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SUMMARY

Areas Inspected

This routine unannounced inspection involved 75 inspector-hours on site in the
areas of preoperational test results review, preoperational test performance
observation, open item review, 50.55(e) review, plant tour, and independent
inspection effort.

Results

Of the six areas inspected, no apparent violations or deviations were identified
in five areas, one appr. rent violation was found in one area (Failure to follow
procedure - paragraph 9).
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DETAILS

1. Persons Contacted

Licensee Employees

*0. S. Bradham, Station fianager
*J. G. Connelly, Assistant Station Manager
*S. Smith, Maintenance Supervisor
*B. G. Croley, Technical Support Supervisor
*C. Ligon, Administrative Supervisor
*K. Woodward, Assistant Operations Supervisor
*A. A. Smith, Director Surveillance Systems

.

*A. R. Koon, Technical Services Coordinator

Other licensee employees contacted included technicians, operators,
mechanics and office personnel.

Other Organizations

C. Bowman, Westinghouse Startup Supervisor
L. Earl, Westinghouse Systems Test Supervisor

2. Exit Interview

The inspection scope and findings were summarized on July 2,1981, with
those persons indicated in Paragraph 1 above. The inspector also attended
the exit interview of the Emergency Preparedness Appraisal Team on June 17,
1981 and D. Hall on June 26, 1981.

3. Licensee Action on Previous Inspection Findings

Not inspected.

4. Unresolved Items

Unresolved items were not identified during this inspection.

5. Preoperational Test Procedure Results Review

The inspector reviewed the results of the following preoperational tests:

CS-7 Buric Acid Transfer
ES01E20 480 Volt MCC Interlock Phasing Test
ES01E19 480 Volt ESF Motor Control Center Test
ES01E17 480 Volt ESF Bus Test
ES01E21 Unit Auxiliary, Emergency Auxiliary and ESF Transfer

Test
SS-1 Nuclear Sampling
MS-2 Steam Dump Test During Actual Operating Conditions
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AH-P8 Controlled Access Ventilation
AH-P10 Relay Room Ventilation
DG-2 Diesel Fuel Oil Transfer Test (A)
DG-3 Diesel Fuel Oil Transfer Test (B)

The tests were reviewed for technical adequacy, compliance with Regulatory
Guides 1.68 and 1.79, compliance with the V. C. Sumer Startup Manual as
well as commitments made in the FSAR.

Findings were acceptable with the following exceptions:

a. CS-7

A portion of CS-7 locked valves 8340 A & B in a throttled position so
as to develop 105 psig across the Boric Acid Transfer Pumps. The
inspector found the valves unlocked and the position of the valves
could not be verified to be the same as that set in the test. That
portion of this test will have to be run over again. Until the results
of the repeated test are reviewed, this test will remain open
(81-14-06).

b. ES01E21

Although all tracking documents indicated that this test was completed,
the Official Test Copy was never signed off. A copy of the completed
test was reviewed by all required personnel but the Official Test Copy
was never signed. Also, a temporary gauga was used to take data during
the test bat the gauge was never identified in the test by identi-
fication number, manufacturer, er any other means. The test did
document the fact that the gauge had a calibration check performed
before and after the test. This item will remain open (81-14-07) until
the Official Test Copy is signed and the gauge is identified.

6. Preoperational Test Observation

The inspector observed portions of the following preoperational tests:

SG-4 Safeguards Test Without Blackout
SG-6 Containment Isolation
SG-11 Integrated Safeguards Testing after Diesel Generator 24-Hour

Run

The tests were observed to ensure they were being performed in accordance
with procedures and to independently verify the acceptability of the
resul ts. For the tests SG-4 and SG-6, the inspector independently verified
the positions of dampers, valves and breakers before the test and after tha
safeguards signal was initiated. Findings were acceptable. For test SG-11,
Diesel Generator 'A' was given an emergency start signal in order to load
the diesel with the sequencer after the diesel had been run for 24 hours.
The inspector observed the diesel shut down on low lube oil pressu m during
the load sequence. The licensee determined that dirty lube oil strainers
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contributed to the low lube oil pressure. The test was rerun with the
strainers cleaned and the diesel operated properly. Lube oil samples were
taken and the licensee is investigating the low lube oil pressure shutdown.
Until the investigation results have been reviewed, this item will remain
open (81-14-08).

