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The storage warehouse and laydown yards were examined for proper
controlled access, equipment was adequately protected from damage,
cleanliness, proper stacking and cribbing of items, shelf life of
materials were adequately controlled, records were being maintained of
storage conditions, and ronconformances were being controlled. While
touring paint warehouse "CWL" and the east issue laydown yard the
inspector identified the following examples of failure to follow
procedures:

(1) The inspector observed in paint storage warehouse "CWL" that
several gallons of protective coatings, (i.e., items such as
Nutec "11S and 1201" Concrete Surfacer) had exceeded the shelf-
1ife specified by the manufacturer, and that no Quality Control
Investigation Reports or Nonconformance Reports had been docu-
mented. The RS&PMI manual, section 6TD, paragraph 2 requires
a monthly inspection be performed to verify that material which
has exceeded its shelf life is discarded. The inspector deter-
mined through discussions with the MSU Supervisor and review of QA
records that this inspection had not been performed for protective
coatings. The RS&PMI manual was revised on June 9, 1981, to add
this inspection requirement, but the site never incorporated the
inspection requirement into the preventive maintenance program.

(2) The inspector observed in the east issue laydown area that PVC
conduit (purchased under TVA contact 80 K7-594172) was stored
in direct sunlight. The RS&PMI manual, section 6QC, paragraph 1
requires PVC conduit to be stored in bundles out of direct rays of
the sun.

These two examples of failure to follow procedures were identified to
the licensee as violation 518,520/82-08-01, Failure to follow proce-
dures on storage and preventive maintenance of safety-related
materials.

Within the areas examined, one violation was identified as item 518,520/82-
08-01.

Extended Construction Delay-Review of Quality Records (92055 B) Units Al and
A2

The inspector selected the safety-related items identified in paragraph 5.b
to review the pertinent quality related work and inspection records with

respect to receipt inspection, storage, and preventive maintenance activ-

fties. The inspector reviewed the receiving inspection reports, certifi-

cates of conformance, anu preventive maintenance cards to ascertain whether
these records are in accordance with established procedures, whether the

frequency and timing of inspections is adequate, and whether nonconformances
were adequately controlled. Certificates of conformance properly igentified
the purchased items and the specific requirements the item met or did not

meet, and were signed by an appropriate member of the supplier's QA group



where applicable. Receiving inspection reports properly identified the
items, specified the storage and maintenance requirements, were checked for
shipping damage and use, and were signed by the QC inspector. The inspector
reviewed the preventive maintenance inspection documentation for the period
January 1982 through June 1982 to determine whether the required mainten-
ance had been scheduled and performed in accordance with the RS&PMI manual.
The inspecter did not find any QA records to indicate that the required
preventive maintenance inspection had been performed on protective coatings.
This item was identified as an example of failure to follow procedures for
preventive maintenance and is discussed in paragraph 5.b above.

The inspector also examined QA audits (5.a.4 and 5.a.5) conducted in the

areas of preventive maintenance and housekeeping. These audits reflect that
housekeeping and preventive maintenance conditions were being met for Plant
A and that any discrepancies noted received proper and timely corrective

action.

Within the area examined, no violations or deviations were identified.



