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SUMMARY OF FINPINGS

Il

II.

III.

Iv.

VI.

VII.

Enforcement Mitters

A. Violations
None

B. Safety Ttems

None

Licensce Action on Previously Identified Enforcement Mattars

Not app'icable.
New Unrc “"wve! Iteme

73-10/1 Precre . ational Envirorzental !onitoring Preoram

—_—

The preoperations environmental monitoring program, as
implemented, doe:s .ot appesr to meet the intent of the
program descripti i in Section 2.6 of *he FSAR. (Details il,
paragraph 2)

Status of Previocusly Identified lUnr:solved Items

Not applicable.

Unusual Occr ‘rences

None

Other Signiicant Findines

None

Management Intervies

A management intervie.; was held at the conclusion of the inspection
October 12, 1973, The following persons attended:

"lo: 'd  Power Corpnration (FPC)

Gen ration Comstruction ‘enartment

H. L. Bennett - Director, Ceneration Construction
J. C. Hobbs, Jr. - Supcrintendent. Mechanical and Electrical Systcms
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Generation Engincering Department

J., C
P. G. Davis - Monager, Power Testing
B. E. Holmes - Engincer, Generation Environmental and Regulatory Affairs
R. W. Slater - Site Quality Ingineecr

Pro’uction Department

J. Alberdi - Nuclear Plant Superintendent
G. P. Beatty - Production Staff Engineer
D. W. West - Chemistry und Radiatio.. Protection Engineer

Gilbert Associates Incorporated (CAI)

J. D. Green - Testing QA Coordinator

Universicvy of Florida (rﬁl

J. C. locht s - Project Maruger, Radiologicil Surveillance

A. Freonerational Te:t Progrzm
e

The inspector discussea his finiing- on this item. Details are
given in Deta’’s I, paragraph 4, The licensse commitments
discussed in t e referenced paragraph werc reaffirmed.

B. Test Procedure ommepts

The general comments on te-t -~rocedures ~iven in Details 48
paragraph 5, were discusscd. DManagemer pocitions were
reit -ated.

C. Prcorerational Eanvironmental lonitoring Program

The results of the inspection in this area were discussed.
Details are given in Details II, pavigraph 2. The unresolived
item in Section III of this report summary was discussed with
a licensee representative via telephone October 16, 1973, who
stated that FPC would revise the FSAR to reflect . program
as impl. nented.
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M. S. Kidd, Reactor Inspector DAL
Facilities Test and Startup Branch

Dates of TInspection: October 10-12, 1973
v ug f ,
Review.d by: ‘ : . o f

C. E. Murphy, Chief . Datce
Facilitics Test and Startup Branch

Personnel Contacted

Florida Power Corporation (FPC)

H. L. Bennett = Director, Generation Construction
P. G. Pavis - Manager, Pouer Testin

R. W. Slater - Site Quality Engineer

E. E. “roats - Minager, Site Surveillance

J. Alburdi - Nuclear Plant Superintendent

W. P. Stewart - Assistant Plant Superintendent

Gilbert Associctes, Incor-sorated (GA7)

J. Green - Testing QA Cceordinator

Porsonnel Chances

R. W. Slater, previously assigned as an engineecr II, electrical, in
the site quality assurance (QA) group, has replaced %. E. Pedrick as
site quality enginecer. Slater joined FPC in June of 1973 after
approximately t.n vears of QA work in the aerospace industry.
Pedrick transferrc to the productic: department and is assisned

as compliance enginesr on the staff of the nuclear plant
superintendent.

QA Program For Testing

Gilbert Associates Incorporated (CAI' has been hired as an
indep - .dent QA contractor for the preoperational tect program.

The siaff will consist of two men initially, increasing to five or
more «s needed. GAT will perform formal preplanned udits of
testing activities as well as random insnections. FPC Generation
Quality and Standards personnzl will also audit and inspect, but
on a less frequent basis.
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Discussions with GAI personnel revealed that procedures and
checklists needed for audits and inspections were being developed
and ‘hould b+ ready for use in the ncar future.

The insp ‘tor was also informed that the FPC QA manual was being
complete!y revised and that approximately thirty implementing
procedures fr the ¢ erational OA program were being written,
The manual slhiould be revised within threce months.

