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SUMMARY 

Scope: This routine, announced inspection involved inspection on-site in the 
areas of operations, surveillance testing, maintenance activities, 
station modifications on Unit 2, startup from refueling on Unit 2, 
and inspection of open items.  

Results: A violation was identified associated with several -examples of not 
following procedures. (paragraph 2.d) 

A strength was noted in the cleanup effort in the penetration rooms, 
auxiliary building and turbine building following the outage effort 
on Unit 2. However, also noted was a lack of the same level of 
effort in the cleanup of containment. (paragraph 6) 
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REPORT DETAILS 

1. Persons Contacted 

Licensee Employees 

*B. Barron, Station Manager 
D. Couch, Keowee Hydrostation Manager 
*T. Coutu, Operations Engineer 
*T. Curtis,'Compliance Manager 
J. Davis, Technical Services Superintendent 
D. Deatherage, Operations Support Manager 
*B. Dolan, Design Engineering Manager, Oconee Site Office 
*W. Foster, Maintenance Superintendent 
T. Glenn, Engineering Supervisor 
D. Hubbard, Performance Engineer 
*0. Kohler, Compliance Engineer 
*E. LeGette, Compliance Engineer 
C. Little, Instrument and Electrical Manager 
H. Lowery, Chairman, Oconee Safety Review Group 
B. Millsap, Maintenance Engineer 
*M. Patrick, Performance Engineer 
D. Powell, Station Services Superintendent 
G. Rothenberger, Integrated Scheduling Superintendent 
R. Sweigart, Operations Superintendent 

Other licensee employees contacted included technicians, operators, 
mechanics, security force members, and staff engineers.  

NRC Resident Inspectors: 

* Skinner 
ub Poertner 

B. Desai 

*Attended exit interview.  

2. Plant Operations (71707) 

a. The inspectors reviewed plant operations throughout the reporting 
period to verify conformance with regulatory requirements, Technical 
Specifications (TS), and administrative controls. Control room 
logs, shift turnover records, temporary modification log and 
equipment removal and restoration records were reviewed routinely.  
Discussions were conducted with plant operations, maintenance, 
chemistry, health physics, instrument & electrical.(I&E),.and 
performance personnel.
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Activities'within the control rooms were monitored on an almost 
daily basis. Inspections were conducted on day and on night shifts, 
during weekdays and on weekends. Some inspections were made during 
shift change in order to evaluate shift turnover performance.  
Actions observed were conducted as required by the Licensee's 
Administrative Procedures. The complement of licensed personnel on 
each shift inspected met or exceeded the requirements of TS.  
Operators were responsive to plant annunciator alarms and were 
cognizant of plant conditions.  

Plant tours were taken throughout the reporting period on a routine 
basis. The areas toured included the following: 

Turbine Building 
Auxiliary Building 
CCW Intake Structure 
Independent Spent Fuel Storage Facility 
Units 1, 2 and 3 Electrical Equipment Rooms 
Units 1, 2 and 3 Cable Spreading Rooms 
Units 1, 2 and 3 Penetration Rooms 
Units 1, 2 and 3 Spent Fuel Pool Rooms 
Unit 2 Containment 
Station Yard Zone within the Protected Area 
Standby Shutdown Facility 
Keowee Hydro Station 

During the plant tours, ongoing activities, housekeeping, security, 
equipment status, and radiation control practices were observed.  

Unit 1 and 3 operated at 100 percent power for the duration of this 
reporting period.  

Unit 2 was in an end of cycle 11 refueling outage at the beginning 
of this reporting period. The unit was taken critical on October 
26, 1990, and commenced zero power physics testing. Power 
escalation testing was in progress at the end of the report period.  

b. Inoperability of Automatic Actuation of High Pressure Injection 
Train 

On August 27, 1990 at 12:12 PM, with Unit 2 operating at 100 percent 
power, the High Pressure Injection (HPI) system pump C was removed 
from service without aligning HPI pump B to provide automatic 
injection capability. After review of this action by shift 
operations personnel a conclusion was reached that this was a 
violation of TS 3.3.1 and pump C was returned to an operable status 
at 12:24 PM. A subsequent review was conducted by the licensees 
Licensing and Design personnel which concluded that no TS violation 
occurred but the system had been placed in an undesirable condition.  
This decision was documented in a Special Report submitted to the 
NRC in correspondence dated October 22, 1990.
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The inspectors have reviewed the special report, the TS and basis, 
and historical documentation associated with the present TS and its 
amendments. It appears from the review of this material that the 
present TS requires two independent trains of HPI that will 
automatically actuate on an Emergency Safeguards (ES) signal when 
power is above 60 percent. The TS can be interpreted to require 
that if one of these trains is no longer capable of automatic 
operation, then power level must be reduced to less than 60 percent.  
This interpretation would limit some of the testing that is 
presently being performed on the units.  

