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APPENDIX 3

U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION'

0FFICE OF INSPECTION AND ENFORCEMENT
REGION IV

IE Inspection Report: 50-267/81-18 License DPR-34

Docket: 50-267

Licensee: Public Service Company of Colorado
P. O. Box 840
Denver, Colorado 80201

Facility Name: Fort St. Vrain Nuclear Generation Station

Inspection at: Fort St. Vrain Site, Platteville, Colorado

Inspection Conducted: August 1-31, 1981

Inspectors: ///fs//M ,d-/-g/
M. W. Dickbrson, Senior Resident Reactor Inspector Date

)f/
_

,/dd-t'/
G. L. Plumlee 7II, Resident Re3ctor Inpsector Date )

Approveo by: [ /d -/4/
T. F. Westerman, Chief, Reactor Project Section Date

Inspection Summary

Inspection conducted August 1-31, 1981 (Report: 50-267/81-18)

Areas Inspected: Routine, announced inspection of Surveillance; Maintenance;
Operational Safety Verification; Plant Operations; Transportation Activities;
Licensee Action on Previous Inspection Findings; Review of Periodic and
Special Reports; and Follow-up of a Signficant Event. The inspection involved
240 inspector-hours on site by two NRC inspectors.

Results: Within the eight areas inspected, two violations were identified
for failure to follow procedural requirements. (One violation is discussed
in paragraphs 3.A and 5.C, the other violation is discussed in paragraph
5.B)
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1. Persons Contacted

T. Borst, Radiation Protection Manager
M. Block, Superintendent of Operations
R. Craun, Acting Site Engineering Coordinator
D. Evans, Shift Supervisor
M. Ferris, Technical Services Engineer
W. Franek, Results Supervisor
W. Franklin, Shift Supervisor
J. Gahm, QA Manager
E. Hill, Operation Manager
W. Hillyard, Administrative Services Manager
D. Hood, Shift Supervisor
J. Jackson, Supervisor QA/QC
J. Liebelt, Senior Maintenance Supervisor
M. McBride, Technical Services Manager
J. Reese, Supervisor Nuclear Engineering Department
L. Singleton, Superintendent Operation OA
J. Van Dyke, Shift Supervisor
D. Warembourg, Manager Nuclear Production

The NRC inspector also contacted other plant personnel including
reactor operators, maintenance men, electricians, technicians and
administrative personnel.

2. Licensee Action on Previous Inspection Findings

(Closed) Open Item (50-267/8106-02) Records Retention Schedule.
The records retention schedule rderred to in Procedure Q-17
has been issued and observed by the NRC inspector to be in use.

(0 pen) Unresolved Item (50-267/8101-04) Surveillance Procedure
SR 5.1.2c-X Does Not incorporate Acceptance Criteria Required by
FSAR. SR 5.1.2c-X has been rewritten incorporating acceptance
cri'.eria and satisfactory performance of the surveillance ws
accomplished on August 6,1981, on Control Rod Drive Serial #31
removed from Region 4 during the last refueling. The NRC inspector
noted that Maintenance Procedure #12-2 has not been rewritten at
this time to incorporate acceptance criteria for loading of Neutron

| Absorbing material.
(

3. Operational Safety Verification

The NRC inspector reviewed licensee activities to ascertain that
the facility is being operated safely and in conformance with
regulatory requirements, and the licensee's management control
system is effectWy discharging its responsibilities for continued
safe operation. (ha review was conducted by direct observation
of activities, tours of the facility, interviews and discussion
with licensee personnel, independent verification of safety system
status and limiting conditons for operations, and review of facility
records.

I
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Included in the inspection were observation of control room I
; activities, review of operational logs, records, and tours of
: accessible areas. Logs and records reviewed included:

Shift Supervisor Logs'
.

} Reactor Operator Logs.

i .

j Equipment Operator Logs.

s

| Auxiliary Operator Logs.

! Technical Specification Compliance Logs.

