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Inspection Summary

Inspection on August 15-18, 1978 (Report No. 50-260/78-22)

Areas Inspected: Routine, unannounced inspection of the results of startup
testing following the refueling outage for Browns Ferry Unit 2. The
inspection involved 30 inspector-hours on site by one inspector.

Results: Within the areas inspected, two items of noncompliance were
identified. (Deficiency: Failure to adhere to all the qualifications
required of quality assurance records, (78-22-01). Deficiency: Failure to
adhere to all the requirements fur surveillance instruction content (78-22-
02)).
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DETAILS 1 Prepared by:
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R. Vogt-Lowel!!, Reactor Inspector

Nuclear Support Section No. 1

Reactor Operations Nuclear Support
Branch

Dates of Inspection:, August 15-18, 1978

Reviewed by: /W?ﬂ@_
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R. D. Martin, Chief

Nuclear Support Section No. 1

Reactor Operation Nuclear Support
Branch

Persons Contacted

#]. Dewease, Plant Superintendent

*H. Abercrombie, Assistant Plant Superintendent
“R. Metke, Results Section Supervisor

Blankner, Reactor Engineer

Bynum, Nuclear Engineer

Erickson, Nuclear Engineer

Morris, Nuclear Engineer

Kelly, Nuclear Engineer

Harness, QA Supervisor
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“Denotes present at exit interview.

Licensee Action on Previous Inspection Findings

Not applicable to this report period.

Unresolved [tems

No new unresolved items this report period.

it Interview

The inspector met with J. Dewease, Plant Manager, and members of his
staff as denoted in paragraph | on August 18, 1978. The inspector
summarized the scope and findings of the inspection. Several highlights
of the discussions that took place during the exit interview are the

following:

a. The inspector informed the licensee of an apparent item of noncom-
pliance relating to the qualifications of "Quality Assurance
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Records.” (See paragraph 1.5). The licensee agreed that several
changes had been made to QA records without followup the proper
instructions governing such changes.

b. The inspector informed the iicensee of an apparent item of non-
compliance relating to the adequacy of the procedure for calibrating
the Local Power Range Monitor system. (See paragraph 1.6) The
licensee disagreed with this finding and expressed the position
that no action would be taken until receipt of the official
notice of violation.

2o Quality Assurance Records Qualifications

TVA Browns Ferry Nuclear Plant Standard Practice BFA-8 (Revision
August 8, 1978) requires that all quality assurance records have the
following qualifications:

a. Traceable to the individual(s) responsible for their ‘reparation.

b. Inspection and test reports shall: (1) identify the inspector or
data taker; (2) the type of observation; (3) the results; (4) the
acceptability; and (5) the action taken.

c. Operating logs with entries in ink signed by a responsible individual.

d. Data Sheets shall: (1) identify the data taker and date the data
was taken; and (2) be completely filled out. Where data is not
required a notation such as N/A should be entered. Where data 1s
normally required, but nct taken, appropriate explanatory remarks
verified by initials shall be entered. All blanks shall be

addressed.

e Changes to data or instructions shall be by a single line through
the i1tem, with the initials of the person making the change and
the date it was changed. Changes may also be made prior to final
approval of an instruction using an opaque correction fluid, with
appropriate initials and date included.

£. Be typed or written in ink.

Following the inspector's review of the data and results of the pertor-
mance of RTI-4, "Shutdown Margin” by means of the insequence critical
method of shutdown margin determination, 1t appeared that adherence to
qualification "e" presented above was not routinely exhibited. Para-
graph 3.0, "Results,” of the written report for this test contained
deletions and changes (made with opaque correction fluid) which were
not signed or dated as required by qualification "e”. Other than by
reliance on the memory of the personnel involved, the inspector was
unable to determine whether these changes were made before or a‘ter

final approval of the results of the test.
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RTI-5: CRD System
RTI-12: APRM Calibration
RTI-13: Process Computer

wWithin the areas inspected, no additional items of noncompliance were
1dentified.

8. Plant Shutdown

At the request of the USNRC regional office, the inspector reviewed
the circumstances surrounding the scram of Units 1 and 2 which took
place while the inspector was on site. At 8:20 a.m. (CST) on August 18,
1978, one of six air compressors suffered a failure which resulted in
rapid loss of control air pressure for all three units. The failed
compressor had a large hole blown in the cylinder head. Both Units 1
and 2, which were operating at nominal full power experienced inward
centrol rod drifting as a result of the loss of control air and both
units were promptly manually scrammed in accordance with emergency
procedures. Unit 3 was already shut down so it was not affected. The
compressor was isolated and startup preparations were initiated for
both Units 1 and 2. The specific cause of the failure was still being
investigated by the licensee when the inspector left the site.



