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SUMMARY

Inspection on June 25-26 - July 6-10, and July 13-17, 1981

Areas Inspected

This routine unannounced inspection involved 59 inspector-hours on site in the
areas of nonroutine event review, operatisnal staffing and comparison of as buiit
plant systems to FSAR requirements.

Results

Of the three areas inspected, no violations or deviations were identified.






5.

“onroutine Event Review

Thic e¢rea was reviewed to verify that responsibilities have beer, assigned
for the review of nonroutiie events, that reporting of these events
internally and to the NRC have been established. In addition the inspector
reviewed procedure to ensure that methods have been established which
provides for corrective action to be *aken and the completion of the
corrective actions. The inspector review the below listed procedure which
implements the reporting and the handling of nonroutine events.

01-5-06-8, Plant Staff Handling of Plant Licensing Activities
01-5-06-9, Plant Reporting Requirements to Outside Agencies
01-5-06-5, Reportable Events

01-5-01-5, Reportable Occurrences

Within the area: inspected no violations or deviations were identified.
Operational Staffing

This area was reviewed to ascertain that operating staff positions are
filled and thet staff qualifications meet the requirements of ANSI
18.1-1971, and ANSI 3.1-1979. Tne licensee has committed to these standard
as noted in the FSAR and the QA Topical Report. The inspected reviewed the
qualification o* the Reactor Engineer, I&C Superintendent, Technicians,
Electricians, QA Supervisor QA auditors, QC inspectors and unlicensed
Operators.

Within the areas inspected no violations or deviation were ‘dent’.’ed.
Comparison of As-Built Plant to FSAR Description

The inspector reviewad the as-built plant configuration to ensure conformity
to comaitments contained in the FSAR concerning the High Pressure Core Spray
System. The inspector verified mechanical and fluid system physical
installations to check agreement with the FSAR P&ID's. It was noted that
current FSAR changes for the High Pressure Core Spray System stop at
revision 9 (Fig. 6.3.1 in FSAR). The as-built drawings are current through
revision 15. ?MIOBG/IS). The inspector attempted to review the design
changes made to the High Pressurc Core Spray System as required by 10 CFR
Part 50 Appendix B Criterion III. No review records were available on site
although the inspector was told that the necessary documentation on system
design changes were maintained at the Bechtel vendor offices in Maryland.
Changes have not currently been submitted tu NRR by the licensee to update
the FSAR. 10 CFR 50.55(d) requires, in part, that "At or about the time of
completion of the construction... of the facility, the applicant will file
any additional information needed to bering the original application for
license up to date..." This item will remain an unresolved item.
(416/81-25-01)

A review of the control and 13gic instrumention by the inspector revealed
that table 7.3.-2 of the FSAR on High Pressure Core Spray System, Instrument



Specifications, lists a spe.ification for a turbine and discussion
referenced in note 3. The inspector was unable to locate a turbine
associated with the High P-essure Core Spray System and was told by the
plant staff trit this was an apparent crror in the FSAR. This will be an
open item (416/81-25-02).

The inspector checked the P&ID's for operational usage and noted that all
plant P&ID's are generic in one area; all test connections and
gage/instrument root valves less than 2 inch are not shown on the P&ID's.
The shift supervisors and plant staff interviewed cxpressed concern over the
uncertainty involved in tagging out systems. A computer printout valve sort
index is available to the shift supervisors which lists all plant sy.tems
and their valves, however no one print is available that lists all of a
system's valves, Layout drawings do exist in the engineering section (FSK,
J,) which lists all of a system's valves; however, these drawings are not
currently used for pre-operational purposes. This item will remain an
inspector followup item. (416/81-25-03).