' Operations Order Book.

System Status Log
; .

i Form 1 Log (Jurper Log).
,

1
!

Plant Trouble Reports.

During tours of accessible areas, particular attention was directed
to the following:

.

Monitoring Instrumentation.

|

: Radiation Controls
.

.

4 t

!

Housekeeping.

! :

Fluid Leaks*
.

;

j Piping Vibrations.

i Hanger / Seismic Restraints.

f Clearance Tags.

! Fire Hazards.

:

! Control Room Manning.

Annunciators, .

I

:
4

{

!

,.
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The operability of selected systems or portions of systems were
verified by walkdown of the accessible portions. The NRC inspector
verified the operability of the Fire Protection System, Pyralarm
Fire Dectection System, Halon Fire Extinguishing System, Breathable
Air System, and the Reactor Plant Cooling Water System. Findings
are documented in paragraphs 3.8 and 3.C of this report. Procedures
were also reviewed and implementation observed for Gaseous Effluent
Releases No. 560, No. 563, and No. 664; Liqu:d Waste Releases No. 483,
and No. 487; and T-168, a test developed to resolve discrepancies in
results of liquid waste samples taken prior to the release and taken
downstream of liquid waste transfer pumps during the release. The
releases appeared to have been made in a satisfactory manner.

A. Log Book Review

(1) During a review of the logs for August 26, 1981, it was
determined by the NRC inspector that no entries were made in
either the Shift Supervisor's Log or the Reactor Operator's
Logs regarding the fire which occurred at approximately
2:00 p.m. (MDT) on that date. Therefore, from a review of
the logs of that date no information regarding the fire or
d.smage which may have resulted could be determined. In
fact, no entries regarding the fire or its consequences
were made until 12:10 a.m. on August 27, 1981, in the
Shift Supervisor's Log which stated, " Initial report from
Elect is no major damage. Some insulation bubbled, will
identify equipment controlled by cables."

Discussions with the Shift Supervisor on duty and other
plant personnel indicated that the incidence of the fire had
been reported by the Reactor Equipment Operator who observed
exstinguishing of the fire.

Procedure P-1, " Plant Operations," requires in Section 4.4.la)2)
that the on-duty supervisor provide a logged chronological
listing of significant changes in the plant status, problems,
or items of interest. Section 4.4.lb)2) requires the Reactor
Operator's Log to contain a chronological listing and descrip-
tion of events occurring during the shift that may be of
concern to operating and supervising personnel. Included are
any plant conditions that could affect compliance with Technical
Specifications. (For details on the fire, see section 8 of
this report.) The above requirements were discussed with a
representative of the licensee who was informed that failure
to comply with the requirements for logging was considered
a violation. (8118-01)

_ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ - - _ - - - _ - - _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ - - .
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(2) A review of the logs relative to V-22184, the Loop I Main
Steam Electromatic Relief She ''ff Valve and PV-22167 Electro-
matic Relief Pilot Valve is contained in Section 5.A.(3) ofthis report.

The NRC inspector had no further questions in this area.

B. Fire Protection System

On August 17, 1981, during a walkdown of System 45, the NRC inspector
determined that V-45882, " Water Spray Isolation for the Auxiliary
Equipment Room," and V-45895, " Water Spray Isolation for the Reactor
Building Control Stations 3, 4, 5, and 6," were in locked open
position. The NRC inspector noted that these valves are not included
in the licensee's " Sealed Valve List." A review of SR 5.2.10.b.1-M,
" Fire Suppression Water System Valve Lineup Check," whose purpose is
to verify system operability by verifying valve line-up, revealed
the absence of V-45882 and V-45895 from this surveillance.

The necessity of verifying the syster. flow path and the addition
of V-45882 and V-45895 to the Sealed Valve List in the Overall
Plant Operating Procedure I (0PCP I) was discussed with the
licensee. This matter is considered to be unresolved (8118-02).

