegation panel Yes No
Does a4 confidentiality agreement need to bDe sent
to alleger? Yes Ko
Has & confidentiality agreement been signed? Yes No
Memo documenting why 1t was granted 1s attached? Yes No
Alleger's ™
Employer: NV Position/Title:
Facility: MS-L. Docket No.: 20 2306

-~ .
(A legation Summary (brief description of concern(s): LQ Foceo ued

| v Diikacl

Number of Concerns: /

Employee Receiving Allegation: b e biohusd = waniled) A \"‘_.,13\ sape [
{Ti7st two initials and last name)

Type of Regulated Activity (a) _ Reactor (d) __ Safeguards
(b) __ VYendor (e) __ Uther:
(c) __ Matertals (Specify)

Materials License No. (1f applicable):

) Emergency Preparedness

; Onsite Health and Safety
Offsite Health and Safety

) Other:

(a) Operations (e
(b) Construction ___{f
(¢) Safeguards (9
(d) Transportation _(h

Functional Area(s):

(NRC Region 1 Form 207
Revisea 10/89) :
information in this record was deleled
in accordance with :pe Fn_-gg.}’w of Information
Act, exemﬁ»tqons Lt IS |
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SAMPLE RECORD OF ALLEGATION PANEL DECISIONS

s1re: _(\\L -2 PANEL ATTENDEES:

ALLEGATION M0.: [\~ T0~A - 2o Chatrman = 0 oo ot

ate: /2% (Mg /123 48)  Branch Chief - £ gl gt
PRICRITY:  High Medium / Low Section Chief (AOC) - )5 Shuvert
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SAFETY SIGNIFICANCE: Yes Mo Unknown  Others = (o (oe, g ICS
CONCURRENCE 1O CLOSEOUT: DO /BC 8¢

CONFIDENTIALITY GRANTED: Yo{ No
(See Allegation Recelipt Report)

IS THEIR A DOL FINDING: \Yes  No [\ F.

15 CHILLING EFFECT LETTER MARRANTED: Yes  No

MAS CHILLING EFFECT LETTER BEEN SENT: Yes Mo

WAS LICENSEE RESPONDED TO CHILLING EFFECT LETTER:  Yes  No
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ALLEGATION RECEIPT REPORT
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Date/Tine T
Received: ' »idr [\ 5 g9 Allegation Ne. Kl-o-4 ~ 0206
(Teave blank)
Nanm__ Address:
Phone: Clty/State/Tip:
Confidentiality:
Wes 1t requested? Yos N X
Was 1t Inftially granted? Yos ~
Was 1t finally granted by the allegation panel Yes e
Does ¢ confidentiality agreemont need to De sent
to aileger? Yes __ W
Mes o confidentiality agreement been signed? Yos Mo
Memo documenting why 1t was granted s cttached? Yes N
Alleger's N
Employer: AP Position/Title:
Fectility: v b Docket Ko,

(AN legation Summary (brief description of concarn(s): ")T’nmg Camolhanct,
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Number of Concerns: }

Employee Receiving Allegation: a l.hamw _— o Septuats

(first two 1nftfals and Tast name)
Type of Regulated Activity _“Reactor {d; __ Safeguards
. Vendor . Other:
mmm pecify

Materials License No. (1f applicable):

Functional Area(s): _5 Operations _(e) Emergency Preparedness
== Construction __(f) Dasita Health and Safety
wray Safeguards - g Offsite Hetith and Safety
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slleger stated that surveillance procedure
Hi«Power Functional Test) was pDaritially
ational mode 5 and the remainder 0f the
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{1, Bhitt Supervisor authorization of Gurvelillence ON
J O/ :l/QU

2. Wors (empieted on 1171790 with jrsirument Lenfnrrence
report (ICRK) 90-109 written for charnel B BEE concerning
tloor setpoint out ot specificetion louw. The floor setpoant
1% & reference power setpoint compared to attual Nl pOwer OF
delta 1 power values. aWwD M2=90-13167 writien to perform
corrective maintenance oOnN floor setpoint value. In review
of AWOD Me-90~-13167 channel B was corrected and returned te
service on 11702/90. Channels A, ‘€', ang D7 conpletled

satisfactorily on 1174790.