Discussions with the licensee indicate that the design basis 
information indicates that manual actions by operators is acceptable 
to protect the plant under these conditions. However, the licensee 
is reviewing this issue to determine if the design information meets 
these statements and whether a TS. clarification is needed. This 
item is being identified as Unresolved Item 50-269, 270, 
287/90-30-01: Clarification of TS 3.3.1, pending completion of the 
licensee review and subsequent review of this information by the 
inspectors.  

c. Clarification of Emergency Feedwater Technical Specification 

The inspectors conducted a review of TS 3.4.1.a during this report 
period. This TS requires that three Emergency Feedwater (EFW) pumps 
and associated initiation circuitry be operable prior to exceeding 
250 degrees. During plant heatup, the inspectors noted that the EFW 
pumps were not placed in an automatic actuation lineup prior to 
exceeding 250 degrees. When questioned about this, the licensee 
stated that the intent of the TS was met in that the pumps and 
initiation circuitry were operable but if placed in automatic at 
that time the pumps would automatically start. In addition, the 
licensee stated that the placement of these switches were controlled 
by the startup operating procedure(OP). A review of OP 2/A/1102/01, 
Controlling Procedure for Unit Startup, indicated that the EFW pumps 
were to be placed in auto when feedwater system pressure 6xceeds 800 
psig. The EFW pumps start automatically on a loss of both Main 
Feedwater pumps (either low oil pressure or low discharge pressure).  
The inspectors monitored portions of the heatup and determined that 
the EFW pumps were not placed into the appropriate lineups for over 
three hours after the criteria was met per the OP. When questioned 
about this the operators stated that ongoing testing for a 
modification was being performed that could cause an unwanted start 
of the pumps although the test procedure did not specify this 
action. The inspectors discussed the adequacy of this TS with 
respect to the design of the system with compliance personnel. It 
appears that the TS should be assessed to determine if the TS is 
adequate or requires clarification. The inspectors also expressed 
concern about the length of time between when the EFW system could 
have been placed in service and was actually placed in service. The
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procedure was not specific in its control of this evolution. This 
item is identified as Unresolved Item 50-269,270,287/90-30-02: 
Clarification of TS 3.4.1.a, pending review by the licensee and 
subsequent review by the inspectors.  

d. Procedure Compliance Problems Resulting in Inadequate Configuration 
Control (Unit 2 only) 

During this outage period the inspectors reviewed various operations 
in progress- and reviewed actions taken by the licensee. As a result 
the following problem areas were identified: 

- On October 4, 1990, during core reload operations the fuel 
handlers in the Spent Fuel Pool area went to location 66A per 
step 34 of Enclosure 4.2 of OP/2/A/1502/07, Refueling 
Procedure, to pickup fuel assembly 04RL. The location did not 
have an assembly in this position. Investigation by the 
licensee determined that fuel assembly 04RL had been placed 
into core location G-6 where fuel assembly 04R3 (Spent Fuel 
Pool location 68A) should have been installed per step 25 of 
the enclosure. Assembly 04R3 was still located in Spent Fuel 
Pool location 68A. Fuel assembly 04R3 had been signed off and 
verified as being in location G-6. The assemblies were 
repositioned to their correct locations and fuel loading 
continued. This example of failure to follow procedures is 
combined with the additional examples discussed below to 
collectively result in a violation. These failures to follow 
procedures are identified as Violation 50-270/90-30-04: Failure 
to Follow Procedures Resulting in a Failure to Maintain 
Configuration Control.  

- On October 5, 1990, during core reload operations , the 
operators in the control room identified that reactor water 
level was decreasing. Subsequent investigation by the licensee 
determined that the water level was decreasing due to letdown 
cooler drains and a letdown cooler isolation valve being open.  
The valves were shut isolating the leakage path. The leakage 
path was established when a tagout boundary was changed and the 
valves within the new boundary were not verified to be closed 
as required by the operating procedure valve checklist 
contained in OP 2/A/1104/02, High Pressure Injection System.  
This failure to follow procedure is another example of 
Violation 50-270/90-30-04 identified above.  

