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SIMMARY OF FINDINGS

Eanforcement Action

Items of oncoupl!iance

Infracsion

Techaical Specification 3.5.2.4.d requires the core power quadrant tilt
to be moaitored at a =inimun frequency of two hours, when core power
exceeds 15 percent of rated pover.

Contrary to the above the core quadrant tilt was not monitored between
2303 on May 26, 1975 and 0120 on May 27, 1976 when the core power was
zbove 15 percent of rated power. (Details, 2.a)

Other Siznificant Findings

Al Current Findings

; Acceptable Areas

These are items which were inspected on a sampling basis and
findings did not involve an Item of Noncompliance, Deviation or
an Unresolved Item.

& Shift and Daily Checks. (Details, 2.b)

b. Precritical Checklist. (Details, 3)

e Reactor Protection System Surveillance. (Details, 4)
d. Reactor Building Pressure Setpoints. (Details, 3)

e. Power Range Chaanel Calibration. (Details, 6)

Reactor Builcing Spray Channels. (Details, 7)

g Sampling of 3peat Fuel Pool Water. (Details, 8)

k. Pressurizer Coce Safety Valves Setpoint. (Details, 9)

i. Operabilit; of Steam Generators. (De:ails, 10)

j. Heat Rate Limitation. (Details, 11)



Temperature Limit for Criticality. (Details, 12)
Linits on Oxygen in Reactor Coclant. (Details, 13)
Reactor Coolant Leakage. (Details, 14)

S.artup Rate Control Red Hold. (Details, 13)

Channel Bypass Rey. (Details, 16)

Verification of Core Power Distribution. (Details, 18)
Pressure Injection Actuation Setpoints. (Details, 19
Containzent Iategrity Requirements. (Details, 20)

Followup Review of Refueling and Comtainment Leak Rate
Procedure. (Details, 21)

Ha.adling, Storage and Shipping Requirements. (Details, 22)
¢ rstem Modification. (Details, 24)
F llowup Review of Facility Procedures. (Details, 25)

S atus of Manual Containment Isolation Valves. (Details, 28)

carescived Items

These are items for which more information is required in order
to determine whether the items are acceptable or Items of Noncom-

pliance.

a. Maintenance of Reactivity Plots. (Details, 17.a)

b, Holding Times. (Details, 17.b)

¢. Reactor Building Purge System. (Details, 21)

d. Preventive Maintenance-Lubrication. (Details, 23.b)

o
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3 Items of Noncompliance Identified bv Licensee

Deficiency

Contrary to T.S. 6.8.1, Procedure AP 1016, Section 5.3.2 the
required development of Preventive Maintenance Schedules was
not accorplished for the first and second quarters of 1976.
(Details, 23.a)

B. Status of Previous Unresolved Items

1. The following items have been resolved. ?g =
a. Checkoff Lists. (Details, 27.a)
b. Source Range Operability. (Details, 27.b)
C Nuclear Overpower Trip Setting. (Details, 27.c)
d. Emergency Diesel Generator Monthly Test. (Details, 27.d)
e. OP 1102-2, Plant Startup. (Details, 27.e)
f. Temporary Change Notices. (Detéils. 27.£)
I8 The following item remains unresolved.
Corporate Technical Staff Review. (Details, 27.8) -

Managezent Interview

An exit meeting was held onsite on July 15, 1976 at the conclusion of the
inspection to discuss the findings of the inspection as detailed in this

report,

The following licensee personnel were in attendance:

Mr. J. J. Colitz, Unit No. ! Superintendent
Mr. J. P. 0'Hanlon, Senior Engineer E
Mr. R. E. Nedig, QC Specialist

