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SUmiARY OF FI!!DI!;CS

Enforcement Action

The following itets of noncompliance were identified during the inspection.

Violationn: None.

Infractions

Contrary to 10 CFR 50.59, writ ten saf t ty evalur tions were not perforced as
requirtd or were inadequate for certain changes to the facility. Exc'pJc.

of these activitien include-

1. Re pl a c e n.e n t of containment ventilation ir.olation valve CV-4097
vith a different valve and actuator. (Paragraph 1.p, Report DetrII.)

buildi-
'. A change to operate with the inner doar of the containments

emergency escape lock open. (Paragraph 6, Report Detai2 s)

3. A chance in the fire protection syrter operating pressure and
relief valve setroint. (Paragraph 2.b, Report Details)

This infracti,n had the potential for causing or contributing to an occurrtrco
related to health and safety.

Licensee Actien on Previousiv Identified Fnforcer:ent Mattr -

None inspected.

Other Significant Findings

A. Current Findinns

The reactor has remained shutdown since Jsnuary 16, 1975 for correction
of deficiencies in the design quality for instrumentation for the loct
incident cooling system.
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E. U_nresolved Items

1. Containment testing as required by Technical Specification 3.7 and
as performed by CP does not appear to meet all the requirer ent: of
Appendix J to 10 CFR Part 50. Specifica11yt

a. The 24 inch diameter gasket sealed flange on the cont aire _nt
side of CV-4097 which was last tested during the ILni at 13
psig in April,1974 af ter replacement on April 10 1974 has
not been subjected to a test at Pa (23 psin) a. requi.id by

Appendix J. (Paragraph 1.p(5), Report Details)

b. The 24 inch diaracter butterfly type f.e a t of CV '.097 has
not been tested with pressure applied in the car direction
as that of DLA conditions as required by Appendix J.
(Paragraph 1.p(5), Report Details)

c. The containment building emergency escape lock is leak
tested at 5 psig insteaJ of Pa (23 psig) as required by
Appendix J due to Jesign of the int.er door which vill not
permit a greater reverse pressuri: ation. (Paragraph 6,
Eeport Details)

2. The containnent sphere ventilation system does not apptar to be
designed to provide the vacuum relief function in conjunctic a with
certain single failures o' components of that syster. (P rapra;h 2.t

(3), Report Details)

3. Replacement of containnent isolation system switches (dps/9031 ano
9052) with the original Mercold switches may not provide the desirec:
3evel of reliability. (Paragraph 1.n, Report Details)

C. Status of Previously Referted Unresolved Items: !!o change.

Management Interview

A management meeting was held with Hessrs. C. J. Hartman, C. R. Abel, and
D. R. DeMoor and other plant stafr on Erch 7,1975 to review findings cra-

cerning rnaintenance activities. Other findings we e raviewed wit;. P.r. C. R.

Abel on March 26, 1975, and the above Su: nary of 12ndings were reviewed
by Mr. Riley with Mr. Hartman on May 5, 1975.
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A. Mainte_rtag e p;tivities (lie v i e,we d Ma r cid,_14 7_S_).

1. The inspector stated that the failure to identify certain
safety reinted activitien as facility chanpen which were
performed as raintenance items was in noncompliance with 10
CPP 50.59. (Su==ary of Pindings - Infraction A) Licensee

representativen acknowledged the staterent.

2. The inspector stated that a nunber of proceduren contained
sectionn which were marked as "Not Applicable" but did n:.t
have the indicated review and signaturer as required by the
Administrative Procedures and is considered a deviation fro,
established procedures and practices. The licensee ackn, ele?p i

t he above st atement. (Paragraph 1.q.1, Report Details)

3. The inspector stated that. in several procedurei, check narks
utilized instead of initials which allow tracking fo:were

Quality Control purposes. The licent.et a c k now.l e d ne c the abcvc
staterent. and stated that Ll>e nare recent procedures ru;uire
initials and signatures. (Peragraph 1.q.2, Keport Detadla)

4. The inspector stated that it appeared that r.any of the r.a f c t y
related maintenance proceduren required quality control "iiol d
Pointr" but were not being indicated. The licensee acknou!ce Jr
the above s t a t er.e n t and indicated the probler could be addret. sed
in the new Quality Arnurence Program. (Paragraph 1.q.3,
Report Details)

5. The inspector stated that the clansification of systea: relative
t o saf et y relat ed r.aintenance appeared to need added orphanis .
The licensee acknowledged the above statement.