Revict of tla Precrerational Test Program

The organization and administrative controls for the preopcrational test
picgranm for Unit 3 was discussed with licensee personnel. Discussions
centered around Section 13 of th. Unit 3 Final Safetv Analysis

Report (FSAR) und the Test Program Guide (TPG) and covered

all facets of testing from development of test procedures to review

and a;; oval ¢f test results,

fhe FPC Manager, Power Testing, is directly responsible for the
test program., Three rover test sup rvisors report to him and
assist in the developi.ent and administration of the test program.

Test procedur s are being written by FPC engineering, test, and
operating parsonnel, Babecock and Wilcox (B&W), and GAL. All
procedures are written to a comnon format. Review and approval
of test procedures is described by Figure 13-3 of the TSAR. All
test procedures are grouped into threo classes as defined by
Section 13.2.5 of the FS/R, Class I being a test to d¢ onstrate
proper operation or physical integrity of a nuclear safety
related systcu. The inspector asked licensce personnal why
hydrostatic tests on safety systems were not Class I. A licensee
representative stated that they would be changed from Class II
to Class I. Class II includcs indirectly safety related tests,
while Class III tests are tliose on nen-safety related systeus.

The iuspector asked what documents defined controls over

equipment being released from construction for testing. He was
informed that a new appendix to the TPG enti led "Transition
Control Document" would cover itcms such as checking for completion
of comstruction, proper tagging, the turncver of QA documentation,
etc., Als the FPC safety clearance procedure provides certain
controls in this area.

The Manager, Power Testing, approves the reclease of test procedures
for field testir:. Testin will be accomplished using FPC test,
construction and .nerations perscennel under the supervision of the
powver test supervisors.
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Revisions to test procedures are discussed in Section 2.7.1 of the

TPG. The inspector asked if the definitions of minor and
major changes could be clarified. A licunsee representitive
stated that exc ples of these changes would be given., lMinor
revisions can Le maie¢c with the approval of the responsible
power test supervisor, whereas a major change requires the
same review and approval as the original procedure received.

Deficiencies found in procedures or cquipment during testing are
recorded on a test deficiency sheet which will be part of the
test puckage. Deficiencies are reviewed by the | st Vork ing
Group (1WG) and corrective actions, including retesting where
appreopriate, ace taken by this group.

Test instrument control is defined by Appendixz 2 of tlie TPG.
In discussi. g centrols over tewporary test devices such as
electrical and mechanical jumpers and bypasses, a licensece
representative stated that a detailed irplementing procedure
for control of temporary test devices weuld be written aad
included in the TPC as App :dix 5.

Review and approval of test results is discussed in Section 2.6
of the TPG and Fiju 13-4 of the F3AR. The inspector asked
what mechanism existud for reducing voluminous test data into
meaning "1l form for review. He t:s informed that this would be
accomplishad by the pewer test supervisor bafors review by the
TWC. The TPG will be revised to reflect this function.

The above comnmitments regarding renlassifcaticy of hydrostatic
tests, clarifying major and minor chonges to prucedures, and
development of a transition control document and a control
document for temporary test devices were reiterated during the
management interview,

Review of Test Proceduras

Four draft preoperational test procedures were reviewed and
reculting communts discussed with licensee perscnnel. The
procedures discussed were:

TP 170.10, "Diesel Generator Rooms 3A and 3B Ventilation Systeus
Functional Test"

TP 201.01, "Core Flooding Syst. m Hydrostatic Test"
TP 201.02, "Core Flood System Electrical Test"

T 201.03, "Core Flooding System Functional Test"

MDD MDIEINIAD
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Comme s on the first three procedures above were of the follcwing
naturc:

a. Spaces for initials and dates should be provided beside the
steps in the prerequisites section of each procedure.

Licensee pers: inel agpreed with the corment ard stated that
tpaces wo:1ld Le added and that all other procedures would
be checked to assure that all had such spaces.

b. Certain steps lack details in the i:structions given for
performing a given function. For example, step 7.7 of
TP 201.01 stotes that system instrumentation which will not
withstand the test pressure must he isolatel, but does not
define what instrumantation this is.

Licensee personnel werc in general agreerment tvith the
specific examples discussed and stated that details would
be added wheve a need is recognized.

In addition to the two general ccmments above, other comments
¥

. were given on TP 201.03 as follows:
a. The procedure provides an cption of usinaz temporary p ' ping to

demonstrate the fluw path from tlie core flood tan
™

e X o
rescter. Tl inspector questioned the desiral lity of using
temporary piping.