11



DETAILS

Persons Contacted

Discussions were held with the following persons during the conduct

of the inspection activities documentad in this report:
P

Ms. D. Bedair, Clerk Junior

Mr. M. L. 3eers, Shift Supervisor

Mr. D. J. Boltz, Shift Foreman

Mr. T. L. Book, Shift Foreman

Mr. J. J. Colitz, Unit No. 1 Superinterdent
Mr. W. E. Daniels, QC Engineer

Mr. D. L. Good, Technical Apmalyst III

Mr. D. Harper, Instrument Foreman

Mr. J. Hilbish, Nuclear Engineer

Mr. G. A. Kunder, Operations Supervisor

Mr. D. McGettrick, I and C Zagineer

Mr. R. Menser, Instrument Technician

Mr. H. Mitchell, Electrical Maintenance Supervisnr
Ms. C. Nixdorf, Office Supervisor

Mr. L. G. Noll, Shift Foreman

Mr. J. P. 0'Hanlon, Engineer, Senior I

Mr. M. A. Shatto, Engineer, Associate I

Mr. J. Smith, Maintenance Engineer

Ms. R. Troutman, Maintenance Zagineer

Mr. G. Wallace, Shift Supervisor

Shift and Daily Checks

RITT

!

The inspector reviewed the data sheets for SP 1301-1, Shift and Daily
Checks performed inm April, May and June of 1976. The purpose of this
review was to verify that compliance with the Technical Specification

requirements listed below was documented by completion and approval

of the data sheets.

T.S. 4.1-1, Item 3, Daily Check of Power Range Amp

lifiers.

T.S. 4.1-1, Item 7, Shiftly Check of.Reactor Coolant Temperature

Channels.

T.S. 2.2.1, Limit om Reactor Coolant System Pressure of 2750 psig.

T.S. 3.5.2.4.a., b, and ¢, Limit on Core Power Qua

drant Tilt

e

of 4=%.
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T.S. 3.5.2.4.d, Mritoring Quadrant Tilt every 2 hours.

=)

5. 3.5=1, item 2, Cperability of Power Range Instrumeat.

T.S. 3.5~1, Item 6, Operability of Pressure - Temperature
Channels.

T.S. 2.5=1, Item 2.3, Operability of LPI Reactor Coolant
Pressure Chaanels.

T.S. 3.5~1, Item 3.a, Operability of Reactor Buildinag Isolation
Channels.

T.S. 3.5.2.5.d, Limit on Core Power Imbalance.
Based on the above review the inspector had the followizg findings.

a. Quadrant Tilr Monitoring

Technical Specification 3.5.2.4.d requires the core power quadrant
tilt to be mcnitored at a minimum frequency of two hours, when
core power exce2eds 15 percent of rated power. Surveillance Proce-
dure 130i-1, Shift and Daily Checks requires that, every two hours,
the indicated level of each power range channel be recorded and

the quadrant tilt be determined when above 15 percent power.

In addition, the licensee stated that the hourly computer lcg
printout also records core quadrant tilt. The inspector determined,
by review of the Shift Foreman's Log and the Station Daily Log, that
the core power exceeded 15% between 2100 on May 26, 1976 and 0120

on May 27, 1976. The reactor tripped at 0120 on May 27, 1976. The
SP 1301-1 data sheets for this period of time contained no entry

for quadrant tilt. The inspector requested the hourly computer

logs for this period. The licensee stated that, although the
computer was operational, the only computer logs avaiiable for

this period were at 22°2 and 2303 on May 26, 1976. The inspector
reviewed the logs and determined that the quadrant tilt had been
monitored and did not exceed the limit of 4% at 2202 and 2303 on
May 26, 1976. However, contrary to T.S. 3.5.2.4.d the core quadrant
tilt was not monitored at a minimum frequency of 2 hours when the
reactor power was above 15 percent of rated betweea 2303 on Mav 26,
1976 and 0120 on May 27, 1976. This is an Infraction.

| \‘31\
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b. Other Areas Reviewed

With respect to the other areas reviewed under this item the inspec-
tor found no inadequacies.

Preciitical Checklists

The inspector reviewed the "Precritical Checklist," OP 1102-2,

Enclosure No. 1 completed prior to the reactor startup of Hay 24, 1976.
The purpose of this review was to verify that compliance with the Techni-
cal Specification requirements listed belcw was documented by a sign-off
of a specific item ia on the "Precritical Checklist.”