6. The inspector stated that specific guidelines were ne(ded in
order to establinh the 3evel of activity which requirer cpproved
maintenance procedures. The licen<.cc ack.iowledged this u nterrnt

and indicated that the subject will be addressed in the nc w
Quality Assurance program.

7. The innpector stated that he had reviewed the Preventative
Maintenance programn with naintenance, and the I/j u i pr.e n t
Rotation program with operations. In both canes a mechanism
for review to close out the Preventative Maintenance iter.s
doen not exist. The licensee's representative acknowledged
the above statement. (Paragraphs 1.q.6 and 1.q.7, Report
Details)

-4-
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8. The inr.pector ntated that the naint enance act ivity concern!: r
t he Containment Isolation System presc,ure switcher wa :: ..o t

perforr.ed in accordance with facility change procedurer be c a m.e
the activity was not considered a modification. (P a r a r.r a p h

1.n, 1:eport Details) The inspector stated that this i t et wc<

considered unresolved pending a deter mination of suitability

of the reinstallation of the Mercoid switcher

it. Design Activities 0:eviewed March 26,_1975)

1. The inspector stated that the failure to perform writtin
r.afety evaluatient for several c ompl e t e.' facility change

packages was considered to 1.e in noncompliance with 10 CF;
50.59. (Surmry of Findini;n - hfraction A) The licen:a e
acknowledged the above statementn.

2. The inspector stated that failure to prenent the entire f a c i l l t :,
change packages (including all design requirerent s, all crmcdure
and procedure changen, and detailed drawin :) to the Plait
Keview Conuittee for review before the nodification ec .ncen

in considered a deviatina frem ANSI U45.2. 'l h e licensee
acknowledged the above t.tatement. (Paragranh 2.h.1, heport

Details)

3. The inupector stated that failure to perform a tir ely revicu
of cor.pletcd facility change packagen is a deviation f rm' the
established procedures and the intent of the design control
program. The licensee acknouledged the above statetent.

(Paragraph 2.h.2, Report Details)

4. The innpcetor discuc!:cd with the licensee the specific activitier
following the replacenent of the Cont ainment Isolation f.y r- t r a
valve (CV-4097) and pointed out specific and general proble: '

which occurred subsequent to the r.odi fi c at ion. The liccasee

acknowledged the above discussion. (Paragraph 1.p, Report

Details)

C. Ot her Finding Reviewed 0:eviewed March 26, 1975)

1. The inspector discussed the lack of engineering specificationr
the f acility and requented that the . licensee determine ther. .

- avad ability of the various plant specifications and connider
inaking such specifications available at the facility for the
purpose of inspection. (Paragraph 5, Ecport Details)

-5-
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2. The inspector reviewed findings concerning containment- penetra-
tion leak tests f or the ventilat ion syst c n anc' the e s t a,m lock

which do not appear to neet the regulatory requirer:nt n of 10
CFR 50, Appendix J. (Paragraphs 1.p(5) and 6, Report De t a i l r. )

-6-
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REPORT _DETAll.S

Perr.ons Contacted

Connuiners Power Cogany

C. E. Abel, Operations Engineer
D. E. DeMoor, Technical Engineer
J. J. Frercau, Associate Engineer
C. J. Hartman, Plant Superintendent
J. L. Trumin, Associate Engineer
D. G. LaCroix, Auxiliary Operator
S. E. Martin, General Engineer
E. McNamara, Shift Supervisor
M. A. McVay, Maintenance Supervisor
E. F. Peltier, Assistant Shift Supervisor

R. E. Schrader, Instrurient and Control Supervisor
R. U. Voll, Keactor Engineer
J . J . Zabri tski, Quality Assurance Etigineer

1. Maintenance Activities

The follouing safety related naintenance activities were selected
for review:

a. S t e r,n_Drun (RSD) Dated April 8, 1974

(1) The repair and repacking of the west drum Icvel sensor
root valve was accomplished.

(2) No discrepancies were noted.

b. Ecactor Vessel (nyG) Dated April 21, 1974

(1) The ins'.allation of the reactor vessel head was completet

(2) th discrepancies were noted.

c. Post Incident System (PIS) Dated May 1, 1974

(1) The pressure switch, IGilF in the core spray system
required repair due to internal leakage.

(2) The required procedures, caterials, and instructions
utilized were attached.

(3) No discrepancies were noted.

-7-
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d. J1qcryency Power System (EPS) Da t ed May 17, 1974

(1) The emergency diesel battery charger required a relay
(contact) repair which had caused an overcharging
condition.