A licensee representative stated thuat this would lLe «tudiad.

b. The iden:ification numbers of the core flood tanks used
throughout the procedure appea. to be incorrect.

A licensee represcntative stated that these would be corrccted.

¢. The procedure does not check the actuation point of the tank
low pr ssure alarm. Also, it instructs the user to check the
point Ac which the low pressure alarm clears by reducin; tani
pressure,

A licensee represeitative stated that the procedure woull be
revised to correct these problems.
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W. W, Peery, ! Jiation Speclalist ‘Date

Radiclogical und Environmental
Protection Branch

Dates of Inspection: October 11-12, 1973

l s p
Review.d by: . > 7.5 .5~ .. ‘ /7

23 Ts Suthurlqnd;-ﬁﬂief, Radiclogical Date

an.' Environmental Protection Branch

‘viduals Contacted

Alberdi - Nuclear ?lant Superintandent

J. Uennett - Director, Generation Construction

P. Seatty = Prcd uc*xou Staff Engineer

E. Holmes - Engineer, Generation, Eavironmental and Regulatery Aff
W, West = Chemistry and Radiatlca Protection Engineer

C. Lochamy - Project Manager, Eavironmental Study Contract, Univers

:

of Flo ida

ological Environmental Monitorin~ Prozram

The licensee's pre-opcrational radiolorical envivsnmental monitor
prorram has been contracted to the University of orida, Depart:
of Livironmental En-ineering for th~ cn-sit r

program contracted to the State of “lorida artment of Health
Rehabilitative Services (Radiological and Occupationzl Health
Section’ under a grant arran; ment. Some overlep exists between
the two programs. The scope of this inzpection included an
examinatica and discussion with the licensce of the FSAD commit-
ments on the pre-operational eavironmertal monitoring progran,
examination of data and insprction of various on=-site and off-sit
monitoring stations.

It is implicit in the licensee's FSAR, Section 2.6, Site Eaviron-
mental Radiolegical Monitering Program, that the pre-operat:i- nal
environaental .onitoring program delineated therein vill be per-
formed u~ to operation of C*ystal River, Unit 3, after which the
¢ 2rational environmental monitoring program will be initfated.
In Florida Power Corporation's Environmental Status Repor., publi
April 1973, fourth quarte: 1972 and first quarter of 1973 it ir s
on Page # in the section covering the University of Florida pre-
cperatic il monitoring program that marine and marshland sanpling
completed in Octeober 1972, freshwater samnling completed in 1972

terrestrial com:leted in the sp-ing of 1973. The licensee's posit

is that tlhis was the inteut of the aar“ILr" program. It was poin

air
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out to liccioseec management that this intent dees not clea rly coincide

with that contained in the FSAR which does not speak to rb~ulvcio
any phase of tiie program prior to the start of reactor operation.
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On QOcto' 2r 16, 1773, this item was discussed with a licensee representa-~
tive who stated rthat the Flo:id Power Corporation (FPC) will revise
the FSAR to reflect the prograr as implemented.

The examination of data available at the site revealed a number of
omis: ons, conflicts and errors. Additicnal data brought to the
plant site by personnel from tlie FPC home office in St. Petersburg,
Florida and University of Florida perscunel from “ainesville, Florida
were examined and discussed with thesz personnel. The . 'a included
raw computer data and this along with refined data from the Florida
Department of Health and the University of Florid- appe: red to satis-
fy the basic data neerds for the pre-operational cnvironr =tal moni-
toring program. Licensee representatives noted the rema. ‘ng
omissions, conflicts or errors and stated that the omissicv..z and
errors will be corrected in a needed compl.te re-compilation of data
frcm the progra- and conflicts clarified in the revision to the FSAR
to be made by I C as stated in paragraph b. atove. larazement was
informed that the understandin; had been reached with licensee per-
sonnel tha:. the : nor crrors and omiesicas will be corrected and they
agreed. liinor coaflicts, other than thz one referred to in paragraph
b. above, were enumcrated and management agreed that these also vould
be included in the revision of the FSAR for clarification.

The inspection of sampling stations and equipment revealed them to
be as represented in the F3AR mnd in a stute of good order with
appavent sat. factory operation of equipnont.
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