T.S. 3.1.1.3.a, Operability of Pressurizer Code Safety Valves.

T 3. 3.3.1.1.b, Operabilicy of HPI Pumps.

T.S. 3.3.1.2.b, Cure Flood Tank Boron Concentration greater than 2279
Ppm.

T.S. 3.3.'.2.¢, Core Flood Tank Discharge Valves open and breakers
tagged open.

T.S. 3.3.1.4.c, Operability of Decay Heat Cooling Water Pumps.
T.S. 3.5-1, Item 2, Operability of Pover Range Instrument Channels.

T.S. 3.5-1, Item 6, Operability of Pressure - T~ arature Instrument
Channels.

T.5. 3.5-1, Item l.c, Operability o HPI Manual Pushbuttonms.

T.S. 3.5-1, Item 2.a, Operabil-ty of Reactor Coolant Pressure Instrument
Channels.

T.S. 3.5-1, Item 3.a, Operability of Reactor Building Isolation Pressure
Instrument Channels.

T.S. 3.7.1.a, Operability of ES Electrical Systems.

T.S. 3.7.1h. .., and d, Operability of Unit Electrical Systems.
T.S. 3.7.le, Operability of Emergency Diesel Generators.

T.S. 3.7.1f, Operability of Sta.ion Batteries and Chargers.

The inspector found no inadequacies in the above areas.



Reactor Crotection System Surveillance

The inspector reviewed the data sheets for SP 1203.4.1, Reactor Protection
System Surveillance, for tests performed during ay and June, 1976. he
purpose of this review was to verify that compliance with the Technical
Specification requirecents listed below was docuxzented >y proper comple-
tion and approval of the data sheets.

Item 5, Reactor Cocclant Pressure low pressure setting greater

T8, 2 3
1 ?sig.

2-1
thaa 09
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T.S. 4.1-1, Item 11, Monthly test of Reactor Ccclant Pressure Temperature
Comparator Instrument Chaanel.

The inspector found no inadequacies in the areas listed above.

Reactor Building Pressure Setpoints

The inspec:zor reviewed the data sheets for SP 1303-4.13. Reactor Building
Emergency Cooling and Isolation System Analog Channels serformed May 20,
1976 and June 7, 1976. The purpose of this review was to verify that
compliance with the Technical Specification requireczer:s listed below

was documented by proper completion and approval of th- data sheet.

T.S. 2.3-1, Item 8, Reactor Building Pressure Trip Cha 1el setpoint
less than or equal to 4 psig.

T.S5. 3.5.3.1, Reactor Building Pressure Channel Setpcinot for Actuation
of RB Cooling and Isolation less than or equal to 4 psig,

Th. inspecior found no inadequacies in the areas listed above.

Power Range Channel Calibration

The inspector reviecwed SP 1302-2.1, Power Imbalance Calibration, Revisicn
4, September 6, 1975 ana 77N 76-219, which modifies SP 1302-2.1. The
purpcse section of this procedure states in par:t, "To wverily that power
izbalance calibration is in compliance with the requiraments of T.S. 4.l-l,
Item 4." The inspector also reviewed RP 1550-04, Power Imbalance Detectoer
Correlation Test and the results of this procedure which was performed

at 75% power during the initial power escalation following the relfueling
outage of February - May, 1976. The results of RP 1550-04 were usec to
determine the racio of the core imbalance measured dy the incore detectors
to the out-of-core power rangs channel detectors. This ratio was incor=
porazed into SP 1303-4.13 by TCN 76-219. In additionm, the inspector
veviewed the results of SP 1302-2.1 performed May 28, 1976, June 1, 1976,

“o
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and June 13, 1976 to satisfy the requirements of T.S. 4.'~1, Item 4
to perform a monthly calibration of the power range channel imbalance.

The inspector found no inadequacies in this arza.

