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r purchase order bill of materials for rcceiving inspections.
Since identification of this violation, the inspector has noted improved
receipt inspection controls and no further problems in this area.

This item is closed.
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Y : |
inspected. the inspector d that installation controls. rathe:
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the 50.55(e) status, this item remains open. Additionally, proper
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checked against design drawings, F-101618 and FP-13779, and fabrication
was verified in accordance with UE&C specifications 12-1 and 12-5.
Perini QC inspection reports were reviewed, in particular structural
steel inspection reports 1339 and 1451 along with weld data cards 81
and 133. The inspector reviewed major component tensile set bolt
records and receipt inspection report 3200 (sequence number 4953) for
this safety-related stair installation.

No iolatio - ; $3€1
NO violations were identified.
N - Wk o 3 Nao 1e
» Structural Details
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he inspecto~ checked miscellaneous ural details in the following
areas, verifying proper engineering cortrol in line with the design
ritaria 4 aaokh ~a
criteria 1n each caseg
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-- Service Tower pipe support structural beam seats anc
~ - - —~ - Ny .. Fi1N1712 - QNAENAR Y
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Engineering anchor installation details. While the manufacturer
literature recommend a two-bolt-diameter engagement of the upper stud
within the internal coupler, the UE&C design details only a one-bolt-
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Specificall examined were the equence f components, fittin , welds, and
code/spec. breaks with regard to the detail: the applicable UEAC P
and Isometric drawings. The inspector also spot-checked the quality of
% 2 L ] -
completed and in-process welding, required NDE conduct, and the statu T
pipe support installation. Pullman weld repair record pack £ wer reviewed




~J

as were the following Nonconformance Records (NCR) written against the
indicated piping installations.

-- RC-58: NCR 102

-- RH-160: NCRs 282, 508, and 918

Disposition of the NCRs was evaluated. The inspector also examined the
desiagn controls for the addition of flow orifices to the RH-160 and 180
lines for preoperation flow “»alance and RHR pump runout limit needs
(reference: ECAs 08/1581A and 08 ’7ihE\. An inspector question regarding the
containment penetration details (X-37) for the CS-360 line was answered by
UE&AC memorandum documenting the acceptability of similar penetration end
plate details, both inside and outside containme t, and a subsequent ECA

19/0425A) c'erifying the questioned UE&C drawing cetaile, Another inspector
question reqarding code/spec. break designation in the RC-58 line is to be
similarly clarified by UE&C drawing revisions, as necessary.

B ~ e - 19

Safety-Related Pipe Support Installation (Unit 1)
e —— P O R AESREEERAEESSREEENEN S e

s sheet for ex-

e : y Sl e A " 201 ) v
i installation on pipe :uh'crt 1212-SH-06 (CBS1212-01 he

v

The inspector observed work in progress and examined the proce
pansion bolt 1t .
orocess sheet had nine designated hold points for Pullman aner Froducts QC in-
spection and signature. The work had DESSEL six of the hold point an¢ torque
had been applied to the four anchor plate bolts with no signatures a‘fogf te
the hold points. The 1nspectcr determined that once torque had ?een applied,
there was nc means to inspect two of these hold point items. Pullman Drttg?urr
}S-1X-6 provides that all process sheets for ASME Section IIT supports shall be
controlled as described in Pullman procedure VI-5. Section 3.4 of procedure

Vi statas that "work shall not proceed beyond any hold point until the desig-
nated inspection has been made and signed off by the appropriate inspector

1 1 3 pe , 3 > E nlated bt that +he

he licensee stated that actual inspections had been compieted Du hat
cumentation nac not
The nspector indl ted to "‘:;,r'\{r.,y ’:‘;_ :Cv"l"{.‘ that antrnl nf :-‘~4',‘r ¥
: N :

point implenentation had been a past NRC concern (reference:combined inspectior
report 82-03). He therefore informed the field QA manager and licensee senioy
project engineer at exit interviews on Cctober 29 and November 5,198
- o+ +* o) £441 5 -~ - N - 5 - ¢ i : L 4 - ‘YL :
that the failure to document this inspection of kwik-bolting activiti es in

accordance with procedural hold-point requirements represents a violation with
regard to 10 CFR 50, Aopend‘x B, Criterion X (443/82-13-01)

Prior to the conclusion of the inspection, the inspector was shown document
indicating that procedural revisions would be forthcoming in this area
While licensee corrective action appears to be timely, the scope anc
implementation of these planned actions must be further evaluated by the NR
for proper closure of this issue




7. Service Water Cooling Tower Components (Unil: 1 and 2)

The inspector examined certain installed cooling tower fan components.

It was noted that fan 1-SW-FN51A (Hudson Product 30 foot diameter fan assembly)
had a single blade positioned in the hub within the fanstack. This configurati
would produce an unsymetrical load upon the hub and bearings. The inspector
reviewed UE&C Design Specification (9763-006-209-1) and the Ceramic Cooling
Tower Company Installation Procedure (NCT-673-67) to ascertain if the correct
procedures were being followed.

11

Ac d
is installed initially to check the bla
e t

on

to ¢ de clearance within the fanstack,
and the remaining blades are subsequently positioned. No deviation was noted
from the installation procedure

ower fan motors, gear boxes, and
alled conditions, protection, and

-
The inspector also examined the cooling

gear reducers, specifically checking ins
n

preventive maintenance (PM Motor PM records to include visual inspection,
space heater energization, shaft rotation, and wire megger tests were
reviewed. A gquestion developed recarding an apparent lack of prncedural
checks during the period of time between removal of the fan motors from
wharehouse storage till they were installed in place. While no actual problems
developed during that time, UE&C agreed to a procedure revision (Interim
Procedure Change 5 to Field General Construction Procedure, FGCP-6)
delineating a time limit on such an in-transit period and assigning respon-
sibility to the PM Supervisor to monitor equipment while in this in-transit
status The inspector had no futher questions on this issue.

\: '~-“10s»¢ were :‘?r; fiad

8. Design Issues nits 1 and ¢

———l—— —— ————————————————
The inspector observed that the tornado missile labyrinth barriers provided
for the Fuel Storage Building had a clear line of siyht available throuah

t hem fr’:‘ barrier de n and hadowin effects f surrounding trucyuy

do not appear to preclude the entry of tornado missiles into the buildin

'r‘e TS;D state +hat +he f"": rney 3 e nad + resist tornado mi cilot

and that two feet of reinforced concrete is required to provide that function.
Scr:*r‘r; (‘rf:rﬁ‘r:f"f‘r f’ or "V,‘.‘?v“, v '..y“'rr,n' f the adequacy nt the tornadqc
miss ’f_‘ protection "“N"jr‘,‘k the harrier . +h issue 1¢ ‘r:5 .'(’*

44: -13-02

The nspector alen obhserved that FCAR F re | -7 denict y v 1 remn ahi¢
:‘:’,’ h’]“ ’;’_ ": at or 7 w thin "Vp r ry A '1‘-‘4'-/ F,V"‘: : """

it has been ascertained that this wall omposed of reinforced concrete,
there s @ concern relative to the f i adequacy of the wal) ect r
:"r*l'r h1e .‘4".‘, nce + not f ck construction, w ild not be
covered by IE Bulletir -11, a review to be made of the sei analy
nrovided for th nstallation. endin determination that t removable
ection does not jeopardize any safety related ponents,given a sei

event tr S € nre lved 44 - -
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