No violations or deviations were identified.
!
'

C. Reactor Plant Cooling Water System

. On August 25, 1981, during a walkdown of System 46, Reactor Plant
'

Cooling Water System, the NRC inspector noted that according to
the " Master Setpoint List," PCV-4617 and PCV-4628, the hydrogen
supply regulators to surge tanks 1A and 1B, have a setpoint of 2 psig.
However, the " Master Calibration Schedule" does not include these

'

valves as part of a periodic calibration requirement. The " Master
Calibration Schedule" list HV-4617 and HV-4618, helium supply
to surge tanks 1A and 18, which apparently do not exist. A verifica-
tion of calibration from the licensee calibration card file indicated
that PCV-4617 and PCV-4618 were last calibrated on January 24, 1977,
and June 28, 1978, respectively. Local indicators at the surge tanks,
PI-4665 and PI-4666, showed pressures of 1.75 psig for tank 1A and P
psig for tank 1B, while local indication on PCV-4617 for hydrogen
bottle to tank 1A and PCV-4618 for hydrogen bottle to tank 1B showed
pt sures of 4 psig and 14 psig, respectively. The NRC inspector
determined that apparently no requirement exists to periodically
calibrate instrumentation that ensures a hydrogen blanket exists in
the surge tanks.
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The NRC inspector discussed with the licensee the fact that the
FSAR in Section 9.7, " Reactor Plant Cooling Water System," does

; stete that the dissociation of water is inhibited by pressuriz-
ing the Loop 2 to 2 psig with hydrogen. As a result of this
discussion, the NRC inspector also noted that in Standard Operat-
ing Procedure 46 (SOP 46?, Sectica 2.2.2, " Establishment of H2
Cover Gas," a note refers to a pressure variation of from 2 psig
to 20 psig during normal plant operations. The intent of this
FSAR requirement and whether the licensee complies with this
requirement is considered an unresolved item (8118-03).

No violations or deviations were identified.

4. Surveillance (Monthly)-

The NRC inspector reviewed all aspects of surveillance testing involv-
ing safety-related systems. The review included observation and review
relative to Technical Specification requirements. The surveillance

j tests reviewed and observed were:

SR 5.2.15-f1 PCRV Penetration Interspace Pressure Functional Test
4

SR 5.2.16b-M PCRV Closure Leakage Instrumentation Functional Test
,

SR 5.1.2c-X Reserve Shutdown Assembly Functional Test

i SR 5.4.1.2.5a-M/5.4.1.2.4c-R Steam Generator Peletration Pressure
Test / Calibration.

SR 5.10.9c-A Hydrostatic Test of All Yard Fire Hoses

SR 5.4.3-A Core Region Outlet Temperature Instrumentation Calibration

SR 5.4.1.1.15c-R High Ambient Temperature Scram Calibration

1 SR 5.2.lc-M/A PCRV Pressure Switches and Alarms Functional Test

SR 5.8.labc-M Radioactive Gaseous Effluent System Test

SR 5.8.2bc-M Radioactive Liquid Effluent System Instrumentation
Functional Test

SR-0P-21-W G.E. Turbine Generator (Daily and Weekly Tests)
]

SR-0P-16-R Verification of PCRV Cooling Subheader Flow Rates in
Redistribute Mode

4

, -, . -. - , , ,-.. . - - . , . - - , . . . . - . _ , - , - - . _ . , - - - , . . . , , , - - , , . . , , - , , - _ , . . , - . . . - , _ . - - , - . . - . , _ , ,
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The surveillance tests that were reviewed only for Technical Specifi-
cation requirements or licensee commitments were:

.