Reactor Buildiag Soray Channels

Technical Specification 4.1-1, Item 21 requires calibration of the

Reactor Building Spray CThannels at a refueling cutage interval. The
inspector reviewed SP 1302-5.11, Revision 2, September 3, 1975, Reactor
Building Spray Channel Calibration and the completed data sheets for

this procedure performed December 18, 1975. The licensee stated that

SP 1302-5.11 was performed prior to the February, 1976 refueling outage

to satisfy the requirements of T.S. 4.l-l, Item 2l and to conicrm to

the, "not to exceed 27 month requirement” of T.S. 1.2.8. The performance
of the surveillance test prior to the refueling outage had been previcusly

inspected (refer to Inspection Report 75-11, Details, 4).
The inspector found no adequacies in this area.

Sazpling of Spcent Fuel Pool Water

The inspector reviewed SP 1301-5.7, Revision O, Octcber 18, 1973, Spent
Fuel Pool Surveillance Prucedure and the completed data sheets for this
procedure perforzed monthly in April, May and June of 1976. The data
sheets indicatad that the Spent Fuel Pool Water boren concentration
was greater than 2000 ppm during this peried. T.S. 4,1-3, Item 4
requires that the concentration be maintained greater than 1800 ppm.
The inspector found no inadequacies in this area.

Pressurizer Code Safety Valves Setpoint

The inspector reviewed SP 1303-11.2, Pressurizer Cocde Safety Valves
Setpoiat Verification which provides :wo methods to verify the set
pressures. The procedur’e provides instructicns and documentation
for checking set pressure with the valve in place or using iitrogen
pressure with the vaive on a bench stand. The iaspector reviewed
data sheets of SP 1303-11.2 for the bench stand tests performed on
valve RC-RV-13 (April 12, 1976) and valve RC-RV-1A (April 25, 1976).

The set pressures were within cne percent of 2435 psig, the value
given in the bases for T.S. 2.2. The inspector found no inadequacies
in this area.

\ !
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10.

13.

Oserabilitys of Steam Generators

Technical Specification 3.1.1.2 requires that at least one steas
generator be operable whez the reactor csolaut system lemperature
exceeded 250°F. The iaspector verified that the following documenta-
tion indicated that this requirement was satisfied in April, May and
June of 1976.

& OP 1102-1, Plant Heatup, Step 37, May 18, 1876.

b. Shift Foreman's Log (April-June, 1976).

c. SP 1301-1, Shift and Daily Check (April-Jume, 1976).

The inspector found no inadequacies in this area.

Heatup Rate Limitation

The inspector reviewed the recorder charts of the Reactor Coolant
System temperature and pressure recorded during the plant heatup
following the refueling outage. The plant heatup occurred from
May 18, 1976 to May 21, 1976. The inspector compared this data
against the limitations specified in T.S. Sl 2.0, 3:1:2.3; 3.0.4.6
and Figure 3.1-1.

The inspector found no inadequacies in this area.

Tecperature Linit for Criticality

Technical Specification 3.1.3.2 requires that the reacter coolant
temperature be greater than 525°F whenever the reactor is made
eritical. The inspector reviewed the completed Precritical Checklists
for the eight reactor startups which occurred between July 1. 1975
and June 30, 1976, The review of the documentation incicated that

the Reactor Coolant Svstem temperature exceeded 525°F each time the
rezctor was brough: sritical. The inspector found no inadequacies

in this area.

Limits oa Oxvgen in Reactor Coolant Svstem

The inspector reviewed the data sheets for SP 1301-3 which documented
the results of reactor coolant analyses conducted during April, May
and June of 1976. The data indicated that the oxygen concentration
éid not exceed 0.03 ppm during reactor operatioms.

Technical Specification 3.1.5.1 specifies a limit of 0.1 pom during
reactor operations. The inspector found no inadequacies in this area.

O
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14.

15.

16.

17.

Reactor Coolant Leakage

The inspec:zor reviewed the Shift Foreman's lLog and the data sheets of

SP 1303-1.1, RC System Leak Rate Evaluation. The purpose of this review
was to verifv that the documentation iadicated compliance with leak rate
limizations of T.S. 3.1.6.3 (Yo leakage through a strength boundary) and
T.S5. 3.1.6.8 (Recover-ble leakage greater than 30 ppm).

