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Areas Inspected Routlne unannounced 1nspect10n by reg10na1 based inspectors
. of activities, assoc1ated with Audits, Records, Fire Protectlon, -and licensee
 -action on inspector identified items. NRC Inspection Procedures 39701B,

40702, 64704, 92701 and 30703 were covered during this inspection. The

1nspect10n 1nvolved 70 1nspector hours by two NRC inspectors. ‘

" Results: No violations or dev1ations were identifiedﬁ
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DETAILS

" Persons Contacted

Southern CaIifornia Edison Company
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Schone, Site QA Manager
Slagle, Manager, Material and Admlnlstratlon

. Tye, Supervisor, Fire Protectlon
. Robinson, QA Englneer ,
. Kergis, Lead Compliance Engineer
‘Gibson, Supervisor, Compliance

Barreres, Supervisor, Emergency Preparedness

. Rlchter, Engineer, Emergency Preparedness

Hunn, Supervisor of CDM Site Operatlons

. Grosshardt QA Engineer
. Foglio, Statlon Engineer

Briggs, Station Technician
Kahrs, CDM Center Supervisor
Baugher, 'CDM Coordinator

Retana, Codes QA Engineer

Sturteuant, Senior Captain, Fire Protectlon Services

. Peacor, Manager, Emergency Preparedness ' ‘ ' Ty
. Ensmlnger, Engineer, Emergency Preparedness
. Dack, QA Englneer

*Denotes those 1nd1v1duals:attending exit meeting of February~14; 1986.

*

_ Llcensee Actlon on PreV1ous1y Ident1f1ed Items

a.

- Indlcatlon

'(Closed) Unresolved Item No 50 361/84 34 01 "Dlsp051t10n of . Weld

"*' K i

The 1nspector rev1ewed ‘the 11censee ] evaluatlon and d1spos1t10n of
a weld indication 1dent1f1ed in an. inconcel trans1t10n field weld
10-505-06 (ISI Weld No. 02-14- -002). The evaluation, performed in
‘accordance with- .the rules of Article. IWB-3500 of ASME Section XI,
determined the: d1scont1nu1ty indication to be acceptable for
_contlnued serv1ce The eason given for detection of this ‘_

" indication,’ wh1ch was not prev1ously identified, was that current
technlque utlllzed 1mprovement in the "state-of-the-art" ability to

.. detect characterlze and size. discontinuities. The licensee plans

”;; Thls.ltem 1s closed

on monltorlng“thls 1nd1cat10n for the next three -fuel cycles to
,\determlne 1f any.1ncrease in, size occurs. o

, o - \f-‘:-»' Nt .\‘,‘
~ X .

:'(Closed) Inspectlon Open Item 50~ 206/84 16-09 "Fire Protectlon
Des1gn/Document ReV1ew" jw}_ )
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The 1nspector rev1ewed the reV1s1ons to the 11censee s procedures to-

3‘ process proposed’ fac111ty change packages and for handling deS1gn
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change packages for SONGS 1, 2 and 3. The procedural changes appear:
" adequate to assure that a qualified fire protection engineer reviews
plant modifications. This change will assure that any modifications
which affects a unit's fire protection program are included in the
design change reviews and will be properly documented. The
inspector reviewed a cross section of Proposed Facility Changes to
assure that the revised procedures were being properly implemented.

This item 1is e105ed.

(Closed) Inspection Open Item 50-206/85-11-02 "Functional Test of
Fire Dampers”

_NFPA Code 90 recommends that dampers be checked annually by removing
-the link and ensuring the dampers close against air flow.
-Previously, the plant procedures and Technical Specifications stated
that the functional test ‘of the fire dampers was a visual
‘inspection. - ‘Procedures S01-X111-57, February 10, 1986, and

S0 23-X111-57% February .13, 1986, 18 Month Fire Rated Assembly
Inspectlon have both been rev1sed to incorporate removing the
fu51b1e link when performing the functional test. During the
: 1nspect10n ‘of .the -dampers_this will be done to at least 10% of the
" . listed dampers in Unlts 2 and 3, and 100% of the dampers listed in

*Unit 1%

(’This‘item'is_plesedé

’(Cl&sed).Inspéction_Open‘Item 50-361/84-22-01 "Fire Protection
Design/Document Review' .. - '

Refer to 2.b of this'reperp,

This item is closed.

(Closed) Inspection Open Item 50-361/85-11-02 "Functional Test of
Fire Dampers" - ' :

Refer to 2.c of this report.

This item is closed

(Closed) Inspectlon Open Ttem 50- 362/84 22-01 "Fire Protection
Des1gn/Document Review" '

Refer to 2.b of this report,

This item is closed.

(Closed) Inspectlon Open Item 50- 362/85 10-02 "Functional Test of
Fire -Dampers" - )

Refer to 2.c of this report.

This item is closed.



