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Inspection Summary

Inspection on August 1-6, 1978 (Report No. 369/78-28)

Areas lpspected: HRoutine, unanpounced inspection of safety review
functions; p.aat tour; hydrostatic testing of primary pressure
boundary; status of preoperatiosal testing; receipt and storage

of pew fuel; and outstanding items. The imspection involved 80
inspector-pours on site by two NRC inspectors.

Results: Within the six areas inspected mo items of poncompliance
or deviatiors were identified in five areas. One noncompliance
item was identified in one area (infraction = failure to provide
administrative controls to prevent the use of hydrogenous fire
fighting materials in the new fuel storage area, paragrapt II.6,
78-28-01).
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DETAILS 1 Prepared by: ‘77‘L V. /,«wac/ _g,u’//g
ate

1.

r

M. V. Siokule, Reactor imspector

Reactor Projects Section No. 2

Reactor Operations and Nuclear
Support Brasch

Dates of Inspection: August 1-6, 1978

Reviewed by: Z C. [M 7/{&7;
K. C. Lewis, Chief ate
Reactor Projects Section No. 2
Reactor Operations and Nuclear
Support Braach

Persons Contacted

*M. McIptosh, Station Manager

*M. Sample, Technical Services Engineer

*G. Cage, Superintendent of Operation

*D. Raines, Superintendent of Maintemaace

*R. Wilkerson, Administrative Services Superintendent
. Owens, Station Chemist

. Rogers, I&E Engineer

. Simmcns, Assistant Engineer

. McConnell, Technical Services Superintendent

. Rutherford, Director of Nuclear Safety Review Board
. Bradshaw, Operations Engineer

Gilbert, Operations Engineer

Kauti, Shift Supervisor

Culp, Assistant Shift Supervisor

Weaver, Performance Eagineer

. Figuepca, Maintenance Planning Engineer

. Fraoks, QA Engipeer

*
oot LoD EIOO A

The imspector also conducted interviews with several other techaical
support personsel and reactor operations personnel.

*Indicates those present during the exit interview om August &, 1978.

Licepsee Actions on Previous Inspection Findings

Unresolved Item

(Closed) (78-21-06): Reportabilitv of "Kerotest" valves.

Thbe iospector conducted discussions with licensee perscopel
and reviewed a letter from westinghouse dated July 1, 1877,
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to ascertain whether a design deficiency iz 2 inmch or smaller
"Kerotest" valves was reportable per 10 CFR 50.35e. The
licensee concluded that the deficiency would mot have prevested
the system from performing its intended safety function and the
extent of the work necessary to correct the deficiency was
minimal.

;. (8 New Unresolved Items

None

4. Management Interview

A meeting was held oo August &, 1978, with the Station Manager
and members of his staff (attendees denoted in paragraru 1).
The results of the inspection for period August 1-4 weve
discussed.

A telephone interview was held on August 6, 1978, with the
Technical Services Engineer to discuss the results of the
inspection for August &4-6.

5. Response Time Testing

IE Report 50-335/78-21 discusses the licensee's plaas for
the response time testing of Reactor Protective System
(RPS) and Epgineered Safety Features Actuation System
(ESFAS). The inspector conducted iiscussioms with licensee
personnel who restated their intep .ions with regard to
response time testing as follows®

a. One channel will be tested in place to determipe end
to end response time for that chamnel. Components from
associuted channels will be bench tested to determine
response. Reinstallation of these components will be
accomplished using coatrolled quality techniques.

b. Resistance Temperature Detectors (RTD) will be respcose
time tested in place for all channels. The remainder
of the circuits will be tested and the respcnse tinme
will be added to the detector response times.

¢. Certain detector response are excluded from response
time testing as specified iz the Techni~al Specificationms.

No items of poncompliance or deviations were identified, however,
this item will be pursued in more depth during a future inspection
(78-28<05) .



A

adMULYiNG

TR

$.

a
- .

e
-

utes of

€ mid

=
o)

TN
“a V4

on

tives stated

e

cen?t

repre







.,

RII Rpt. No. 50-369/78-28 II-1

» : ,
DETAILS II Prepared by: ) A J-—/’.«jv %"‘U "i/"’/’&

®. 1. Cottle, Reactor laspector ate

Reactor Projects Section No. 2

Reactor Operations and Nuclear
Support Braach

a1 wwlo 9/1d /76
M. V. Sinkule, Reactor Imspector U[Late

Reactor Project Section No. 2
Reactor Operations and Nuclear
Support Branch

Dates ‘of Inspection: August 1-6, 1578

Reviewed by: %-C. A ”EE& /&) 7P
. C. Lewis, ef ate

Reactor Projects Section No. 2
Reactor Operations and Nuclea:
Support Branch

o Persons Contacted

M

*M

(]

ortME L O T

M. Mclntosh, Station Manager
*C.
*D.
*R.

D.
*D.

Cage, Superintendent of Operations

Rains, Superintendent of Maintenance
wilkinson, Superintendent of Administration
Barrington, Training and Safety Coordinator
Franks, Quality Assurance Engineer

. Sample, Technical Services Engineer
. Figueroa, Maintenance Planning Engineer

Massey, Assistant Shift Eagipeer

. McCraw, Engineer

Gilbert, Operations Engineer
Lyan, Engineer
Rutherford, Director Nuclear Safety Review Board

. Miller, Comstruction Engineer
. Weaver, Performance Engipeer
. Bradshaw, Operations Engineer

The inspector also talked with and interviewed several
other licensee emplovees, including members of the
operations and technical staffs and corporate QA
personnel.