7. Open Item Review

The inspector reviewed the following open items:

a. (Clo::ed) 81-07-03 - This item dealt with the fact that the setpoints
for degraded voltage differed in the Technical Specifications and
Safety Evaluation Report (SER). The inspector reviewed the basis for
the statements in both the SER and the Technical Specifications. The
Technical Specifications appear to be correct and will be the document
the surveillance tests are written to.

b. (Closed) 81-41-01 - This iten dealt with two General Operating
Procedures (GOP) not adequately addressing the definition of Mode 6 in
the Technical Specifications. G0P 10 and 11 have been revised to
adequately address this concern.

c. (Closed) 80-41-02 - This item dealt with the fact that G0P-10 did not
require one source range detector be audible in the control room. The
procedure has been revised to include this requirement.

d. (Closed) 80-41-03 - This item dealt with the fact that E0P-7 did not
reference a procedure to align the RWST to the Refueling Cavity via the
Spent Fuel Cooling System. E0P-7 nas been revised to reference a
procedure to perform this alignment.

e. (Closed) 80-40-02 - This item dealt with the possibility of the
Emergency Feedwater Pumps reaching runout prior to the high flow
closure of the control valves. The inspector discussed this'poss-
ibility with licensee personnel who evaluated this possibility with
personnel from Gilbert Associates. The physical layout of the
emergency feedwater piping and the size of the piping will prevent a
single pump from eaching runout conditions prior to control valve
closure.

8. 50.55(e)/Part 21 Report Review

(80-14-01)(0 pen) Defective droop lever spring. This item wae. initially
reported on May 19, 1981. In a followup letter dated June 18, 1981, the
licensee identified two droop lever springs installed in governor units for
the diesel generators. The hazard described is in the event the spring
breaks. the governors go to the minimum fuel position causing a shutdown of
the diesel generator units.

(80-14-02)(0 pen) Volume Control Tank Level Transmitter. This item was
reported on June 9, 1981. In a letter dated Junc 23, 1981, the licensee

<



e
-

, ..

4

identified a volume control tank level transmitter, whose failure could
cause loss of suction and charging pump damage. A final report will be
written when corrective action has been determined.

(80-14-03)(0 pen) Broken mounting brackets on safety-related transformer. On

flay 28, 1981, the licensee reported a potential significant deficiency
concerning broken mounting brackets. Detailed information will be provided
in a future written report.

(80-14-04)(0 pen) Broken interrupter switch. On fiay 28, 1981, the licensee
reported a potential significant deficiency concerning a broken interrepter
switch. Detailed information will be provided in a future written report.

9. Plant Tours

The inspector toured the plant at various times to observe construction
activities, housekeeping, maintenance, equipment preservation and log books.
Findings were acceptable with the following exceptions:

a. During a tour of the plant on June 16, 1981, the inspector noticed that
a Danger Tag labeled for the breaker for valve 88018 was hung on the
breaker for valve 8801A. Administrative Procedure ( AP) 204.1, " Safety
Tagging" requires that safety tags be attached to the equipment, valve,
switch or device named on the tag.

Upon further investigation, the inspector found that the Tag Sheet
indicated that this tag was signed off as being removed and destroyed.
AP 204.1 states that when the danger tags are removed they are to be
verified by the Tagging Authority to ensure all the tags are present
and then destroyed.

The Tag Sheet (6421) listing the above mentioned tag, had, among other,
two tags list i for the breakers for valves 8801A and 88018. Tag
number 25615 cas for the breaker for valve 8801A. This breaker is
located in motor control center (MCC) 1DA2Y, Unit 7EH. The tag sheet
properly indicated this. Tag number 25617 was for the breaker-for
valve 8801B. This breaker is located in MCC IDB2Y, Unit 15EH.
However, the Tag Sheet indicated this breaker was located in MLC 1DA2Y,
Unit 15EH. The inspector found Tag Number 25617 on the breaker for
valve fi8018. Because of the error on the Tag Out Sheet and the tag
itself, a great deal of confusion resulted in the hanging of one tag
with the result being the tag improperly hung.

After the tag was hung, the person (s) requesting the tanout are
responsible for personally verifying the placement of u1e tags and
controlling the back of the tags. This was never done. -

When the time came to remove the tag, confusion existed again due to
the improper hanging of the tag. The result was that the Tag Sheet was
signed indicating the tag was removed even though the tag was still
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hung. The above items are considered a failure to follow AP204.1 and
in violation of 10 CFR 50, Appendix B, Criterion V. (81-14-05)

10. Independent Inspection Effort

The inspector attended portions of the ASLB hearing for an operating license
for the V. C. Summer Nuclear Station in Columbia, SC during the period
June 22-30, 1981.
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