SR 5.4.4-M/5.4.4-Al PCRV Cooling Water System Temperature Test and
Subheader Temperature Indicator Calibration

SR 5.4.4-A2 PCRV Cooling Water System Temperature Calibration

SR 5.4.5-M PCRV Cooling Water Flow Scan Functional Test,

: SR 5.4.4-Al PCRV Cooling Water Flow Scan Calibration

SR 5.4.4-A2 PCRV Cooling Water Flow Scan Calibration

SR 5.3.7-W Secondary Coolant Activity

Core Region Outlet Temperature Instrumentation Calibration-

At the start of the performance of SR 5.4.3-A, the NRC inspector noted
that the surveillance was written for performance during normal conditions
and did not account for the temporary thermocouples that were installed
in the seven instrument PCRV penetrations.

The NRC inspectors comments to the licensee resulted in a Procedure
; Deviation Report (PDR 81-318) to the surveillance. The NRC inspectors

had no further questions in this area.

No violations or deviations were identified.1

i
5. Maintenance (Monthly)

The NRC inspector reviewed records and observed work in progress to
ascertain that the following maintenance activities were being conducted
in accordance with approved procedures, Technical Specifications, and
appropriate Codes and Standards. The following maintenance activities
were reviewed and observed:

PTR 8-123 C-630lS Gas Waste Compressor Repair in accordance with
PM 63.1, " Preventive Maintenance Inspection and Repair
Procedures for Radioactive Gas Waste Compressor C-6301
and C-630lS"

. PTR 8-136 SV-2105 Repair in accordance with MP 91-21, " Maintenance
; and Repair of System 91 Hydraulic Valve Actuators"-
'

PTR 8-205 PV-21243 Repair in accordance with MP 10-1, " Temporary
Devcon Repair of Masoneilan Valve PV-21243"

,

PTR 8-314 SV-2105 Repair in accordance with MP 91-21, " Maintenance
and Repair of System 91 Hydraulic Valve Actuators"

CWP 81-219/ Retermination and Replacement of Damaged Cables 16758,
CN 1405 26248, 26429, and 25475 in accordance with EMP-18,

" Installing Conduits and Pulling Cables'

. _ . . - _ _ _ . _ _ . . . _ . . _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ . , _ _ , _ . - . . _ _ . . . _ _ . _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ - _
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CWP 81-223/ Replace Damaged Cable 25945 in accordance with
CN 1405A EMP-18

CWP 81-224 Repair Damaged Cables 25877 and 26261

PTR-8-381 Repair PV-22167 Pilot Valve and Drain Line in'accordance
with MP 16-1, " Maintenance and Repair of Consolidated
1538VX Electromatic Relief Valves"

Valve Not Sealed

On August 31, 1981, at 2:00 p.m. (MDT), the NRC inspector determined that
V-22184, " Loop I Main Steam Electromatic Relief Valve Shutoff Valve," was
not sealed. Overall Plant Operating Procedures (OPOP I), Section 8.31.b,
requires V-22184 to be in the " sealed" open position. Maintenance that
had been performed on PV-22167 pilot valve, "Electromatic Relief Valve
Pilot Valve," had been completed and clearance 1859, which had V-22184
closed during the maintenance on PV-22167, was returned on August 30,
1981. The plant was at 6% reactor power at the time the NRC inspector
determined V-22184 was not sealed. Reactor power was increased >2% during
Startup No. 81-05, at 10:00 a.m. (MDT) on August 30, 1981. Further
inspection indicated the following:

A. The " Sealed Valve Checklist" for Startup No. 81-05 indicated that
V-22184 had not been verified " sealed" open (i.e. , operator initials
verifying valve check was not in the space provided). This sealed
valve checklist was dated August 26, 1981. OPOP I requires that the
" Sealed Valve Checklist" be completed prior to startup to >2% reactor
power.

;

B. The last documented verification for V-22184 being in the " sealed"
open position was for Startup No. 81-04, dated July 11, 1981.

The NRC inspector discussed the above items with the licensee and
informed the licensee that failure to follow procedures which are
Technical Specification requirements is considered a violation
(8118-04).

C. A check of the Operator Logs indicated the following: '

(1) At 0915, on August 29, 1981, Loop I was shut down and dumped
for repairs on relief valve.