*Denotes those attending the exit interview.
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2. Llicensee Action on Previous Inspection Findings

Not inspected.

3. Unresolved Items

No pew unresolved items were identified during this
inspection.

4. Exit Ioterview

The inspector met with management representatives (denoted in
paragraph 1) on August &4, 1978. The inspector summarized

the scope and findings of the inspection for the period
August 1-4, 1678. The station manager outlined the corrective
action for the noncompliance (78-28-01) as follows:

a) Plant memorandum was sent to each member of the fire
brigade on August &, 1978. The memorandum stated
that the use of hydrogeneous fire fighting materials
was prohibited in new fuel storage areas.

b) Signs were posted in the new fuel storage areas
on August 3, 1978, probibiticg the use of hydrogeneous
fire fighting materials.

¢) Proper fire extinguishers were placed in the new fuel
storage areas on August 3, 1978.

(The corrective action was verified by the iaspector prior
to leaving the site on August 6, 1978.)

Telephone interviews were held on August 6 and 8, 1978,
with the Technical Services Engineer. The results of the
inspection for the period August 4=6 were discussed.

S. Plant Tour

The inspector conducted a tour of the facility for plant
familiarization, to determine comstruction status, and
observe preoperationzl testipg activities including
preparations for the Reactor Coolant System bydrostatic
test.

No items of poncompliance or deviations were identified.
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New Fuel Receipt and Storage

An ipspection was conducted of licensee's activities ino the
receipt and storage of new fuel under ¥U. Materials License
No. SNM=1773. The inspector observed the inspection and
storage of two fuel assemblies, conducted a tour of the

fuel storage areas, and reviewed plant procedures governing
receipt a~d storage activities. Specifically, the following
activities were reviewed for compliance with the Special
Nuclear Material (SNM) license, licensee's physical

security commitments, and applicable codes and standards:

a) Ilospection of shipping containers.

b) Review of shipping records and documents.
¢) Control of storage eaviroanment.

d) Integrity of security controls.

e) Physical handling of fuel assemblies.

f) Implementation of specific storage requirements in
Special Nuclear Material licease.

The inspector found that coatrary to licepsee's commitment
in the SNM licepse application, administrative controls
were not implemented to preclude the use of bydrogeneous
fire fighting materials in the New Fuel Storage Vault

and the Spent Fuel Storage Pool even though these areas
were being utilized for dry st .age of fuel assemblies.

1o addition, there were pme dry chemical or CO, type fire
extinguishers provided in these areas as requ%red by the
license application. Since section 9 of SNM-1773 inpcorporates
the statements, representations, and conditionms specified
ip the license app.ication ipto the license requirements,
this represents an apparent poncompliance with the Special
Nuclear Material license. This item is desigoated ao
infraction (78-28-01). Prior to the conclusion of this
inspection the inspector verified that the licessee bad
taken corrective action to correct the above described
apparent ites of poncompliaace. Specifically, the
inspector reviewed a directive to fire brigade perscnczel
dated August &, 1978, specifying tbat bydrogeneous

fire fighting materials will pot be used ia the fuel
storage areas. lo addition, the licensee stated that
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signs have been posted in these areas restricting the

use of water and CO2 fire extinguishers bave been placed

in the area.

No other items of noncompliance or deviations were identified.

y &1 Technical Specifications

The inspector reviewed the current draft of the proposed
Radiological Technical Specifications. It was brought
to the licensee's attention that the specifications
addressing control rod position indication operability
requirements are dot compatible with the staudard
westinghouse method of measuring rod drop times. The
licensee will review the rod drop time measurement test
methodology and, if required, will ipitiate efforts to
incorporate a special test exception into the applicable
Technical Specification sectioms.

The inspector had nc other comments in this area.

8. Reactor Coolact System Hydrostatic Test

The inspector reviewed the governing procedures for the
bydrostatic test of the Reactor Coclant Systewm (Construction
procedure #6353 and Steam Production TP/1/A/1150/01). The
inspector peinted out that the minimum surface temperature
for the bottom of the reactor vessel specified in the
construction procedure did pot meet the minimum bydrostatic
test temperature requiremest of 10 CFR 50 Appendix G.
Licensee's representatives investigated the error and
revised the minimum temperature to comply with the

Appendix G limit of RTndt + 60°F. The ipspector

reviewed the limitations and precautions specified in

each of the procedures for inclusion of adequate pro-
visions to protect agaipst system overpressurization

and component damage. The inspector bad no questions

in this area.

The inspector verified that the official bydrostatic
test pressure guage, the test relief valves, and
temperature monitoring imnstrumentation were igstalled
per the test procedures and were within their specified
calibratior intervals.
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The inspector witnessed selected portions of test preparations
including initial runs of reactor coolant pumps, primary
system heatup, system valve lipeups and valve lipeup
verifications.

No items of noncompliance or deviations were identified.