- On October 10, 1990, with Unit 2 in reduced inventory 
(mid-loop) operation, the operators noted that reactor vessel 
water level was decreasing on the installed water level 
indication (LT-5) and on the temporary ultrasonic 
instrumentation. An operator was dispatched to the Borated 
Water Storage Tank (BWST) suction valve which was manually 
operated to re-establish vessel level. Level decreased from 18 
inches to approximately 10 inches on LT-5. Operations 
personnel were also dispatched to identify the leakage path.
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The source of the level decrease was determined to be a vent 
valve (LWD-376) on the 2A Reactor Building Spray (RBS) pump.  
Subsequent investigation identified that the RBS pump suction 
valve had been moved off its seat to allow connection of a 
strain gauge which was needed to perform valve performance 
testing. This created a flow path past the seat of the suction 
valve and through the vent valve. The inspectors questioned 
whether the RBS system had been aligned and filled prior to 
releasing the system downstream of the suction valve. The Unit 
Senior Reactor Operator (SRO) stated that the system had not 
been considered downstream of this valve since he thought that 
the valve would not be operated. The inspectors also 
questioned the appropriateness of performing activities on 
components that are part of the.Decay.Heat Removal system 
boundary when in mid-loop operations. The failure to maintain 
the RBS system in accordance with OP O/A/1104/05, Reactor 
Building Spray System, is combined with the examples identified 
above as Violation 50-270/90-30-04. An inspector was in the 
control room at the time of this occurrence and noted that the 
actions of the operating staff to restore inventory and to 
identify the source of leakage were prompt and thorough and at 
no time was a loss of decay heat removal capability imminent.  

No additional violations or deviations were identified.  

3. Surveillance Testing (61726) 

a. Surveillance tests were reviewed by the inspectors to verify 
procedural and performance adequacy. The completed tests reviewed 
were examined for necessary test prerequisites, instructions, 
acceptance criteria, technical content, authorization to begin work, 
data collection, independent verification where required, handling 
of deficiencies noted, and review of completed work. The tests 
witnessed, in whole or in part, were inspected to determine that 
approved procedures were available, test equipment was calibrated, 
prerequisites were met, tests were conducted according to procedure, 
test results were acceptable and system restoration was completed.  

Surveillances reviewed and witnessed in whole or in part: 

PT/2/A/0150/15D Intersystem LOCA Leak Test 
PT/2/A/0610/01J Emergency Power Switching Logic 

Functional Test 
RTP/O/A/4980/02B Test Procedure - Westinghouse Type 

TD-5 Relay 
PT/2/A/150/003 Reactor Building Integrated Leak Rate 

Test 
TN/2/A/2817/00/BL2/03 ATWS Diverse Scram System (OSS) 
TT/2/A/0711/12 Unit 2 Cycle 12 Zero Power Physics 

Test (ZPPT)
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PT/2/A/0150/3C RB Integrated Leak Rate Test Valve 
Alignment 

PT/2/A/0150/06 Mechanical Penetration Leak Rate Test 
PT/2/A/0251/10 Auxiliary Service Water Pump 

Performance Test 
PT/2/A/0204/07 RB Spray System Performance Test 
IP/2/B/0276/002 ATWS Mitigation System AMSAC/DSS Logic 

Test 
PT/2/A/0400/07 SSF RC Makeup Pump Performance Test 
IP/O/B/0201/01A Core Flood Tank Level Instrument 

Calibration 
PT/O/A/160/03 RB Cooling System ES Test 
PT/O/A/0203/08 LPI System ES Test 
PT/O/A/0204/09 RBS System ES Test 
PT/O/A/230/01 Radiation Monitoring Checks 

b. Emergency Power Switching Logic Performance Test 

Performance Test (PT) 2/A/0610/01J, Emergency Power Switching Logic 
(EPSL) Functional Test, was performed on Unit 2 on October 18, 1990 
to verify EPSL capability to maintain Main Feeder Busses (MFB) 
energized by the most reliable source of power without operator 
actions. This PT is performed during a refueling outage and 
challenges the circuits associated with the various inputs to EPSL.  