(2) No discrepancies were noted.

uJMc. Reactor Coolant Sy s t er, (RCS) Dat ed June 15 1

(1) The seal on the No. 2 recirculation pump was retuved and
replaced.

(2) That attached taintenance procedure vas not completed.
Step 4.5.7, the cc :pleted procedurc review, and ti.e
QA review were not nigned.

(3) !;o other discrepancies were noted,

f. Main Steam Systep (M%) Dated July 11, 1974

(1) The limitorque operat or on valve MD-N004 wat inspected
and lubricated.

(2) No discrepancies were noted.

p, . Main Steam Syjit_ erd MSS) Dated July 13 19741

(1) The limitorque operator on valve MO-7050 was inspected
and lubricated.

(2) !!o discrepancies were noted.

h. rmergency Cooling _Sy_ stem (FCS) Dned_ July _15_ d 974

(1) The limitorque operators on valves MO-7062 and MO-7063
were inspected and lubricated.

(2) No discrepancies were noted.

i. l'o s t Incident Systen (PIS) Dated July 15, 1974

(1) The core spray valve MO-7051 was dinnantled and
inspected.

(2) No discrepancies were noted.
.
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j. Reactor Cleanup System (RCS) Dated July 18 1974

(1) The rear 'enring on the clennup pump was replaced.

(2) No discrepancies were noted.-

k. Control Rod Drive 3vstem (CRD) Dated Fe tuary 11 1975

(1) Tine delay relay 4r.3 was replaced after failure.

(2) No discrepancies were noted.

1. Control 1:od Drive Syst em (CP.D) Dated December 16, 1974

(1) Control rod drive anrembly No. 252 was disnantled,
inspected, cleaned, repaired and reassonbled.

(2) No discrepancies were noted.

F.me r e.enev Porer Sy s t er (EPS) Da t ed 'Mver:be r 2 2, ') 74
ra .

(1) The fuel oil supply pump to the energency diesel was
replaced with a later codel pu: p.

(2) The activity was corpleted uith no apparent discrepanc ics.

n. Containment Isolat ion Syst en (Cl S) Da t ed Febrtnry_6, 1975

(1) The previounly installed (April 4, 1973) snap action
suitches (dps/9051 and dps/9052) were replaced with the
original Mercoid switches.

(2) The maintenance activity was completed with no apparent
discrepancier.

(3) The replacement of the snap action switches (BarkrJale)
with the originally installed (Mercoid) swithces was

includedaccomplished as a raintenance activity and not
in the facility change progran. 'Ibeoriginallyinsta11g
Mercoid switches were presiously removed in early 1973,-
and replaced at that tice with the 11arksdale swit ches.

The basis for not doing facility change and
written safety review, according to the Licensce't,
representatives, was the fact t ha t. the switches cere
original equipnent and therefore required no written
safety review.

1/ Ltr CP to DL, dtd 5/8/73 (AD-5-73).

_9-
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o. Emergenc_v Power Syst em (IZS) Dated yarch ja, 1974

(1) The emergency generator voltage output indication failure
on the local auxiliary r.eter panel was corrected by
replacing a potential transformer with a control trann-

former and t he voltmeter circuit was modified to provioe
proper voltage indication.

(2) The annociated maintenance activity was completed with no
apparent discrepancies.

(3) The activity is identified an targinal as a maintenance
activit y based upon the licensee's Quality Assurance
Procedures and Administrative Procedure 7.2.

p. Cont a in_rgen t__I_nol_a t i on Sy st en (CIS) Dated April _10, 1974_

CV -4 097 (Concainment Ventilation Supply Isolation Valvc) and
the pneumatic operator were replaced with corponents having
different design and operating characteristics than the original
installation. This equipment modification was accomplished
using a maintenance procedure. liowe v er , this change had not
been designated a f acility r' 'npe per t he Procedures M .nual,
Section A, 7.2.3 and an engineering evaluation of the nodifica-
tien and pont maint enance t esting requirement s purcuant to 10
CPR 50.59 apparently had not been adequately completed pric r
to installation of the new valve. The following was found
relative to the valve and act uator nadification.

(1) Installation and tenting requirer.ents were phynically
completed on April 10, 1974, per maintenance procedure
MCIS-1, Revision 0, dated March 26, 1974.