The inspeczor fouad no inadequacies in this area.

Startuz ! .e Control Rod Hold

Technical Specification 3.1.9.2 requires that the Startup Rate Control
Rod Hold be operable during low power physics tests. The inspector
verified that, prior to the performance of RP 1350-02, Zero Power
Physics, on May 24, 1976 the following tests were performed demonstating
the operability of the Startup Rate Control Rod Hold of the svurce range
ané interradiate range nuclear iastrumentation.

a. SP 1303-7.2, Source Range Channel.

b. S§P 1303 7.1, Intermediate Range Channel.

The inspector also reviewed Jocumentation relating to Section 6.5.7 of
SP 1303-7.2 and Section 6.7.7 of SP 1303-7.1. This documentation
indicated the Startup Rate Control Rod Fold feature of the source and
intermediate range channels was operable. The inspector found no inade-

quacies in this area.

Channel Bvpass Key

Technical Specification 3.5.1.2 requires that only one channel bysass key
be available. The inspector reviewed the Key Log and inspected tne key
locker. This review and inspection indicated only one channel bypass key
(key No. 13) was available. The inspector found no inadequacies in this
araa.

Power Cutofi Level

Technical Specification 3.5.2.5.c requires that the xenon reactivity be
withiz 10% of equilibrium and asymptotically approaching stabilicy before
increasing power above the "cutoff level” defined by Figures 3.5-2A and
3.5-28. The inspector reviewed OP 1102-2, Revisicn 14, May 22, 1976,
Plant Startup, which provides instructions and documentation to the

. \v)q
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operation personnel for plant startup and power escalation to rated
power. Section 2.3.2, Step 32, Parz (10) of this procedure requires
that, prior to exceeding 807 power, a plot of reactivity be made to
deter=ize cozpliance with T.S. 3.5.2.5.c and that the Control Room
Operator or Shift Foreman iritisl this step indicating the require-
=ents of T.S. 3.5.2.5.c are satisfied before exceeding the "cutoff
level."”

The imsjector reviewed the records of OP 1102-2 completed for the

eight plant startups which occurred between July, 1975 through June, 1976
and verified that Sectiom 2.3.2, Step 32, Part (l0) was properly initialed
indicating compiiance with the requirement of T.S. 3.5.2.5.c. The
inspector had the following commeats on this area.

a. Maintenance of Reactivicy Plots

The reactivity plots developed in accordance with OP i102-2,

Section 2.3.2, Step 32, Part (10) are not raquired to be maintained.
The inspector expressed concern that, since these plots aras used

to determine that the requirements of T.S. 3.5.2.5.c are satisfied
prior to exceeding the power "cutoff level," they should be required
to be maintained at the site. The licensee stated thac 0P 1102-2
would be revised to include this regquirement. 7This item is unre-
solved pending compietion of the revision to OP 1102-2.

b. Holdicg Times

The iaspector noted that OP 1102-2, Section 2.3.2, Step 32, Part
(11) referenced a Figure 9 which had been deleted. The licensee
stated this figure was no longer required and was applicable only
to the previous fuel cycle, and that OP 1102-2 would be revised to
delete the refcrence to Figure 9 and holding times. This itea is
unresolved pending completion of the revision to OP 1102-2.

The inspector had no further questions concerning this area.

verification of Core Power Distribution

Techrical Specification 3.5.2.7 requires that the core power distribution
be recorded every ten days during power operation. The inspector reviewac
SP 1201-9.3, Revision 0, February 1, 1974, Core Power Distribution, which
provides the instruction and docuzentation for compliance with T.S. 3.53.2.
S? 1201-9.8 (Including TCN-221) requires obtaining computer primtout of
the following:

\“\3
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a. Core Thermal Heat Balance.
b. Three Dizmensional Power Map.
¢. Individual Fuel Assembly Power (MW).

d. Ratio nf Fuel Assembly Power to Average Assembly Power (Radial
Pewer Factor).