., -. , .,....-- _ --,--- . _ . , . - . . - . - - . - - . - - -
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(2) At 1800, on August 29, 1981, clearance 1859 on PV-22167
was returned for test.

(3) At 1840, on August 29, 1981, Loop I was shutdown and
clearance 1859 rehung.

(4) At 0005, on August 30, 1981, clearance 1859 on PV-22167
was returned.

There appears to be no entry at the time clearance 1859 was
originally issued. Administrative Procedure P-1, Section
4.4.1.b) requires the Operator's Log to have chronological
listing of clearances issued affecting equipment for which
operator is responsible.

The NRC inspector discussed the above item with the licensee and
informed the licensee that failure to follow procedures which
are Technical Specifications requirements is considered a viola-
tion (8118-01).

The NRC inspector had no further questions in this area.

6. Review of Plant Operations,

The NRC inspector reviewed the following aspects of facility operations
to determine if they were being accomplished in accordance with
regulatory requirements.

A. Review and Audits

The NRC inspector attended Plant Operating Committee (PORC) meetings
426 and 427 to verify membership, meeting frequency and that the |
licensee's follow-up is consistent with meeting decisions. Addition- '

ally, the NRC inspector witnessed portions of Audit QAA-1501-81-01
(Radioactive Solid Waste Disposal) being conducted by licensee
personnel and reviewed the results and corrective actions resulting
from Audit QAA-601-81-01 of the Water Chemistry and Radiochemistry
areas.

B. Training

The NRC inspector attended portions of training sessions for newly
hired Auxiliary Operators and a training session held for Technical
Advisors to verify that lesson plan objectives were being met.

_ _ _ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ .
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C. Enviornmental Protection

The NRC inspector observed the samoling of milk by the
Public Service Company contractor, Cclorado State Univer-
sity, from several dairies. Also observed were a functional
check of equipment, changing of filters and changing of Silica
Gel (Tritium Absorbing Material).

;

D. Corrective Action
3

The inspector reviewed all of the licensee event re > orts>

aenerated which had not been closed prior to this eport.
Included in the review were trends and recurring ;ailures

4 and the resolution of discrepancies involving safety-related t

equipment.

E. Energency Preparedness Exercise
,

,

The NRC inspectors reviewed the FSV Radiological Emergency
j Res3onse Plan (RERP), participated in, and monitored the

RERP Exercise to verify the licensee's compliance with'

regulatory requirements. The exercise took place on
August 12, 1981, with the initiating event, a complete !.

double-end. break of the buffer helium supply line to "A"
circulator, at 6:45 a.m., and secured with the terminating
evenc, cloud passage complete, at 12:52 p.m. An exit was
conducted on August 13,1981, at 11:30 a.m. between the,

i licetisee, team members representing the NRC Office of
Inspection and Enforcement Division of Emergency Preparedness,
and the NRC resident inspectors. Among the items discussed

,

in the exit were thos'e noted by the NRC resident inspectors
while at their preassigned Emergency Response Duty Stations
which are as follows:

,

(1) Control Room (CR) Observations

(a) The location of the RERP members during
approximately two-thirds of the exercise

;
' was in an area such that control panel I-05

was blocked from the Reactor Operator's view.:

(b) Use of the data logger by the Rese.or Operator
(RO)RERPmember,whichhadnotbeenincorporated
in the most recent revision to the Station RERP,

i appeared to consume most of his time and resulted
in a reduction of time spent mitigating the|

,

accident.
;

i

|
|

|

|
!
'
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(c) Failure to follow the instructions of th Station RERP
CR Attachment 5 was determined. Step 7.C) states that if
either RIS-7324-1 or RIS-7324-2 is off-scale high, record
the stack concentration as obtained by local portable
instrument. Contrary to this, the R0 RERP member entered
the off-scale value into the data logger under the
guidance of the Technical Advisor (TA) RERP member result-
ing in calculation errors. A local stack measurement
was not taken until the NRC inspector had informed the
licensee drill monitor of the requirement in Attachment 5.