(2) Testing per the above maintenance procedure found that
clonure tir.es f oi CV-4096 and CV-4097 were 9 seconds and
in excess of the Technical Specification (T S 3.4.3(f))
maxirum closure time of 6 neconds. This was due to the
additional volume of the CV-4097 valve operator modificati
The closure times of the valves were nade less than 6
r.econd s by isolating one the three volume cylindern associntca
wit.h the new valve operator. (Paragraph 2.e, Ecport
Details)

(3) The raodification to remove one of three volume cylinders
from the valve operator was subsequently designated a
facility change (C-254) and engineering review f ound that

10 --
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the manufacturer did net recomend this nodificat ion.
The volune cylinder was restored per a facility change
(C-258) and a temporary Technical Spccification chancey
for a maximum closure time of 10 sec3ndr was ob:iined 1
During the June - July 1974 ref uelieg the lonnec clesure
times were corrected to within 6 seconds by installing
larger capacity pneumatic control vc1ves. (Paragraphs
2.e and f, Report Detailr)

(4) The licensee found that the increased volume of the
actuator assembly resulted in the backup pneumat2c supply,
conniating of one nitro;;en bottle, not having suffit; nt
capacity to provide 50 valve operating cycles as required
by the THSR, Section 3.5.2.3 for the post DIL vacuu
breaker function of the ventilation supply valves 'I h i r

- vas corrected by adding three additional nitrogcn bottle:
(facility change C-260) and by functionally testing the
backup supply capacity during the June - July 1974 refuel 2nr
ou t. a ge .

(5) During the ILRT on April 24, 1974 the licensee found that
CV-4097 containment side flange leaked excessively. Th<

1eakage was corrected t y tightening the flange bolt < and
the flange was tested as part of the ILRT boundary at a
pressure of 13 psip. During the ILRT it was found that

4097 (check tyise valve) held the test pressure.- -4{J-5/ 6/leaked so tigt
-

valve CV-4097 (butterfly type) seat

The gasket-scaled flange has not been tested at the
design basis accident pressure (Pa) in cecordance with 10
CFR 50, Appendi> J , Sec tions III E.2 and IV. A. (Pa in 23
psig per the THSR, Section 3.2.1). In addition the

butterfly type valve seat has not been tested with a
pressure of Pa applied in the direction of accident
conditions per Appendix J, Sec; ions III.C.1 and III.C.2.

q. Other Findinrs

Other item discussed with the Licensee's represent ative are:

(1) Certain maintenance - r>cedure sections, including recircula-
Jared June 15, 1974, were not

completed.gealr.ccv1...,,
tion pump

'ihis is considered a deviation with Adn.inistra-
tive Procedure 8.0(B.3.1) which specifies procedure adherence
and temporary change methods.

2/ Ltr CP to DL dtd 5/2/74.
}/ A0-10-74 Kpt, 5/6/74 (CV-4097 flange Icakage).
4/ Ltr Cp to DL, F/2/74 (npt of ILRT).
,5 / RO Inspection npt No. 050-155/75-04.
,6 / Ltr CP to DL, 9/23/74 (Correction to Ept ILRT).
,7_/ Ltr CP to DL, 7/23/74, A0-22-74.

'
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(2) In certain procedures check narks, instead of initials,
vere used to indicate completed steps. The subject precedures
indicated that initials were to be used to document ce yletion
of certain procedural steps.

Administrative Procedures 7.0 and 8.0 require detailed
written procedures with the appropriate sigaoffr.

(3) Quality control "liold Points" have not been applied to
safety related maintenance procedures.

Administrative Procedures 7.0 and R.0 require detailed
5.1.6procedures and cLecklists and ANSI N18.7 Section

requires detailed procedures ce mensurate with the
activity with meann of assuring quality.

2. IJe si gn Ac t ivi t ie s

selectedThe folloving safety related facility change activities were
for review.

Faste Gan_1vstem 0'0 0 Da t e d .l uly_1_, 1974a.

(1) The off-gas flow transmitter was replaced with a ne. type
(Bailey with a Poxboro) because of low flow inaccurac'er .

(2) The associated maintenance activity was completed wi:h na
apparent discrepancies.

(3) Although the review performed addressed the original
equipment nodel perforrance, the orip,inal design specifica-
tions with documented acceptance criteria and test
requirements were not addressed,

b. Pir Protection Svater (FPS) Dated Februars 11 1975
fror(1) The fire system pressure switch (PS-609-2) was reset

95 psig increasing, t o 90 psig increasing and the accu: 21ator
relief valve (P.V- 5040) setpoint was reduced from 110 rsin to
95 psig.