The analysis of the data includes cozpar .son of Radial Power Factor

to predicted values, determination of maximum heat generation rate and
cozpariscn of heat generation rates to Technical Specification limits.
The inspector reviewed the data sheets for SP 1301-9.8 performed since
completicn of the refueling outage. The inspector found no inadequacies
in this area.

Pressure Icjection Actuation Setpoints

The inspector reviewed SP 1303-4.11, Revision 10, June 17, 1976, High
and Low Pressure Injection-Acalog Channels and the completed data sheets
tor this procedure performed May 9, 1976 and Jume 4, 1576. ' he purpose
¢f this review was to verify that the actuaticn setpoints were greacter
than 1500 psig and 500 psig as required by T.S. 3.5.3.1. The inspecter
determined that setpoint were within the range specified by the proce-
dure, ie., 1540 to 1550 psig and 540 to 550 psig. The inspector found
no inadequacies in this area.

Containment Integritv Requirements

Technical Specification 3.6.3 requires containment integrity to exist
prior to rod movement or boron dilution which might reduce shutdown
margin to less than 1% Dk/k. The inspector reviewed OP 1102-1, Plant
Heatup to 325°F and OP 1101-3, Containment, to determine that the
requirements of T.S. 3.6.3 were contained in these procedures. The
inspector also reviewed the documentation for 1101-3 completed Mav 17,
1976 which incdicated that containment integrity was established prior

to taking Reactor Coolant temperature and pressure above 300 psig and
200°F, or prior to any rod withdrawal or any borom dilution. The inspec-
tor found no inadequacies in this area.

Reactor Building Purge Svstem

Technical Specification 3.8.9 requires that the Reactor Building Purge
System, including the radiation monitors which actuate purge isolation,
be tested and verified to be operable within one week prior to refueling
operations. The inspector reviewed the following plant procedures
relating to this requirement.

A6
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a. RP 1505-1, Core Assezbly.

b. RP 1505-2, Defueling.

¢. SP 1303-10.1, Reactor Building Purge System Surveillance Test.

d. SP 1303-4.15, Radiation Moniter Monthly Surveillance Tests.

The inspector also reviewsd the documentaticz for perfcrmance of the
above procedures during the refueling outage of February 21, 1976 to
May 27, 1976. Based on tais review the inspector datermined that the
surveillancze records for SP 1303-10.1 and SP 1303=4.15 and the siznoiis
of Itens 13 in RP 1505-1 and Item 15 of RP 1505-2 indicated compliance
with T.S. 3.8.9 prior to initiation of core defueling on March 3, 1¥76
and core assembly om April 24, 1976. The inspector expressed concern

that the specific surveillance procedure which was derformed was not
listed in 2P 15051, Item 13 and RP 1503-2, Item 15.

The inspector also noted that SP 1303-10.1 did not require specific
documentation for return of the radiation =cnitor setpoint to the

nornal level. The licensee acknowledged the above comments and stated
appropriate revisions would be made to RP 1505-1, RP 1505-2 and SP
1303-10.1. This item is unresclved pending ccapletion of those revisions.

Followup Peview of Refueling and Containment Leak Rate Procedure

The inspector reviewed the status of procedures discussed in Inspecticn
Report 76-06, Details 2 and 8, to verify that any changes zade to
procedures in the period March 19 to June 30, 1976 were made and
reviewed and approved in accordance with T.S. 6.8.1.

The inspector also reviewed the docuzent control forms and verified

the procedure aaintaia in the control room and docuzent files were

the latest revisions. Procedures reviewed follow.

& R® 1505-1, Revision 0, February 22, 1976, Core Assembly.

b. R® 1501-2, Revision 1, April 19, 1976, Core Defueling.

Ce S§? 1303-6.1, Revision 2, January 16, 1976, Reactor Building ILRT.

d. S? 1303-11.18, Revision 6, January 26, 1976, Building Local
Leak Rate Testing.

e. §? 1303-11.23, Revision 0, January 26, 1976, Fiuid Block Syste=.
g SP 1303-11.24, Revision 0, Local Leakage Penetration Pressurization.

The inspector found no inadequacies in this area. ‘\kbl’
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23.

