
P. O. BOX 013100, MIAMI, FL 33101

FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY

July 6, 1977
L-77-210

Mr. Norman C. Moseley, Director, Region IIOffice of Inspection and Enforcement
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
230 Peachtree Street, N. W., Suite 1217
Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Dear Mr. Moseley:

Re: RII:EOP
50-250/77-8
50-251/77-8

Florida Power 6 Light Company has reviewed the subject inspectionreport. There is no proprietary information in the report.
ery truly yours,

Robert E. Uhrig
Vice President

REU/MAS/cpc

cc: Robert Lowenstein, Esquire



I h



P+A 0

»»*++
In Reply Refer To:
RII:EOP
50-250/77-8
50-251/77-8

UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

REGION II
230 PEACHTREE STREET, N.W. SUITE 1217

ATLANTA,GEORGIA 30303

JUN 1 6 1977

Florida Power and Light Company
Attn: Dr. R. E. Uhrig, Vice President

of Nuclear and General
Engineering

P. O. Box 013100
9250 West Flagler Street
Miami, Florida 33101

Gentlemen:

This refers to the inspection conducted by Mr. Ellis 0. Porter of this
office on May 23-26, 1977, of activities authorized by NRC Operating
License Nos. DPR-31 and DPR-41 for the Turkey Point Units 3 and 4 facili-
ties and to the discussion of our findings held with Mr. H. E. Yaeger at
the conclusion of the inspection.

Areas examined during the inspection and our findings are discussed in
the enclosed inspection report. Within these areas, the inspection
consisted of selective examination of procedures and representative
records, interviews with personnel, .and observations by the inspector.

Within the scope of this inspection, no items of noncompliance were
disclosed.

We have examined actions you have taken with regard to previously
identified inspection findings. These are identified in Appendix A to
this letter.

In accordance with Section 2.790 of the NRC's "Rules of Practice,"
Part 2, Title 10, Code of Federal Regulations, a copy of this letter
and the enclosed inspection report will be placed in the NRC's Public
Document Room. If this report contains any information that you believe
to be proprietary, it is necessary that you submit a written application
to this office requesting that such information be withheld from public
disclosure. If no proprietary information is identified, a written
statement to that effect should be submitted. If an application is
submitted, it must fully identify the bases for which information is
claimed to be proprietary. The application should be prepared so that
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information sought to be withheld is incorporated in a separate paper
and referenced in the application since the application will be placed
in the Public Document Room. Your application, or written statement,
should be submitted to us within 20 days. If we are not contacted as
specified, the enclosed report and this letter may then be placed in
the Public Document Room.

Should you have any questions concerning this letter, we will be glad to
discuss them with you.

Very truly yours,

j Charles E. Murphy, Chief
Reactor Construction and Engineering

Support Branch

Enclosure: 1, as stated



UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR R EGULATORY COMMISSION

REGION II
230 PEACHTREE STREET, N.W. SUITE 1217

ATLANTA,GEORGIA 30303

Report Nos.: 50-250/77-8 and 50-251/77-8

Docket Nos.: 50-250 and 50-251

Categories.: C, C

License Nos.: DPR-31 and DPR-41

Licensee: Florida Power and Light Company
P. 0. Box 013100
9250 West Flagler Street
Miami, Florida 33101

Facility Name: Turkey Point 3 and 4

Inspection at: Turkey Point, Homestead, Florida

Inspection conducted: May 23-26, 1977

Inspector-in-Charge: Ellis 0. Porter, Metallurgical Engineer
Engineering Support Section No. 2
Reactor Construction and Engineering Support Branch

Accompanying Personnel: None

Reviewed by:
C. E. Murphy, Chief
Reactor Construction and Engineering Support Branch

8 gs-pz
Date

Ins ection Summar

Ins ection on Ma 23-26 1977 (Re ort Nos. 50-250/77-8 and 50-251/77-8)
Areas Ins ected: Licensee actions taken on two unresolved items, and
four noncompliances. Eddy current testing of Unit 4 steam generator
tubes. Inspection of Westinghouse and Zetec RGD activities associated
with gauging and helical coil examination of Unit 4 steam generator
tubes. The inspection involved 28 inspector-hours on site by one NRC
inspector.
Results: Two unresolved items and two noncompliances were closed. No
new items of noncompliance or deviations were disclosed.



