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Inspection Summary 

Inspection on July 29 through August 1, 1985 (Report No. 50-263/85021(DRS)) 
Areas Inspected: Routine announced inspection relative to the implementation 
of Generic Letter (GL) 83-28 in the areas of equipment classification, vendor 
interface, post-maintenance testing, and reactor trip system reliability. The 
inspection involved a total of 29 inspector-hours onsite by one NRC inspector.  
Results: No violations or deviations were identified.
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DETAILS 

1. Persons Contacted 

Northern States Power Company 

*W. A. Shamla, Plant Manager 
*R. L. Johnson, Document Control.Supervisor 
*R. L. Scheinost, Superintendent Quality Engineering 
*D. E. Nevinski, Plant Superintendent Engineering and Protection Rad 
*D. R. Nordell, Senior Quality Engineer 
*F. J. Schober, Plant Scheduling Administrator 
*S. J. Hammer, Lead Production Engineer 
*M. McMullen, Engineer 
*L. Noland, Superintendent, N.T.S.  
E. M. Reilly, Scheduling Coordinator 
W. W. Albold, Superintendent of Maintenance 

USNRC 

*P. Hartmann, Senior Resident Inspector 
*F. Hawkins, Chief, Quality Assurance Programs Section, DRS 

In addition, a number of other plant personnel were contacted.  

2. Equipment Classification 

Through review of procedures, discussions with licensee personnel and 
review of records, the inspector determined that the licensee's programs 
for equipment classification met the requirements of Generic Letter 
83-28, Sections 2.1 and 2.2.  

The equipment classification programs consist of two administratively 
controlled references: the "Monticello Q-List" and the "Monticello Color 
Coded P&ID Q-List Extension." These Q-Lists identify the safety 
classification of structures, systems, and components for activities such 
as maintenance, modification and procurement. The inspector reviewed 
maintenance, modification, and procurement documents and found none which 
were incorrectly classified.  

No violations or deviations were identified.  

3. Vendor Interface 

Through review of procedures, discussions with licensee personnel, and 
review of records, the inspector determined that, with the exception of 
an unresolved item, the vendor interface programs complied with the 
requirements of GL 83-28, Sections 2.1 and 2.2.  

The licensee has proceduralized the programs for control, revision and 
deletion of vendor manuals. In addition, the licensee uses the
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Operational Experience Assessment Program to evaluate vendor technical 
information. This program is used for the review of NRC and vendor 
information to determine what actions are required, such as procedure 
revisions, design changes, special testing, training, specification 
changes, preventive maintenance changes, and inspections.  

While reviewing the tracking system, used for the Operating Experience 
Assessment Program, the inspector noted that the open items were not 
prioritized to ensure their completion in the order of their relative 
importance to plant safety. This item was discussed with licensee 
personnel and is considered an unresolved item (50-263/85021-01).  

No violations or deviations were identified; however, one unresolved item 
as described above requires further review.  

4. Post-Maintenance Testing 

Through review of procedures, discussions with personnel, and review of 
maintenance records, the inspector determined that the licensee's program 
for post-maintenance testing is adequate to meet the requirements of GL 
83-28, Sections 3.1 and 3.2.  

The licensee has a proceduralized program for post-maintenance testing 
which includes initiation, review, and approval. The testing activity is 
observed on a periodic basis by quality control inspectors as part of the 
maintenance activity. The system engineer is responsible for ensuring that 
the post-maintenance testing requirements adequately test the equipment 
to demonstrate that it is capable of performing its safety function.  

Two new procedures, which address post-maintenance testing, 4ACD15.4 ("WRA 
Processing") and 4ACD15.5 ("WRA Preparation and Content"), were approved on 
July 29, 1985. Followup of the implementation of these procedures is 
considered an open item (50-263/85021-02).  

No violations or deviations were identified.  

5. Reactor Trip System Reliability 

Through discussion with licensee personnel, review of procedures and 
review of completed surveillance tests, the inspector determined that the 
surveillance program met the requirements of GL 83-28, Section 4.5.1.  

For reactor trip surveillances, the licensee has proceduralized programs 
providing for their performance. The surveillances provide for on-line 
testing of the reactor trip circuits, while other administrative programs 
provide for the performance, tracking, review, and approval of surveillance 
activities.  

No violations or deviations were identified.
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6. Open Items 

Open items are matters which have been discussed with the licensee, which 
will be reviewed further by the inspector, and which involve some action 
on the part of the NRC or licensee or both. One item disclosed during 
the inspection is discussed in Paragraph 4.  

7. Unresolved Items 

Unresolved items are matters about which more information is required in 
order to ascertain whether they are acceptable items, violations, or 
deviations. One unresolved item disclosed during the inspection is 
discussed in Paragraph 3.  

8. Exit Interview 

The inspector met with licensee representatives listed in Paragraph 1 on 
August 1, 1985, and summarized the scope and findings of the inspection.  
The inspector discussed the likely informational content of the 
inspection report with regard to documents or processes reviewed by the 
inspector during the inspection. The licensee did not identify any such 
documents or processes as proprietary.
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