(2) The associated maintenance activity was completed with no
apparent discrepancies.

fire protection system appears to be safety related in(3) The
that it is a source of water for ECCS functions and it is
designat ed as a QA Category System per the Operational
Quality Assurance Procedures !!anual, Section 3. This facility

- 12 -
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change was not designated safety related in accordance
with the l'rocedures Manual, Section A, 7.2.3 and t here was

not a documented safety er:1uation of the change purou,nt
to 10 Crn 50.59 regarding effect of the reduced

pressure for ECCS functions.
.

c. Tu eJ_Han d l i tig_ S, git en (THS) Dated February 14, 1974
_

(1) The nipper can vacuum cleaning system was fabricated to
clean the apparatur following dry-sipping of an irradi *cd
fuel assembly for fail (d fuel identi. cation.

(2) The associated maintenance activity was completed wit h no
apparent discrepancies.

(3) L'eaknesses were identified in the details provided rernrding
the consequences of the operatlonr; including the lar k of
design specificati,ns, codes, acceptance t e s t r., and

acceptance criteria in order to certify the systen prior
to placing in operat ion.

d. pgit rolJgdJ11ve Jg'ptrn_(RJD Da ty d__Ap.r [1_b_19_7_4_

(1) The bot t on rollerr were receved f rom all peripheral
control rods due to vibration and subsequent pin failures.

(2) No apparent discrepancies were noted.

Con t a in en_t_ I s ol a t (on _Sy s t em (CIS)_ Dated _Ani;,11 17 d 974c.

(1) One of three air cylinders on the containment vent italation
valve (CV-4097), was renoved in the field to meet the
closing time criteria at stated in the associated maintenance
procedure.

(2) The activity was not performed in accordance with facility
procedures since the activity was performed on April 10,
1974, and the facility change (C-254) was not initiated
until April 17, 1974.

(3) Eased upon review of the vacuum breaker function of the
containment isolation system, the inspector found that
possibic . single failure moden exist. The apparent failure

inodes include: failure of either ventilation supply

valve to open, and failure of the single vacuum suitch
(dps/9051) to actuate.

- 13 -
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f. Containrent Isolation Svstem (CIS) Dated Julv 8, 1974

(1) The solenoid valves (SV-9151 and SV-9152) on the containrcnt
ventilation supply isolation valves (CV-4096 and C"-4f07)
were replaced to provide a large path for operating air
flow to the valves (facility change C-259).

(2) No apparent discrepancies were noted.

g. Prinary Coolantlvst em (PCS) Dat ed / gill 1974

(1) The gearing in the licitorque operators for the recirculation
pumps discharge valves was replaced to decrease the
opening times to be wit hin General Elect ric reco- 'n jed

values,TechnicalSpcifications, and Safety Analysis
Report. requirements .

(2) No apparent discrepancies were noted.

h. Other Findincs

Additional items discussed with Licensce's representatives

are:

(1) At the time of review certain facility change pachage<
did not have all of the associated information attached
in order t o allow a neaningf ul PRC review to assure all

requirements of 10 CFX 50.59 and the Quality Assurance
lianual were being net. This associated information
includes special procedures, surveillance testing, and
operating procedures changes, and detailed sketcher of
the change. This item is considered a deviation fror the
ANSI !;45.2, Section 4.

(2) In a number of facility change packages the subsequcnt
review of the completed packages, as required by the
administrative precedures and quality assurance procedure:.,
was not performed in a timely manncr. In certain
instances this review by the operations engineer, quality
assurance engineer, and otherr did not occur until 4 to 6
months after the completion of the work. This period of
time in most cases extended into a plant operating phase
which required the equipment or components t o be operable.
This practice is considered to be in deviation with the
facility change procedure 7.2 and ANSI N45.2 (Section 7)
as established to con. ply with document control measures.

(3) Activities involving the f f re system relief valve setpoi: '
change, the off-gas flow transnitter replacement, and
certain other facility change packages, the total package
was performed by one person. This includes the modification,

8/ Ltr CP to DL, UE-R-6-73. ,
'
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the review and the implementation of the facility change. Thin

appears to be in deviation with the design control premrne as
indicated by A:EI 1;45.2, (Section 4) requirin: independent design
review of saf ety related modification and ch: :ges.

4. _%nt a i nment Supply Vent Leakare (AO-8-75)

During the March 1975 ventilation supply penetration testing it was

found that CV-4097 valve seat leaked excessively with pressure
(AO-S-75).gjapplied in the reverse direction f rom DI'A condit ions

The inspector found that the licensee was in the procesn of adjusting
and retesting valve CV-4097 on March 27, 1975. The licentee's
representative st ated that information obtained from the valve
vendor indicated that the rubber seat of the valve in apparently
intended for steam applications with a wet environment and that the
shelf life of the rubber in a dry atmosphere is one year.