(d) Failure to follow the instruction of the Station RERP CR
Attachment 11 was determined. The individual responsible
for taking the local stack measurement had failed to
return to the Control Room and verify proper instrument
reading (mR/hr) conversion to concentration (mmCi/cc) as
required by Attachment 11, Step 4.

(2) Technical Support Center Observations

(a) Considerable difficulties with communications were
evident. Loss of contact with the Control Room, the
Forward Command Post and with the Personnel Control Center
occurred several times during the drill. Additional com-
munications difficulties were evident in contacting the
Health Physics Survey Teams in the field.

(b) At 10:20 a.m. MDT, the Technical Support Center (TSC)
received a message from the Forward Command Post stating
that road blocks had been established for Sectors D and
E. This was noted by the NRC inspector who recognized
that for a wind indicated as coming from the west,
Sectors D and E were the incorrect Sectors to be blocked.
At 10:23 a.m., when this message had not been corrected, the
NRC inspector notified the TSC Director that the correct
Sectors should be 8 and C. This was confirmed at that
time with the Forward Command Post.

It should be noted that the licensee's Radiological Emergency
Response Plan had been submitted to the NRC, but at the
time of the drill had not been officially commented on nor had
it been approved by the NRC.
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No violations or deviations were identified.

7. Transportation Activities

The NRC inspector reviewed the shipping documentation for the shipment of
helium circulator serial C2102 to verify compliance with NRC and certain
DOT regulatory requirements. The NRC inspector verified from licensee
documentation and observation that:

A. The licensee, in accordance with written procedures, assured that
the package complied with the radiation level limits at the surface
of the package and at three feet (transportation index), and that
such limits were used to determine the appropriate package label to
be applied.

B. The licensee, in accordance with written procedures, controlled and
removed non-fixed contamination on the package to levels below the
regulatory limits.

C. The licensee, in accordance with written procedures, had crepared
the appropriate shipping paper documentation contiining the required
information.

No violations or deviations were identified.

8. Fire Underneath Cable Tray

The NRC inspector determined the circumstances related to an event which
occurred at approximately 2:00 p.m., MDT, on August 26, 1981, to verify
initiation of appropriate immediate corrective actions and appropriate
follow-up measures to return the plant to normal and also to evaluate
the safety significance of the event.

The Unit was in a shutdown mode when a fire occurred beneath Cable Tray
322M located in the overhead on Level 2 of the Reactor Building. The
fire started in an oil absorbent material placed beneath the cable tray.
This resulted from hot slag falling from a contractor's work, which
involved the removal of a weld from a pipe hanger. The duration of the
fire was approximately five minutes and was extinguished by contractor
personnel. The NRC inspector's findings and conclusions are included in
the following paragraphs.

,,
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A. Damage and Repairs

A preliminary inspection by the licensee's Maintencnce Department
during swing shift on the evening of the event indicated no damage
to the conductors or their insulation. In the damage area, Cable
Tray 322M contained 36 cables, 16 of which were essential cables.
Those cables found to be damaged were cleaned, inspected, and taped
using Scotch 23 by the electrical maintenance personnel. A total
of 31 cables were repaired. This was considered to be an emergency
repair by the licensee. A follow-up inspection by the licensee'c
Quality Assurance and Engineering Departments indicated that the
previous repairs were not in accordance with the licensee's
Specification 1-N-2, Section 3.05, for cable repairs. Noncon-
formance Report (NCR) 81-50 was issued and resulted in an engineer-
ing safety evaluation. Of the 31 damaged cables, 29 were retaped
using Scotch 33 and Scotch 88, and four cables were rejected. Two
of the rejected caules were essential cables 26248 and 25475. The
damaged area of the rejected cables was removed and a junction box
installed. All repairs were in accordance with Specific.ation
1-N-2, CPW 81-219, and CN 1405, titled, "Retermination and Replace-
ment of Damaged Cables 16758, 26248, 26249, and 25475." All the
cables that were repaired were meggered and functionally tested in
accordance with EMP-18, " Installing Conduits and Pulling Cables
(and Terminating)." Meggering of all the cables (including those
not damaged) indicated an unacceptable cable. NCR 81-51 was issued
for cable 25945, a cable undamaged by the fire. Engineering
disposition of the NCR resulted in rejection of the cable. Repairs
to this nonessential cable were made in accordance with CWP 81-223
and CN 1405A, titled, " Replace Damaged Cable 25945." In the process
of repairing cable 25945, two previously undamaged cables were
damaged through the insulations to the conductor. NCR 81-52 was
issued and engineering disposition resulted in cable repairs by
installing Scotchcast Electrical Insulation Resin 4, over
Scotch 33 tape, using Scotchcast Electrical Splicing Kit 82-A.
Repairs were made in accordance with CWP 81-224, t'tled, " Repair.

