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U. S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

REGION V

Report No. 50-528/85-45

Docket No. 50-528

License No. NPF-41

Licensee: Arizona Nuclear Power Project,
Post Office Box 52034
Phoenix, Arizona 85072-2034

Facility Name: Palo Verde Nuclear Generating Station
F(

Inspection at: Palo Verde Site, Wintersburg, Arizona

Inspection Conducted: December 1-13 1985„"
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Ins ection on December 1-13 1985 (Re ort No. 50-528/85-45)

Areas Ins ected: Routine, unannounced inspection by a regional based
inspector of licensee action on power ascension testing at the 80/ power
plateau, power ascension test data at, the 50/ power plateau, and followup of
inspector identified items. NRC Inspection Procedures 72302, 72608 and 92701
were covered. This inspection involved 37 inspector hours onsite by one NRC
inspector.

Results: No violations or deviations were identified.
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DETAILS

1. Persons Contacted

o'D

~

D
M.
D.
N.
T.
D.
D.

B. Karner, Assistant Vice President, Nuclear Production
B. Xde, Manager, Corporate QA
N. Russo, Manager, Quality Audits and Monitoring
R. Hawkinson, Project QA Manager, Bechtel
D. Suloutt, Reactor Engineer
Hoppes, Reactor Engineer
Lossing, Supervisor, Quality Investigation
Bradish, Supervisor, Quality Systems
Eastman, QA Engineer
LeBoeuff, QA Engineer

2. Observations of Power Ascension Testin - Load Re'ection at 80/ Power

The objectives of this inspection were:

Ascertain conformance of licensee to license and procedural
requirements.
Observe operating staff performance.
Ascertain the adequacy of test program records, including
preliminary evaluation of test results.

The licensee conducted this test according to test procedure 73PA-lSF09,
"RPCS Test - 80/ Loss of Load" on December 4, 1985. The inspector
observed and assessed the following areas:

Procedure adequacy and adherence
Test preparation
Overall test crew performance and coordination
Test Log
Quality Assurance participation
Management involvement

The inspector observed that the licensee conducted this test in a
cautious, thorough and professional manner. Acceptance criteria were
met, and test exceptions were documented.

No violations or deviations were identified.

3. Data Review for E'ower Ascension Tests at the 50% Power Plateau

The objective of this inspection was to verify that the licensee
performed the required power ascension tests, reviewed and accepted the
test results according to applicable requirements and commitments.

The inspector reviewed the following documents':

'owerAscension Test Controlling Document 72PA-1ZZOl
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Test Log
Six completed test reports
Five draft test reports (pending Test Results Review Group final
approval)
Sample of Test Results Review Group (TRRG) meeting minutes
QA Document, Review Checklist for Power Ascension Test Procedure

From reviewing these documents and interviewing responsible individuals,
the inspector determined that test procedures and changes were approved
according to pertinent administrative procedures, and test deficiencies
were identified and recorded in Test Exception Reports and procedure
change notices (PCN's). The preliminary results of all of the planned
tests, including test exceptions, were reviewed and accepted by the TRRG,
and the deferred tests were justified before the TRRG Chairman authorized
power ascension above 50/ power. Weakness in documentation identified
during an earlier inspection on the 20/ power plateau data documentation
appeared to have been strengthened (85-25-01).

No violation or deviation was identified.

4. Followu of 0 en Items

a. (Closed) Followu Item 84-56-02 Alle ation RV-84-A-109 Followu and
84-56-03 Startu Test Personnel Certification

~Summa r

During previous inspections, a Region V inspector evaluated the
licensee's Hot Iine followup of this concern. It was 'determined
that some of the Startup personnel's resumes, were partially
incorrect. However, there was no evidence that unqualified
individuals performed or accepted safety related work. Furthermore,
the work performed by individuals with questiona'ble resumes,'ad
been reevaluated or reworked as necessary. The 'licensee also
established a program to verify the qualifications and
certifications of contractors performing quality related activities
at Palo Verde. The inspector concluded 'that there was no safety
significance attributed to this concern. .Meanwhile, the NRC Office
of Investigations (OI) has initi'ated an effort to followup the
possibility of falsification, of resumes". This allegation was left
open pending completion of the review'by OI.

Current Status

During this inspection, the inspector verified that the licensee
completed this Hot Line investigation and issued an internal final
report. The inspector reviewed the report and found it adequate.
Furthermore, the Office of Investigations completed its
investigation and closed this case on November 29, 1985 (Case No.
Q5-85-001) without significant wrongdoing identified. Therefore,
these two items are closed.

No violation or deviations was identified.
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b. (Closed) Followu Item 50-528/84-56-04 Sub Contractor A/ C

Ins ector ualifications

~Summa'uring

a previous inspection, a Region V inspector reviewed the
verification program on quality-related subcontractors who performed
their own inspection activities. The inspector found that some of
the active subcontractors such as Honeywell and inactive
subcontractors were not included in,the verification program. The
licensee committed to correct this deficiency.

Current Status

During this inspection, the inspector reviewed the licensee's
completed effort to resolve t6is item. Honeywell QC

inspectors'ualificationverification was completed on February 19, 1985 by
Bechtel. Other subcontracto'r's verification was also completed in
June, 1985. Furthermore, the licensee's"standard contract clause
was also modified to require that subcontractors verify their
inspectors'ualification.'

Based on the above review, the inspector determined" that'the
licensee's response was satisfactory and "'this item was closed.

No violation or deviation was;identified.

li

The exit meeting was conducted with the licensee personnel indicated in
paragraph 1 on December 5, 1985. The scope and findings of the
inspection as described in this report were discussed.



~ ~ V

I- I

c.~I

ha ~l 0 ahhV

|h