¥apdling, Storage and Shizpingz Reguirements

The iaspector reviewed the following Purchase Order files to verify

that ccapletion of the Receiving Checklist/Iaspection Report, GPF
4003,002 indicated compliance with the requirements of FSAR Appendix

1A, Cperaticnal Quality Assurance Plan, Section 12, Contrel of Purchased
Material, Zquipment and Services.

a. ?.0, 18329, Pump 2earings for WO Pumps, March 10, 1976.

b. ?.0. 10809, Seals, Etc. for Reactor Building, lovember 18, 1975.
Ceo P?.0. 20080, Vent Valve Parts, December 3, 1973.

d. P.0. 20828, CRD Miscellaneous Parts, March 15, 1976.

e. ?2.0. 13715, Main Steam Isolation Valve Jog Switch, May 35 1973,

The iaspector found no inadequacies in this area.

Prcventive Maintenance

-~

T5AR Appendix la, Section 8.2 requires that procedures Dde prepared,
reviewed and approved for comtrol of station maintenance. To verify
that such procedures were available and in use the inspector reviewed
the plant procedures and documentation records listed below.

a. A2 1021, Document Coatrol.

b. A? 101€, Izplementation and Control of Station Maintenance and
Modification.

c. Work Request 13222, Preventive Maintenance completed June 29,
1976 in Radiatioa oaitors.

é&. Work Request 15865, Lubrication completed June 29, 1876 on
Control 3uilding Chilled Water System Compressor AH=-C-4A.

e. [E-2, Procedure used to "megger'™ Decay Heat Water Pump Motors.

2ased on review of the abc- - . zems and subsequent discussions with
coznizant licensee personnel the iaspector had the following findings.
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a. Preventive Maintenance Schedules

Preventive maintenance schedules are required to be developed
quarterly by Section 5.3.2 of AP 1016. Centrary to this require-
ment the schedules were not developed for the first and second
quarter of 1976. Failure to follow the requirements of AP 10Ol6
is contrary to T.S. 6.8.1 which requires the implementation of
approved procedures. This Deficiency was identified im G.D.
Audit 76=-09, performed by licensee quality control perscnnel
during the period June 14-21, 1976.

Tha licensee's actions to correct this Item of Noncompliance

and to prevent its recurrerce were in progress comsistent with

the requirements of the 00A Plan. lNo inadequacies were identified
with corrective action, and no response to this item is required. .

b. Preventive Maintenance = Lubrication

The liceansee stated that the present lubrication program
performed was nct coatrolled by AP 1016. Inspector review of
this area indicated that the lubrication was scheduled by a
maintenance eangincer. The fnuipector selected seven items for
which the caogincer hada .equest iubrication work be performed in
May and June to determina the status of this work. Of the seven
items, one had been completed, five were awaiting completion of
writing the procedure prior to the work request being assigned,
and one item had not had the work request initiated. The inspec-
tor expressed concern that the present lubrication control schexe
was not effective because there was no "loop closing” in that the
engineer who requested the work did follow up to verify completion
in a timely manaer.

further the inspector questioned the practice of neot including

the control of lubrication under AP 1016. FSAR Appendix lA,
Section 8.2 specifically defines lubrication as preventive mainten=
ance. The licensee stated that this ar2a would be reviewed. This i
item is unresolved.

System Modifications

The inspector selected tem station design changes made during May and
June of 1976. The inspector verified, by review of the completed work
request packages for this item, that the documentation indicated that =
the changes were inspected and tested in accordance with the Generation
Engineering approved procedures. The documentation also indicated the
test results were within the prescribed acceptance criteria. The inspec~
tor found no inadequacies in this area.

A
W3



25.

o 1§ -

Follow=-Up Review of Facilicy Procedures

1 T
I

The inspector reviewed the status of facility procedures discussed in

NRC Inspection Qeport 76~11, Details, 4-16, to verify that any charnges
made t procedures in the period May 7 = June 31, 1976, including tempor-
ary changes, werc made and reviewed and approved in accordance with
Technical Specificaticns and the licensees adzinistrative procedures.