RII Rpt. Nos. 50-250/77-8
and 50-251/77-8

DETAILS I Prepared by:
Ellis 0. orter, Metallu cal,Engineer
Engineer ng Support Sect on No. 2
Reactor Construction and Engineering

Support Branch

Da e

Dates of Inspection: May 23-26, 1977

Reviewed by: A5
A. R. Herdt, Chief
Engineering Support Section No. 2
Reactor Construction and Engineering

Support Branch

4 r5 r
Date

1. Persons Contacted

a. Flordia Power and Li ht Com an (FP&L)

*H. E. Yaeger — Plant Manager
*J. K. Hays — Plant Superintendent-Nuclear
*D. W. Jones — Quality Control Supervisor

C. M. Hathaway, Jr. — Quality Control Engineer
*J. B. Willis — Quality Assurance Engineer
*R. J. Spooner — Quality Assurance Supervisor
*R. C. Toland — Maintenance Training Supervisor
*H. M. Ainsworth — Assistant Plant Superintendent-Maintenance
*G. D. Whittier — Senior Licensing Engineer
*G. Gotch — Power Resources, Nuclear Specialist

b. Contractor Or anizations

(1) Westin house Electric Cor oration (W)

J. Donnelly - Senior Service Engineer
G. S. Thurman — Coordinator-Service Engineering
J. C. Hagood — Coordinator-Nuclear Service

(2) Zetec Inc.

Clyde Denton — President
T. S. Beiers — Level IIA Data Interpreter

(3) Southwest Research Institute (SwRI)

Wayne T. Flach —Manager, Nuclear Field Engineering

*Denotes those present at the exit interview.
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2. Licensee Action on Previous Ins ection Findin s Units 3 and 4)

a ~ Infractions

(1) (Closed 76-16/I.A.1 — Certification of ualifications
of NDE Examiners not on Site

The licensee's response to this infraction is contained
in FP&L's Letter L-77-10, dated January 7, 1977, to the
Director OIE:RII. The inspector reviewed the letter and
actions taken by the licensee to avoid recurrences of the
problem. Actions taken appear to be adequate. This item
is closed.

(2) (0 en 76-17/I.A.l — Administrative Procedure 0190.63,
"Weldin Filler Metal Control Procedure"' Inade uate
ualit Oriented Re uirements

The licensee's response to this item is contained in
FP&L's Letter L-77-50, dated February 18, 1977 to the
Director OIE:RII. The letter stated that the Administra-
tive Procedure 0190.63 would be revised and approved by
March 31, 1977. The inspector's review showed that the
procedure had been revised and approved as stated.
However, detailed examination of the revised procedure
showed that it was still lacking in clarity in certain
areas and in one instance was technically incorrect.
These inadequacies were discussed with,the licensee who
agreed that the procedure should be re-reviewed and
revised. The licensee also agreed that another letter
describing his proposed resolution to these findings
would be submitted to OIE:RII for review and approval.
This item remains open.

(3) 0 en 76-17/I.A.2 — Failure To Follow A roved Procedures

(a) Li uid Penetrant Examination

This example of the finding was responded to in FP&L
Letters L-77-50 dated February 18, 1977, and L-77-139
dated April 29, 1977 to the Director OIE:RII.
The inspector reviewed the licensee's response and
discussed the response and actions taken with the
licensee and a representative of SwRI. Actions
taken should increase assurance of procedure compli-
ance. This portion of the noncompliance has been
resolved.
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(b) Weld Electrode Control

The licensee's response to this portion of the cited
noncompliance is contained in FP&L's Letter L-77-50
dated February 18, 1977 to the Director OIE:RII. A
review of the response, shows it to be adequate.
However, a review of the action taken at the site
did not appear to confirm the licensee's statements.
The item is clouded by the following findings:

As discussed in OIE:RII Report Nos. 50-250/76-17,
and 50-251/76-17, Details I, paragraph 3,it was identified that AP 0190.63, Revision 0
contained procedural omissions that could
affect quality. Since the response to Non-
compliance 76-17/I.A.2 was written on February 18,
1977 and the revised AP 0190.63 was not approved
until February 28, 1977, it appears that the
licensee claimed to be in compliance with an
acknowledged inadequate procedure.

AP 0190.63, Revision 0 was not implemented nor
was AP 0190.63, Revision dated February 28, 1977,
as determined by the inspector during a walk-
through inspection of weld material storage
areas. The inspector noted that conditions
were the same as those noted and documented in
the reports identified in paragraph 2.b.l
above.

Discussions with the licensee concerning this
apparent discrepancy between their response
to the finding and actual actions taken showed
the following:

The licensee site personnel had placed a
request for purchase of electrode holding
ovens and portable rod warming ovens early
in December (shortly after the inspectors
findings), and initiated procedure revi-
sions. The procedure revision was processed
and approved. However, the equipment
order was not processed as quickly, and
the equipment is still not on site.
(Latest promise is a Hay 27, 1977 delivery).
Since the new equipment is needed to
facilitate compliance, site personnel had
not made any changes and are still in
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noncompliance as indicated in the report
referred to above. The licensee has
committed to explain this sequence of
events in more detail in writing as a
revised response to the noncompliance.