All source breakers, circuitry, and relays except for one of the 
standby breaker close (SBC) relays functioned as expected.. The SBC 
function is initiated when the normal power source and startup power 
source is not available. Upon unavailability of the normal and 
startup source, loadshed is initiated and the SBC logic functions to 
initiate closure of the standby breakers. A ten second time delay 
(SBC1A and SBC1B) following loadshed is included in this logic to 
allow for voltage to appear at the startup source. If the startup 
source voltage does not appear within 10 seconds, the standby 
breakers close and the standby source energizes the MFBs.  

One of the timers on SBC (SBC1B) indicated a seven second time 
period in lieu of the specified time of 10 plus or minus 1 second.  
As a result, the calibration data on the relay was reviewed and the 
relay was retested with the timer and found to be within acceptance 
criteria. The licensee concluded that the problem was associated 
with the utility computer typer, which was used during testing to 
obtain data, and that the relay had functioned within the required 
band. Additionally the recorded time of the closure of the standby 
breakers was in agreement with the conclusion that the relay had 
functioned as required.  

The inspectors discussed the results of this test with design 
engineering as well as plant staff. The licensee agreed to look 
into possible problems associated with utilizing the computer for 
data collection.
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C. Pump Performance Testing 

The inspectors reviewed PT/2/A/0251/10, Auxiliary Service Water Pump 
Performance Test, performed on October 17, 1990. The inspectors 
determined that the only data collected for this PT is pump 
vibration data and bearing temperature. The inspectors questioned 
the adequacy of this test with regard to ASME Section XI 
requirements. Discussions with the performance engineer determined 
that relief requests had been submitted as part of their Inservice 
Test Program (IST) for this.pump so that pump suction pressure, 
discharge pressure, differential pressure (delta P) and flow were 
not required to be measured based on the fact instrumentation was 
not available to measure these quantities. The inspectors 
determined by a review of the system flow diagram and visual 
observation that a modification to install instrument taps on the 
pump suction line and pump discharge line to allow the connection of 
test gages had been recently completed. The performance engineer 
was not aware that this modification had been accomplished. He 
agreed to review the IST program on the auxiliary service water pump 
to determine if the program would be enhanced by the measurement of 
pump delta P. After review by the performance engineer the 
inspectors were notified that the PT would be revised to include 
pump suction pressure, discharge pressure and delta P. The 
inspectors had no further questions or comments with regard to this 
item.  

The inspectors also reviewed PT/2/A/0204/07, Reactor Building Spray 
System Performance Test, conducted on the 2A Reactor Building Spray 
(RBS) pump on October 23, 1990. During performance of the test the 
inspectors determined that pump flow indicated 1250 gpm. The 
procedure stated that flow between 1140 gpm and 1260 gpm was 
acceptable. Review of the acceptance criteria determined that the 
delta P acceptance values specified in the procedure were based on a 
reference flow value of 1200 gpm. The inspectors also determined 
that the upper range of the delta P acceptance criteria was based on 
1.07 times the reference value. Section XI of the ASME Code 
requires that the resistance of the system be varied until either 
the measured differential pressure or the measured flow rate equals 
the corresponding reference value. The code also gives the upper 
limit for pump delta P as 1.02 times the reference value. The 
inspectors reviewed the IST program for the RB spray pumps and 
determined that a relief request had been submitted to increase the 
upper limit for pump delta P from 1.02 to 1.07 times the reference 
value. With regard to allowing pump flow to vary between 1140 gpm 
and 1260 gpm the performance engineer stated that the flow range was 
based on the accuracy of the flow.instrument and that all Duke 
facilities performed pump testing in this manner and that this 
methodology met the ASME Code requirements per corporate IST
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personnel. The engineer stated that he would contact corporate to 
determine where the criteria origina.ted and would provide this 
information to the inspectors for review. Review of the licensees 
justification for allowing the reference flow value to vary is 
identified as Inspector Followup Item 50-269,270,287/90-30-03: 
Review of IST Criteria for Pump Testing.  

d. Integrated Leak Rate Testing (ILRT) 