5. Plant Records

Inspection review found that neither detailed system design specifica-
t ailed engineering specifications were available at thet.fons nor A

facility two exceptions: the Final Hazards Summary neport (a
outmary ) and a piping specification surmry list prepared b:
the archi.u t engineer. I t. appears that such detailed speci ficat ion-
chould be used as a basis for f acility engineering revleu of proposod
design changes pursuant to 10 CFR 50.59, facility changes and
modifications, and quality assurance for procurement of componentr
and material. The licensee representatives stated that it was not
known if such records existed nor where they are located. The

liccnsee indicated that the availablity of these records would be
investigated.

In addition, records from the construction of the facility such as
inspection records and "as-built" records do not appear to bc
availabic at. the facility. For exanale it was not known whether
original inspection records or radiographs exist (d for inspcction
review of A0-5-75 (Steam Line gd Defect) and AD-7-75 (D f rgency
Condenser Outlet pipe Def ec t) .- The licensee represent ative

indicated that some !;DT records from plant construction are knovn
to have existed however their availability and location var not

known. It was also noted by the inspector that isometric drawings
of piping installations were not availabic.

9_/ A0-8-75 Ept, 3/27/75.
_1_0 / IE Inspection Report !!c . 050-155/75-02.
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6. Emergenev Escaye Loch Leak Testing

A change t o the normal operating condition of the cog 7 nre nti

emergency escape lock had been ef f ected in May 19/4.- Prior to

this change the inner door ot the lock had been r.aintained clos (J
- by operating practice. The inner door had been the pTetsure bouncary

for the last containment integrated Icak rate test (ILRT) of April 24-
29, 1974. Inspection review found the following:

a. The change to open the escape lock inner door had been rade
for personnel safety reasons to facilitate escape in the event
of a safety valve actuation and discharge of steam to the
containrent. The inspector found that the inner door of the
escape lock had a IcVer operated rachanism and that the door
could be opened from a fully shut candition in less than 5
secondn with little effort.

b. The change to open the escape lock innet door had been reviewcd
by the Plant Keview Committee (PnC) with espect to perss- .e ]

safety based upon the probabilities for actuation of the
safety valves and f or actuation the ADS syster. to be 1: < talled,
llouever, according to the licensee and available records the
chrange had not been reviewed pursuant to 10 CFR 50.59 based
upon the leakage testing requirements of Appendix J to 10 Ci>
50 and the reliability of the containt.ent integrity. The

change had been implemented in the Procedures Ihnual, Sc ction
A, 6.1 by a change dated Mny 1, 1974,

door and associated equalizing valve
c. 'The escape lock outer

had been leak tested on 1: arch 19,1974 at 5 psig and en
19, 1974 at 4.6 psig by pressurining the lock. gj-

S e p t er.h e r
The inner door and associated equalizing valve had been Icak
tested at I boundary during the ILRT of
April 1974,gsigasacontainr.enthowever, the outer boundries of the lock had
not been pressurized.

The change to open the inner door resulted in centainacnt
boundaries (+ he out er door and associated equalizing valve)
which had not been tested as part of the ILRT per Appendix J,
Section 111, A.1(d) . In addition the escape lock had nat becn
tested to the design basis accident (DBA) pressure (Pa) of 23
psig per Appendix J, Section III, B.2 and Section III, C.2.

The licensee representative stated tL t the escape lock had
only been t ested to 5 psig because past experience had found
that the lock could not be tested to a higher pressure because
of difficulty in restraining the inward opening of the inner
door and the resulting Icakage from the lock into the containment.

_11/ KO Inspection Ept No. 050-155/74-10.
,12/ Test procedure, T 180-1, Section 4.4, Escape Lock Leak Rate Test

(semi-annual test).
D / Test procedure T-730-01, Containment Integrated leak Rate Test,

dtd 4/19/74.
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7. Facility _Inspfetion Tours

The inspectors toured the control room area, auxiliary equipr:nt
area, turbine building and the containment building, inc]uding, the
recirculation pump roo:a and the CRD room. !!o r.ignificant dir c re;., cie.

or housekeeping itew, were f ound. The cable penetration arcar
inside and outside containment were inspected on March 27, 1975 and
no ffre hazards were found.

.

9
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