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SUMMARY
Scope

The resident inspectors conducted a routine inspection 1in the
following areas: operational safety verification, maintenance observation,
survefliance observation, refueling activities, and reportable occurrences.
The 1inspectors conducted backshift inspections on October 27 and 31 and
November 11, 12 and 14, 1990.

Results

During this inspection three violations were identified. The first violation,
with two examples, was for failure to take adequate corrective action to
prevent the loss of secondary containment integrity during core alteration
(paragraph 3) and for the failure to prevent the tripping of a power
distribution breaker (paragraph 3). The serond violation, with two examples,
was for inadequate procedure. The first example was the inadequate restoration
from an ECCS test, which resulted in loss of shutdown cooling (paragraph 3);
the second example was for the inadequate restoration of power to inverter
1Y87, which resulted in the initiation of standby fresh air Unit A (parag-aph 3)
The third violation is for failure to have adequate design testing of the
interlocks for the horizontal fuel transfer system (paragraph 6). These
violations do not appear programmatic in nature; however, they indicate that
the licensee may need to place greater attention on activities concerning
restoration of systems.
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REPORT DETAILS

Persons Contacted

Licensee Employees

-
=

, Cottle, Vice President, Nuclear Operations
Cupstid, Manager, Plant Projects

Daughtery, Compliance Supervisor

Dietrich, Director, Quality Programs
Oimmotte. Manager, Plant Maintenance
Ellsaesser, Operations Superintendent
Hutchinson, GGNS General Manager

Mangan, Director, Plant Projects and Support
. Meisner, Director, Nuclear Licensing
Moulder, Acting Manager, Plant Support
Parrish, Manager, Plant Operations

Roberts, Manager, Plant & System Engineering
. Reaves, Manager, Quality Services

Titus, Director, Nuclear Plant Engineering
Vining, Manager, Plant Modification and Construction
'G Zinko, Superintendent, Plant Licensing
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Other licensee employees contacted included superintendents, supervisors,
technicians, operators, securfty force members, and office personnel.

NRC personnel

N. Casas, Inspector Trainee from Mexican National Nuclear Safety and
Safeguards Commission
D. Verrilli, Branch Chief, Division of Reactor Projects

*Attended exit interview

D. Verrelli, Branch Chief, Division of Reactor Projects, was on site
November 15 and 16, 1990 to tour the site and conduct discussions with the
resident inspectors and plant management.

Plant Status

At the beginning of this finspection period the plant was in mode 5,
refueling. Mode 4, cold shutdown was entered on November 14, 1990.
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Maintenance Observation (62703)

During the report period, the inspectors observed portions of the
maintenance activities listed below. The observations included a review
of the MWOs and other related documents for adequacy; adherence to
procedire, proper tagouts, technical specifications, quality controls, and
radiological controls; observation of work and/or retesting; and specified
retest requirements.

MWO # DESCRIPTION

7084 Overspeed trip test division Il D/G.
20896 Clean and inspect 15AA bus.

23836 MOVATS baseline testing E30F591B,

No violations or deviations were identified. The observed activities were
conducted in a satisfactory manner and the work was properly performed in
accordance with approved maintenance work orders.

Surveiilance Observation (61726)

The inspectors observed the performance of portions of the surveillances
Tisted below. The observations included a review of the procedures for
technical adequacy, conformance to technical specifications and LCOs;
verification of test instrument calibration; observation of all or part of
the actual surveillances; removal and return to service of the system or
component; and review of the data for acceptability based upon the
acceptance criteria.

06-1C-1B21-M-2096 Main Condenser Low Vacuum (MSLIS)
Functional Test.

06-1C~1C51-V-C001, Intermediate Range Power Monitor
Calibration, Channel F,

06-0P-1P75-M=001, Standby Diesel Generator 11,
Functional Test, Attachment IV.

06=0P-1P75-R-0003, Standby Diesel Generator II, 18 Month
Functional Test. (Simulated LOP/LOCA).

No violations or deviations were identified. The observed surveillance
tests were performed in a satisfactory manner and met the requirements of
TS. The two events documented in paragraph 3, the HPCS initiation and the
loss of shutdown cooling, indicates that greater attention should be
placed on restoration of systems.