.y.iFire Protectlon Documents Rev1ewed
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~:F1re Hazard Analy51s‘5

a. -
" b. SO.123-XI11I1-12, Control of Ign1t1on Sources, March 13
c: SO 123-XITI- 13, Weekly Inspect1on for the Control of Combust1bles
_ and Tran51ent Flre Loads, January- 14,
" d. SO 123-XIII- -52, Monthly Portable Flre Ext1ngulsher Inspectlon
e, SO 123-XIII-54, Monthly Fire Hose Statlon Inspectlon December 30

1985

f.-. 80 123~GAD~- -3, Site Housekeeplng and Cleanllness Control

" October 10, 1985

1986

~g. SO 123- XVI -2.0, Storage of Gas Cyllnders

F1re Department Tra1n1ng

The fire br1gade is made up of an 1ndependent f1re department dedlcated
to fire fighting, as well as, other site. emergencies such as hazardous
'chem1cals and medical aid. ' ‘Their training is divided up into three
.phases; classroom instruction, practice sessions and. perlodlc refresher
all members, receive tralnlng in at least

training on shift. Each month,

1985

twenty different subJects ranging from fire’ flghtlng to first aid.

training records were reviewed to verify that all members were present
_ for; and rece1ved monthly tra1n1ng
unannounced fire dr111 which requlred 4 full turn out. .of the shift

members. -All members seemed well versed 1n their respon31b111t1es and .

'dutiesr

\

No violations or~deviations were‘identifiedf,

F1re Protectlon lnspect1ons/Survelllances s

-The 1nspector observed 1nstances where f1re extlngulshers were allowed to
“'remain in the plants after ‘being 1dent1f1ed as unsatlsfactory, 'in some

'cases “for periods ‘of up to.four months.
these discrepancies had been previously identified.
~ . the problem, being a ‘lack of . administrative controls to hold individuals.
respon51ble for replacing the extlngulshers
1ncorporate explicit datad 6n. the extinguisher exchange. ‘sheets 1nclud1ng .

A change was, made ‘to

The inspector witnessed an

The . 1nspector was . informed that
The root cause of

type, - ‘size, identification number and by whom it was installed.

, comparlson of the monthly ext1ngulshers surveillance sheets will show if

_any..extinguisher was mistakenly left-in the. .plants. -
" extinguisher exchange ‘'sheet indicates the responsible party ,
‘revisions to the program have been in- place since the first of this year
" The 1mplementat10n and program effectlveness w111 be evaluated dur1ng a

later 1nspect1on

A Cross. check of the-

-The

All. other areas of the f1re protectlon 1nspect10n and survelllance

program: appeared adequate

No v1olat10ns “or deViations were identified.




Plant Tour.- Fire ProtectiOn

.The " inspector conducted an in- depth tour of all three units w1th the
4Af0110W1ng results : B

a.. 4Combustible Materials

Unit 1 was in the middle of an outage; a large portion of the plant
had some type of construction or modification activity. The amount

. of transient combustibles was high. The. weekly fire survéillance

" identified those combustibles that were unauthorized or posed a
hazard. Immedlate action was taken in these cases. No unauthorlzed;
,combustlbles were 1dent1f1ed in-Units 2&3.

bll, Hot Work

The. inspector,oBserved nﬁmerous areas in Unit 1 where "hot work" was
in”progress. .In each.case a valid hot work permit was authorized
and posted. A fire watich was posted, all nearby communications and
suppress1on»systems were in. place and functional.
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c. Housekeeplng . ?L@]@ ~}'..
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”aterlal and rubblsh were removed from the work
gpractlcable Appropriate trash conta1ners were
15rags and’ other combustible material. ‘The

j Un1ts 2&3 were adequate o

R ;Combustlble wast
‘"'4Q*areas as rapidly,
provrded for: 01l’

- housekeeplng i
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d F1re Protectlon Systems
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F1re hoses extlngulshers, suppre551on devices and other: equlpment
inside the units were examlned The extinguishers were properly
sealed and labeled,. hose:stations were in good order, and all other
equlpment appeared to be well malntalned

- No v1olat10ns or dev1at10ns were 1dent1f1ed

Audlt Program

The 1nspector rev1ewed the licensee's corporate quality assurance program
relating to audits of Units.1, 2 and 3 activities -to assure that the
audit program was in conformance with regulatory requ1rements,'
commitments in.the application, and industry standards The Topical
Quality Assurance Manual (TQAM) sets forth the pol1c1es and general
requirements for establishing and implementing the licensee's. quality
assurance. program ‘The scope of the audit program is defined in TQAM
~chapter 1E "Audits"; the audit program defined in this document is
consistent with Sect1on 6 of the Technical Specifications and Section 17
of the FSAR. Other quality assurance procedures applicable to the audits
‘program are contained in the Quality Assurance Organization Reference
Procedures Manual (QAP) The following QAP procedures were reviewed by
,the inspector: g ' o B
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i “Procedure - S R R ~ Revision Effective

Number " o Ti'tTe. QQ ." 7 Number . Date
N18:04 - Quality Assurance Organization Audits 28" 02-03-86

- Scheduling, Planning, Performance,
Documentation and Follow-up

- N18.05 f Qualificatlon of Quality Assurance = 8 o 01-21-85 -
Organization Auditors \ ‘ n
- N18.07 Participation of Technical Persontel ' -3 | .+ 05-06-85
from other Departments on Audit Teams o o
‘N18.11 Independent Audits j" _ 1‘ 2 ‘;‘: 06-19-85
© N18.13  Technical Specification Audits by, - = 5 -  02-03-86

the Quality Assurance.Organization

- By review of the. above quality assurance program procedures the inspector
verified that respon81b111t1es were assigned in writing for the overall
management of the audit program including:

a.

b.