This item remains open pending further licensee
action and review by OIE:RII.

(4) (Closed 76-17/I.A.3 — Nondestructive Examination Pro ram-
Visual Acuit and E erience Re uirements

FP&L Company's response to this item is contained in
their Letter L-77-50 dated February 18, 1977 to the
Director, OIE:RII. The inspector examined the re-certi-
fication test results of the Level II Examiner, whose
certification was invalidated because experience require-
ments could not be traced, to ascertain acceptability to
SNT-TC-1A and AP 0190.71 requirements.

With regard to re-training of other Level II QC Liquid
Penetrant Examiners, FP&L's Level III Examiner conducted
a liquid penetrant course and re-tested Level II Examiners
to re-certify them. The inspector reviewed examination
test results.

No items of noncompliance or deviations were noted in the
areas examined. This item is closed.

b. Unresolved Items

(1) Closed 76-16/1 Welder uglification Rec'ords—
Record Retention Times

The licensee has reviewed TQAR-Manual Section QP-17.1
"Retention of Quality Assurance Records," and revised it
to be in compliance with ANSI 45.2.9, 1974 Edition, Draft
of October 1976. A review of the revised QP-17.1 and
Administration Procedure 0190.18, Section 8.2 shows that
welder and other personnel qualifications are required to
be retained for the life of the components. This item is
closed.
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(2) (Closed) 76-17/1 Li uid Penetrant Procedure Acce tance
Criteria

The inspector examined Maintenance Procedures (MP) 0710.0,
dated March 16, 1977, "Liquid Penetrant Testing," and HP
0710.1 dated October 19, 1986, "Liquid Penetrant Testing
at Elevated Temperatures." .The former procedure (0710.0)
has been revised. Acceptance standards are not completed.
This item is closed.

3. Unresolved Items

There were no new unresolved items identified during this inspection.

4. Inde endent Ins ection Effort

The inspector conducted a walk-through inspection of the containment
of Unit 4, and observed W personnel conducting a gauging inspection
of specified Steam Generator "C" tubes to determine the degree of
denting that had taken place to date. Gauge sizes being used were
0.650," 0.610," and 0.540" diameters utilizing go-no go technique.
Testing of tubes in Steam Generator "B" using a helical coil probe
to attempt to locate defects within dented areas was also being
run. Both of these programs are in the development stage and are
being run in addition to the standard Eddy Current tube tests.

Equipment being used for the tests was observed to have been
calibrated within time limits specified, and personnel were properly
qualified.

In addition, the inspector examined the following documents:

a ~ W Service Activity Procedure Status Report — for Florida Power
and Light, Turkey Point f/4, Outage Date May 9, 1977.

b. OPR 610-3, "Control of Field Service Activities," January 17, 1977.

C ~ W Procedure No. MRS 2.2.2 Gen-2, dated December 6, 1973,
'"Installation and Removal of Temporary Nozzle Covers."

d. W Procedure No. MRS 2.4.2 Gen-9, "Eddy Current Inspection of
Steam Generator Tubes," dated December 12, 1974, with revised
pages up to and including November 1, 1976.

e. W Procedure No. MRS 2.4.2 Gen-5, "Positive Identification of
Steam Generator Tubes by Eddy Current Inspection."
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W Procedure NPT-33-"Remote Explosive Plugging of Steam Genenator
Tubes."

g. W NPT-27, "Explosive Plug Repair Using Manual Gas Tungsten Arc
Welding," Revision February 20, 1976.

h. W Procedure 84350 JA, "Nuclear Components Dye Penetrant
Examination," Revision dated December 1975.

No items. of noncompliance or deviations were identified in the
areas examined.

5. Edd Current Ins ection

Calibration of equipment was performed in accordance with W

Procedure No. MRS 2.4.2-Gen-9. The inspector reviewed calibration
strip charts, strip charts and magnetic tape recordings for several
tubes. Data was being collected, recorded and evaluated as required,
by qualified personnel. Use of tube sheet maps for documentation
of eddy current examination was observed. Testing (data collecting)
was being performed by W personnel and evaluated by Zetec personnel.
To date, inspection of steam generator "B" has had to be expanded
to the 6% level as specified in Regulatory Guide 1.83. Steam
Generators "A" and "C" had not been tested.

No items of noncompliance or deviations were noted in the areas
inspected.

6. Exit Interview

The inspector met with licensee representatives (denoted in para-
graph 1) at the conclusion of the inspection on May 26, 1977. The
inspector summarized the scope and findings of the inspection. The
licensee acknowledged the reasons for leaving two of the noncompli-
ances open and agreed to take action to resolve them.