The inspectors observed portions of PT/2/A/0150/3A, Reactor Building 
Integrated Leak Rate Test. The building was pressurized to 
approximately 29.5 psig (half the design basis accident pressure of 
the containment). During performance of the test problems developed 
with the installed instrumentation to measure dewpoint inside the 
reactor building and leakage was identified on a reactor building 
pressure instrument sensing line fitting connection. Per the 
licensees procedure the dewpoint monitors were not required once 
containment stabilization had occurred. The leaking line was 
isolated to complete the ILRT. This penetration had been modified 
during the outage and the licensee believes the fitting was loosened 
during the modification work. The leaking fitting was tightened 
after the ILRT was completed and a local leak rate test (LLRT) was 
performed and the data reviewed and incorporated into the ILRT data 
package. The licensee will submit the complete ILRT test results to 
the NRC for review.  

e. Testing of Unit 3 Reactor Coolant System Makeup Pump 

On October 9, 1990 the licensee requested a Waiver of Compliance of 
Technical Specification 3.6.3(c) to use an inoperable containment 
penetration to allow testing of the reactor coolant makeup (RCMU) 
pump. The NRC granted this request in correspondence dated October 
12, 1990. On October 4 a procedure change was made to incorporate 
all requirements specified in the DPC request. The test was 
conducted on October 18. The penetration was outside the required 
TS lineup for approximately 45 minutes. The Waiver of Compliance 
allowed this condition to exist for a maximum of 4 hours. The test 
of the RCMU pump met all acceptance criteria.  

No violation or deviations were identified.  

4. Maintenance Activities (62703) 

Maintenance activities were observed and/or reviewed during the reporting 
period to verify that work was performed by qualified personnel and that 
approved procedures in use adequately described work that was not within 
the skill of the trade. Activities, procedures, and work requests were 
examined to verify; proper authorization to begin work, provisions for 
fire, cleanliness, and exposure control, proper return of equipment to 
service, and that limiting conditions for operation were met.
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Maintenance reviewed and witnessed in whole or in part: 

WR 93815 SBC Time Relay Calibration 
WR 30468 U-3, TDEFW problems 
WR 99096 Install Full Flow Test Loop 
WR 55179 Perform Core Flood Tank Level Calibration 
WR 57114 PM on Emergency Feedwater Pump Turbine 
WR 64717 Repair 2B LPI pump casing leak 
WR 57350 PM on 51G and 5lxyz relays in B1T-13 
WR 52740 Disassemble breaker BIT-13 
TN/2/A/2858/0 MDEFWP Recirc Piping 
MP/0/A/1300/040A U-3, TDErW Pump Alignment and Coupling to Motor 
MP/0/A/1200/089 U-2, Main Steam Safety Valve - Setpoint Test 
IP/0/A/0330/003A U-2, CRD Rod Drop Time Test 

No violations or deviations were identified.  

5. Installation and Testing of Modifications (37828) (Unit 2) 

The inspectors reviewed portions of several NuclearStation Modification 
(NSM) packages.  

1SM 22817, AMSAC/DSS Modification (ATWS Mitigation Safety Actuation 
Cute. Dhivse Sca n isysembl i meakment tn ui3rnts 

50.62.Its primary purpose is to prevent and/or mitigate an Anticipated 
Transient Without Scram (ATWS) condition. The AMSAC/DSS system is comprised of two channels. The DSS functions to provide a backup for the 

-Protection System (RPS) by monitoring Reactor Coolant System 
(C)pressure. If both channels of this system sense a RCS pressure of 

psig the power supplies to Control Rod Drive (CRD) groups 5,6 and 7 
No de-energized resulting in the rods dropping into the core. To ensure 
The insemargin requirements, the turbine bypass valve control setpoint 

also raised by 125 psig. The AMSAC provides a backup to the existing 
emergency feedwater automatic initiation circuitry. It monitors main 
feedwater pump control oil pressure and pump discharge pressure. If both 
channels sense either control oil pressure less than 75 psig or feed pump 
discharge pressure less than 750 psig on both main feedwater pumps the 
emergency feedwater pumps receive a start signal and the main turbine 
receives a trip signal. The inspectors examined portions of the 
installed hardware as well as observed portions of the functional 
verification testing. The AMSAC/DSS system performed as expected and the 
electronic time response associated with the circuits was within the 
acceptance criteria.
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In addition the inspectors witnessed portions of NSM 21099, Main 
Transformer Protective Relaying, and reviewed portions of completed NSM 
22682, Replacement of Reactor Building Pressure Transmitters to Prevent 
Intrusion of Radioactivity into the Control Room. NSM 22858, Motor 
Driven Emergency Feedwater Pumps full flow test loop modifications was 
also reviewed.  