“h.

Determining'the adequacy of" the qualifications of audit personnel;

Determining the need for special training of audit personnel and/or
inclusion of special expertise

Determining the independence of audit personnel.

'Ensuring corrective actions taken for deficiencies identified during

audits.

. Determining when reaudits are required.

Issuanceyof”audit‘reports to management.

Periodic ‘review of the audit program to determine its status and
adequacy.

\

Preparation of'long-range audit -plans.

The audit program also requires the audited organization to respond to
~ audit findings within 30 days

Distribution requirements for audit reports and corrective action
responses have been defined in the QAP's. . Checklists are used in the
performance of all audits, however the checklist for Technical
Specificatons’ includes provisions for verification that Technical
"'Spec1f1cat10n changes have been translated into appropriate procedures.

No violations'or‘deviations were.identified.
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~-Reéords Program- T

;The 1nspector rev1ewed ‘the licensee s quality assurance program relating -
Qto the. control of records to. 'assuré that a.records program has been
."established and 1mp1emented in conformance with regulatory requirements,
commitments in the. FSAR, and*industry standards. This involved a review
of the types of, records _réquired to-be maintained, record storage
controls, records retention and verification that responsibilities for
these- areas-have been a331gned TQAM Chapter 1-D "Document Management'
contains the corporate policy and requlrements for the records program _
rlncluding the respons1b111t1es for these activities.

a. ;Records to be Maintained _“

The requirements and provisions to maintain the types of records
identified in Section 6.10 of the Technical Specifications, Section

-~ 17.2.17 of. the FSAR, and ANSI N45.2.9 are contained in Department
Procedure. CDM 26-8-14 "Receipt, Control and Retrieval of Records at
SONGS 1, 2 & 3", Revision 9 of August 18, 1985. :

b. Records Storage

Record storage controls are prov1ded in Department Procedure CDM
26-8-1 "Storage of Original Records/Documents at CDM SONGS",
Revision 7 of December 21,1984, The 1nspector reviewed th1s
storage procedure to assure that provisions were established which,
.as a m1n1mum, accomplished the following:

(1) ‘Describes the records storage facility.’
(2) Designates a supervisor in charge of the storage facility.
(3) Describes the filing system used.

(4) A method for verifying that the records received ~are in
agreement with the transmittal ‘document and that the records
are legible '

(5) Rules for.governing access to files,and maintaining
: accountability of records removed from the storage facility.

Provisions for. ‘correcting or filing supplemental 1nformat10n ‘and
dlsp051ng of superceded records is:contained in procedure CDM
26-8-45 "Corrections/Additions to Records in CDM Files", Revision 5
of December 3, 1985. The required review and approval for these
activities is also specified. The CDM supervisor ‘has been assigned
the responsibility for dssuring that the record storage controls be
properly implemented.

¢c: . Record Retention T

- The 1nspector interviewed the CDM Superv1sor regarding retention
period controls. Provisions have been established and
respon31b111t1es assigned to assure that record retentlon



’reqnirements identified in Section 6.10 of the Technical
. Specifications are being met. ThlS includes retention periods of
~ records not covered by the FSAR or Technlcal Specifications.

d. Implementation

The inspector selectéd records for Unit 1, 2 and 3 from the same
cateogry in order to assure that records maintenance for all units
is in accordance with the administrative controls identified in 8.a.
The following type of records were selected: inservice inspection
(Is1), startup test records, QA audit reports, personnel. training,
control operators- log books, receiving inspection; maintenance
-activities,” and reportable occurrences (LER's). These records were
selected to assure that the records were listed on an index; that
the index, which is a computerized data base with on-line search
capablllty called STAIRS (Storage and .Information Retrieval System),
identifies record retention times, storage locations and location
with storage area; records are readlly retrievable and properly
“stored.” The Unit 1 IST records were not available to the inspector

.* . during" thlS 1nspect10n There appeared to be some confu31on

concernlng whether 6r not *the ISI records were submitted to CDM, and
Tif. so, whether the, or1g1nat1ng organization can provide the
necessary 1nformat10n to CDM to retrieve the records. The location
and. malntenance ‘of ISI records for Unit 1 will be reviewed during a
later 1nspect10n (Unresolved Item No. 50- 206/86 05-01).

The 1nspector conducted a _tour of the records storage area and found
the enV1ronmenta1 cond1t10ns, such as temperature and humidity, and

. the fire. preventlon suppression systems to be as described in the
.Technical Spec1f1cat10ns and ANSI N45 2.9.

No v1olat10ns or dev1at10ns were 1dent1f1ed

.-

-Ex1t Meeting..

The 1nspectors met with licensee management representatlves denoted in
paragraph 1 on February 14, 1986. The scope of the inspection and the
inspector's findings as noted in this report were discussed.