The inspector also reviewed control room copies of the procedures which
had been changed to verify that they were the most receat revision. The
following revised procedures were reviewed.

{
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a. 1102-1, Plant Heatup to 523°F, Revision 16, June 1, 1976.

b. 1102-2, Plant Startup, Revision 15, June 1, :976.

(- 1102-4, Power Operaticn, Revision 13, May 22, 1976.

d. 1103-2, feactor Coolant Fill and Veat, :evision 13, May 10, 1976.
e. 1302-3.1, R.M.S. Quarterly Calibration, Revisien 15, June 4, 1976.
Es 1202-31, Fire Emergency Procedure, Revision 2, June 1, 1976.

Based on this review, no inadequacies were noted.

Status of Manual Containment Isolation Valves

The inspector reviewed the valve checklist from Procedure 1101=3, Contain-
ment Integrity and Access Limits. It indicated that a valve lineup of
manual containrent isolation valves was completec satisfactorily on

May 17, 1976 near the end of the refueling outage. The checklist was
properly revicwed by a shift supervisor.

The inspector had no further questions ia this area.

Previcuslv Unresclived Items

ae Check Off Lists

Reference: Report 50-289/76-11, Details, 17.b

The reference report identified several instances in which vaive
check lists and startup check lists were filled out and signed
by the same individual without review and approval by another
individual. The inspector reviewed the most recent checklists
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for the procedures identified in NRC Report 76-ll, Details, 17.b
and noted that those checklists completed since that inspection
have been re' .ewed by a licensed operator.

This item is resolved.

Source Pange Operability

Reference: a. Report 50-289/76-03, Details, 2.b.
B. Report 50-289/76=-12, Details, l2.a.

The inspector reviewed SP 1303-7.2, Revision 3, May 27, 1976 and
verified that Item 6.2.2 had been expanded to include dccumenta=-
tion of recalibration data. This item is resolved.

Nuclear Overpower Trip Setting

Reference: a. Report 50-289/76-03, Details, 4.b.
b. Report 50-289/76-12, Details, 12.%.

The inspector revicwed OP 1102-11, Pevisica 11, June 23, 1976 and
OP 1102-1, Revision 16, June 15, 1976 and determined that thu
procedures required resetting of the overpcwer trip setting during
plant heatup and cooldown per 0P 1105-2, Appendix I.

The inspector reviewed OP 1105-2, Revision 5, June 27, 1976 and
verified tha: Appendix I of that procedure provides instructions
and docuzentation for this activity. This item is resolved.

Emergency Diesel Generator Monthly Test

Reference: 2. Report 50-289/76-09, Details, l0.
b. Report 50-289/76-12, Details, 12.f.

The inspector reviewed the data sheet for SP 1303-4.16, Revisian 10,
June 10, 1976 and verified that changes made to this data sheet
indicate revised temperature limits. This item is resolved.

OP 1102-2, Plant Startup

Reference: Report 50-289, Details, 7.

The inspector reviewed Enclcsure No. 1 to OP 1102-2, Revision 13.
June 17, 1976 and verified that appropriate cerrecticas had been
made to Page 39. This item is resolved.
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Temporarv Change Notices (TClis)

Reference: a. Report 50-289/76-06, Details, 3.

The inspector reviewed several TCNs during the course of this
inspection. The inspector was able to trace the changes in the
procedure to TCNs which were attached to the procedure in all
cases. This item is resolved.

Corporate Technical Suoport Staff Review

Reference: a. Report 50-289/76-09, Details, 17.
b. Report 50-289/76-12, Details, 12.g.

The inspector deterzined by review of memoranda from the Manager,
Generation Enginecering, to the Unit No. | Superintendent that {or
PCRs implemented during January and February of 1976 PCRs

75524, 75-4%6, 75-«68, 75-457, 75-493, 75-543, 75-538, 75-480,
75-492, 76-018, 76-098, 76-129, 76-065, 76-104 and 76-105 have
nut been reviewed by the CTSS as required by T.S. 6.5.2.A.2.a.
This item remains unresolved.
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