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Inspection Summary

Inspection during July 1-31, 1980 (Report No. 50-263/80-15) 
Areas Inspected: Routine Inspection of Control Room Operations, Review 
of Logs, Selected Emergency Systems, Followups of Licensee Event Reports, 
IE Bulletin 80-17, Organization and Administration, Training Personnel, 
Information Meeting with Local Officals. The inspection involved 87.5 
inspector-hours onsite by two NRC inspectors, including 30 inspector-hours 
onsite during off-shifts.  
Results: No items of noncompliance'or deviations were identified in these 
areas.
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DETAILS 

1. Persons Contacted 

*W. A. Shamla, Plant Manager 
M. H. Clarity, Plant Superintendent, Engineering & Radiation 

Protection 
W. E. Anderson, Plant Superintendent Operations and Maintenance 
S. L. Pearson, Superintendent of Operations 
D. D. Antony, Superintendent, Operations Engineering 
J. R. Pasch, Superintendent of Security and Service 

The inspectors also interviewed members of the Operations, Operations 
Engineering, and Technical Engineering sections.  

*Denotes licensee representatives attending management interview.  

2. Operational Safety Verification 

The inspector observed control room operations, reviewed applicable 
logs and conducted discussions with control room operators during the 
month of July. The inspector verified the operability of selected 
emergency systems, reviewed tagout records and verified proper return 
to service of affected components. Tours of reactor building and 
turbine building were conducted to observe plant equipment conditions, 
including potential fire hazards, fluid leaks, and excessive vibra
tions and to verify that maintenance requests had been initiated for 
equipment in need of maintenance. The inspector by observation and 
direct interview verified that the physical security plan was being 
implemented in accordance with the station security plan.  

The inspector observed plant housekeeping/cleanliness conditions and 
verified implementation of radiation protection controls. During the 
month of July, the inspector walked down the accessible portions of 
the CRD, feed water, and condensate systems to verify operability.  
The inspector also witnessed portions of the radioactive waste system 
controls associated with radwaste shipments and barreling.  

These reviews and observations were conducted to verify that facility 
operations were in conformance with the requirements established under 
technical specifications, 10 CFR, and administrative procedures.  

3. Licensee Event Reports Followup 

Through direct observations, discussions with licensee personnel, 
and review of records, the following event reports were reviewed to 
determine that reportability requirements were fulfilled, immediate 
corrective action was accomplished, and corrective action to prevent 
recurrence had been accomplished in accordance with technical 
specifications.
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80-023/03L - Low Reading on air Ejector Process Radiation Monitors 

80-022/03L-0 - Excessive 02 in Containment 

4. IE Bulletin Followup 

For the IE Bulletins listed below the inspector verified that the 
written response was within the time period stated in the bulletin, 
that the written response included the information required to be 
reported, that the written response included adequate corrective 
action commitments based on information presentation in the bulletin 
and the licensee's response, that licensee management forwarded 
copies of the written response to the appropriate onsite management 
representatives, that information discussed in the licensee's 
written response was accurate, and that corrective action taken by 
the licensee was as described in the written response.  

IEB 80-17, (Open) Failure of 76 of 185 Control rods to fully insert 
during a scram.  

The licensee verifies that the shutdown volume (SDV) headers are free 
of water by daily ultrasonics examination. The ultrasonic check is 
procedurally required to recover from a scram.  

The inspector reviewed the test procedure for the scram verification 
test and found that it addressed all required areas.  

The manual scram was witnessed from the control room and from the 
scram accumulator areas in the reactor building (instrumentation 
checkout included). The data review indicated that both scrams 
were very similar. The SDV piping was walked down and the licensee 
noted a high spot (a rise of 3/16" in a 5 foot length) in the two 
inch drain to the instrument volume. The licensee has proposed a 
modification for review that removes the drain pipe. In the mean
while the 1/2" (or less) of water laying in the line appears to 
present no problem. The remaining drain piping and SDV headers 
were found to have at least the stated 1/8" per 1' slope. The 
vent pipes were cut off above the floor level and the internals 
of the check valves in the vent lines were removed as the cor
rective action to a problem noted at another site. When the vent 
valves were opened to vent the SDV for draining after the scram 
the 900 psig pressurized water was also blown out on the floor.  
The amount of water could not be determined (probably in the range 
of 2 to 5 gallons). The area around the accumulators had been 
ribboned off for contamination control and warning signs posted.  

The inspectors observed selected daily verification tests for the 
absence of water in the SDV's, and the examination confirming the 
draining of the SDV's and the drain line after the two verification 
scrams.



The licensee's emergency procedures were verified to address all the 
items that were stated in Paragraph 4 of the bulletin. Discussions.  
with control room operators indicated that they understand the 
revised procedures. The licensee will continue monitoring for water 
daily until the system is modified to give continuous indication.  
The licensee complied with the requested actions of Paragraph 6 of 
the bulletin except for equipment shown by GE's evaluation as not to 
be required. The required reports were issued by the licensee in a 
timely manner.  

5. Organization and Administration 

The inspector verified that changes in the organizational structure 
and assignments had been reported to the NRC through the licensee's 
QA program and verified that persons assigned to new or different 
positions in the licensee's'organization since the last inspection 
of this area satisfy qualifications identified in the technical 
specifications, the licensee's QA program, and applicable national 
standards.  

6. Information Meeting with Local Officials 

A meeting was held on July 21, 1980 with four of the Monticello City 
Officials. The attendees were the City Administrator and three members 
of. the City Council. The inspectors provided personal and job related 
information and then answered questions on nuclear power. The PDR 
location and the documents available there was provided to the local 
paper at a later date.  

7. Licensee Training Staff 

The inspector reviewed the licensee training staff for persons 
holding SRO licenses. The results were as follows: one person on 
the staff had a SRO license and is the only one that ,teaches systems, 
response and transients of the plant. Two prospective instructors 
are in training-one to go up for a license in one or two months.  
The other is to complete his training program in 18 months. The 
simulator instruction and basic theory courses are completed by 
contract personnel.  

8. Onsite INPO Review 

The inspector reviewed the report of the INPO review and evaluation 
of the site. The review of INPO's areas of evaluation and results 
revealed that INPO's scope of evaluation is broader than the NRC's 
and includes criteria for management. In the "Safety Related" areas 
the two sets of criteria are basically the same. No items of safety 
concern were pointed out.
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9. Exit Interview 

The inspector met with licensee representatives (denoted in Paragraph 1) 
throughout the month and at the conclusion of the inspection period for 
the month of July, 1980 and summarized the scope and findings of the 
inspection activities.
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