Damaged Cable 25877 and 26261." Cable 26261 was determined to be
an essential cable. '

The NRC inspector observed removal of the emergency repairs which
had utilized Scotch 23 tape covered with Plymouth Electrical Tape
and inspection of the damaged areas of the cables. Portions of the
repairs which were in conformance with the Change Notice, Controlled
Work Permit, EMP-18, and Specification 1-N-2 were also observed
by the NRC inspector.
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B. Findings

A review by the NRC inspector of the fire and those events
which followed indicated the following problems:

(1) The licensee's Administrative Procedures do not presently
provide a mechanism for control of contractors' work in
the Reactor Building by the on duty Shift Supervisor at
the time it is being performed. Authorization to perform
work is now given prior to the commencement of the work
and in fact may not start for several days. No further
notice is made to the on duty Shift Supervisor. This is
considered an open item (8118-05).

(2) Oil absorbent material, a combustible material composed
of wood cellulose reinforced by polypropelene mesh, was
utilized in the Reactor Building to absorb oil. While
it appears that this was allowed by Procedure P-8 " Fire
Fighting and Prevention" the control exercised over this
material is questionable. Additionally, it appears that
Procedure P-8 is inadequate to provide the necessary
positive control of combustible material and should be
revised to provide these controls. This is considered
an unresolved item (8118-06).

(3) While the contractors' workers involved in starting the
fire were able to extinguish it they did not sound an
alarm or call for the help of those individuals trained
in fighting fires. This is considered an open item
(8118-07).

(4) The on duty Shift Supervisor was informed by the Reactor
Operator that there had been a fire, with considerable
smoke, in a pad in the Reactor Building but that contrac-
tor personnel had extinguished the fire. The NRC inspector's
concern is that no apparent attempt was made to determine
whether damage had resulted from the fire or the extent
of any damage, until the 4 to 12 shift, although the fire
had occurred at approximately 2:00 p.m. MDT.

The Reactor remained below 2% power all during the repairs and
. was not taken above 2% until all repairs to the cables had been
| satisfactorily made.

! No violations or deviations were identified.
!

'

.

|
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9. Report Reviews

The NRC inspector reviewed the following reports for content, reporting
requirements and adequacy:

Monthly Operating Information Report, July 1981
Monthly Operations Reports, May 1981 and July 1981
Semi-Annual Effluent Release Report, January 1 througn June 30, 1981

No violations or deviations were identified.

10. Unresolved Items

Unresolved items are matters about which more information is required
in order to ascertain whether they are acceptable items, violations
or deviations. The unresolved items disclosed in this inspection
are:

8118-02 in paragraph 3.B
8118-03 in paragraph 3.C
8118-06 in paragraph 8.B.2

11. Exit Interview

Exit interviews were conducted at the end of various segments of
this inspection with Mr. D. Warembourg, Manager, Nuclear Production,
and/or other members of the Public Service Company staff. At the
interviews, the inspector discussed the findings indicated in the
previous paragraphs. The licensee acknowledged these findings.

'

-
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