No violations or deviations were identified.  

6. Plant Startup from Refueling (71707). (Unit 2) 

On October 26, 1990, following a 44 day, EOC 11, refueling outage, Unit 2 
was taken critical and zero power physics testing commenced. The 
inspectors witnessed portions of IP/O/A/0330/003A, Control Rod Drive Rod 
Drop Time Test, TT/2/A/0711/12, Unit 2 Cycle 12 Zero Power Physics Test, 
and Maintenance Procedure MP/O/A/1200/089, Main Steam Safety Valve 
Setpoint Test. The results of the tests were within the acceptance 
criteria.  

The inspectors conducted tours of the penetration rooms, auxiliary 
building and turbine building following the Unit 2 outage and found 
the housekeeping in these areas to be very good. This was identified 
as a strength.  

The inspectors also inspected the Unit 2 containment prior to exceeding 
250 degrees RCS temperature and again while the unit was in hot shutdown 
conditions. During the initial inspection the inspectors identified 
numerous problems with containment housekeeping i.e., an excessive number 
of white, red and blue tags still installed on equipment; large 
quantities of duct tape and loose insulation; trash and equipment still 
stored in various areas; and minor equipment deficiencies. These items 
were identified and discussed with the licensee and corrective actions 
were initiated. Du'ring the .containment inspection at hot shut down 
conditions the overall appearance and condition of containment was 
adequate. Minor discrepancies identified were again discussed with the 
licensee and corrected. The inspectors feel that increased licensee 
management oversight in this area should be considered. This area will 
continue to be reviewed during future outages.  

No violations or deviations were identified.  

7. Inspection of Open Items (92700)(92702) 

The following open items were reviewed using licensee reports, 
inspection, record review, and discussions with licensee personnel, as 
appropriate: 

a. (Closed) Violation 50-269,270,287/89-36-02, Failure to Follow 
Procedures during Operation in a Shutdown and Cooled Down Condition.  
The response to this violation was provided in correspondence dated
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February 7, 19.90. The inspectors reviewed the actions taken for this 
item and witnessed various evolutions conducted during the most 
recent outages on each unit. Based on the actions taken and 
observed this item is closed.  

b. (Closed) LER 50-269/90-02, Technical Specification Sample 
Sensitivity Requirements not met on Multiple Liquid Waste Releases 
due to Inappropriate Actions, Lack of Attention to.Detail. This LER 
was submitted in correspondence dated February 16, 1990. The 
inspectors reviewed the corrective actions identified in this 
report. The data that was revised as. a result of this problem were 
identified in the 1989 Semi-annual Effluent Report dated February 
28, 1990. Procedure HP/0/B/1003/19, Calibration of the ND 9900 
Gamma Spectroscopy System, was also revised in February 1990 to add 
a work sheet to compare actual lower limits for detection to the TS 
requirements. Based on this review, this item is closed. 

c. (Closed) LER 50-269/89-SOl: Failure to .Implement Security 
Compensatory Measures for Degraded SSF. This LER was submitted in 
correspondence dated November 1, 1989. The inspectors reviewed the 
corrective actions and verified that they.were completed. There has 
been no recurrence of this failure to implement compensatory 
measures subsequent to the completion of the corrective actions.  
Based on this review, this item is closed.  

8. Exit Interview (30703) 

The inspection scope and findings were summarized on October 29, 1990, 
with those persons indicated in paragraph 1 above. The inspectors 
described the areas inspected and discussed in detail the inspection 
findings. The licensee did not identify as proprietary any of the 
material provided to or reviewed by the inspectors during this 
inspection.  

Item Number Description/Reference Paragraph 

269,170,287/90-30-01 Unresolved - Clarification of TS 3.3.1, 
paragraph 2.b 

269,270,287/90-30- 02 Unresolved - Clarification of TS 3.4.1.a, 
paragraph 2.c 

269,270,287/90-30-03 .Inspector Followup Item - Review of 
licensee justification for allowing the 
reference flow value to vary during pump 
performance testing, paragraph 3.c 

270/90-30-04 Violation - Three examples of failure to 
follow procedures resulting in a failure to 
maintain configuration control, paragraph 
2.d.