%, FResicent inspector fnquired with 1C supervisor when the
control red withrawl prohibit annunclator verificetion 1N
GPLAOLF was completed. According to the corpleteo
surveillance procedure it wes completed on 1171790,

4. At %5120 p.m. ON 1171 the facility wes in Mode 4.
s, At 11115 a.m. ON 1172 the facility wes in Mode 5.

6. At B100 pum., ON 1372 the facility wes st an RCS
terperature of 832 F, (At this point the reactor trap
circult breakers cen be closed,)

7. AL 6140 p.m. ON 1174 the facility was in Mooe <.

@, EP-24NIF requires annuncistor verification of CwP {n step
£.15.9 ond 6£.1%.7.1 for reset and alarm, The inspector
guestioned the IC supervisor is verification that control
elenent assembly movem@nt is also part of thas verificetaienr,
The supsrvisor has an open question for this L1sSue. T
supervisor 0igd mention that two other survelllances verif
CWF alarms. The department 1% planning to develop an
(ndepercent procegure for CWP alerm arg functaion
veritacation in the future to rempve this aspect from treE
RAPE survelllances, since CWP is @& control function ant hes
no relationship to RPS gatety functions.

Fellpwy ng wiih £i30 R0

THe alleger was an error on tre surveillence procecure
desjgnator in that he believes it NOw was 6P -2401) (Thermal
Margin Low Pressure Functional Test).

15 Table 4.3-1 reguires TMLP to be surveiileg an pperaticnal
moces 1,2.

The alleger 2180 pointed out that no verification ot CwP Lo

the rod control system occurs except during the per formance

ot SP-TE01IB wide range Nl functicnal test, He pelieves 1t

e ould be ancorporsted in TMLP, HI-POWER, LFD functicnal
Lhee shem semuariator verification.
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INCPECTOR ASEESSMENT &xD RECOMMENDATY IONS

Tre ‘0llowap GiBtuscions present & Potenticl Lechnicsl
specitication vieletion ot preformance of funclional testing
it relstionship L0 required cperational medes, Addit.cral
INEDECLION 1% Needed to resolve thas issue, thus this
inspector recomrmends this atem be T0)luwed up Ouring routine
irspection. Imwmediate cperability concerns are not
presentea since veritication of the functional test was
tompleted, it becomes mOre an 1ssu@ OF Lhe timelirness in
conducting the surveillance.



NEPECTOR: PETER J., HABIGHORSEY

CERNY ) The aslleqQer believes that the Swi il alignme
cegure 10r the main turbine generator stator ceeling
tem was not completed properly, and the licensee was
we D ) QUesStions surrounging the

{ Jal v;'vgog,[,:gn~ wit?t the %
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&, 1990 the 1/C Oepartment completed procesurs

rocedure 1C243%F start the stator cooling system

ma il turbine line. The procedure &ets TIiow
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is swere 0f the licernsee formulation after discussion with
Lhe alleger oY o troublecshooting plan to address thic Jssue.

The aspect of procegural agherence to ICZ43I% Le¢ necessar,.
Rprommend thie iessue Le turncg over tc Lhe lictersee to
sd0ress tre sspects ¢of procedural echerence, &nd actions to
restore the stator covling system to normal operation.

ISSUE 2

Prior to the refueling shutdown (Feptember 1%) the alleger
noted flowrate problems with the/ steam et &ir ejector. He
recommended based on Mis troubleshooting efforte that the
licensee upgrade the cooler. /At the start-up cf this outage
the air wjector evhibited f)low control problems due to
t1ooding, IC supervisicon is aware of the praoblem,

The alleger s concern is that the licensee was aware 0f the
problems of the air ejector and did ne work during the
refueling outage to address the problems.

INSPECTOR ASSESSMENT AND CONCLUSIONS

After the inital meeting with the alleger, he noted that
Milisteone 2 maintenance Uid Qr_.er a0diticral coolers. &nd
nave yet to receive them s 0f thais write=up, This Jtem has
bepen documented 1in past resident inspecticn reports., At
this time the inspector deems not allegetion 1s presentec,
énQ Lhere is e#ssurance once the Ccolery are received the
steam ject alr ejector monitor can be upgraded. The
licenses has planned ¢ complete upgrade of the entire system
in the near future.



