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SUMMARY

Inspection on September 27 - October 8, 1982

Areas Inspected

This special, unannounced inspection involved 187 inspector-hours on site in the
area of surveillance test programs.

Results

Of the one area inspected, five noncompliances were found (Paragraphs 8.d(3),
8.i(1), 8.j(1), 8.j(2), 8.j(3), 8.j(4), 8.v(1), 8.v(2) and 8.v(3), Inadequate
Procedure; paragraphs 8.d(1), 8.j(5), 8.q(2), 8.v(4), 8.q(1) and 8.m(1), Failure
to Comply with Technical Specifications)
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DETAILS

1. Persons Contacted

Licensee Employees

**N. L. Stampley, Senior Vice President
** Jim McGaughy, Assistant Vice President, Nuclear Operations
** Ken McCoy, Plant Manager
**L. F. Dale, Manager of Nuclear Services
**J. W. Yelverton, Field QA Manager
* George Alan Zinke, Supervisor N.P.E.
*Curtley Hayes, Plant Quality Supervisor
* Dick Ambrosino, Assistant Plant Manager
*G. A. Johnson, Operations Superintendent

'*J. R. Anderson, Operations Assistant
*R. G. Keeton, Technical Assistant
*A. McCurdy, Technical Support Manager
*S.'M. Feith, QA Operations Supervisor
*J. D. Bailey, Plant Quality
*C. R. Hutchinson, Nuclear Support Manager
*R. G. Williams, Ofice Services Supervisor

Other licensee employees contacted included technicians and operators.

Other Organizations

T. Estes, QUADREX Corporation
G. E. George, PMC Corporation

*J. F. Groves, THE0PHILUS
;

** Attended enforcement meeting at NRC Region II office on October 14, 1982
* Attended exit interview

2. Exit Interview and Enforcement Meeting

| The inspection scope and findings were summarized on October 8, 1982, with
I those persons indicated in paragraph 1 above. The licensee acknowledged the
I inspection findings.

An enforcement conference was held in the NRC Region II office on
October 14, 1982 to discuss the program deficiencies identified during this
inspection. The corrective measures to be accomplished prior to achieving

| the next criticality were documented in a confirmation of action letter
! to the licensee dated October 20, 1982.-
(

3. Licensee Action on Previous Enforcement Matters
|

| Not inspected.
!

.
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4. Unresolved Items

Unresolved items were not identified during.this inspection.

5. Administrative Controls of Technical Specification Amendments

The inspectors reviewed the following documents to determine if the licensee
had established administrative controls to assure that Technical Specifica-
tion (T.S.) amendments are incorporated into plant procedures, instructions
or drawings as appropriate.

01-S-06-12 GGNS Surveillance Program-

01-S-06-8 Plant Staff Handling of Plant Licensing Activities-

01-S-02-2 Control and Use of the GGNS Operation Manual-

09-S-01-15 Changes to FSAR/SER-

- 09-S-01-17 Changes to Technical Specification

The plant staff licensing engineer is delegated the responsibility for
identifying proposed changes to the Technical Specifications which alter

,

surveillance requirements. Administrative controls have not been esta-
blished which provide positive assurance that Technical Specification
amendments or design change notices will be incorporated into plant pro-
cedures,. instructions or drawings, as appropriate. This is inspector
followup item (50-416/82-67-07).

| 6. Incorporation of Technical Specification Amendments

| The inspectors reviewed the three Technical Specification amendments tu the
Grand Gulf license to determine i? the amendments have resulted in accept-
able revisions to the appropriate documents and that these measures have
been implemented in a manner that meets the new requirements.

a. Amendment 1 dated 6-50-82 - The one change to surveillance instructions
required by amendment 1 was incorporated.

b. Amendment 2 dated 8-17-82 - There were no changes as a result of
amendment 2.

l
! c. Amendment 3 dated 9-20-82 - There were 5 changes to surveillance
| procedures at a result of amendment 3. Four changes have been reported
i as entered but not verified. One cha ge is ertensive, requiring
j multiplc procedure entry, and has not oeen entered.

This will be part of inspector followup item (50-416/82-67-07).

j 7. Implementation of Technical Specification Requirements

The inspectors reviewed the following documents to determine if the licensee
has a systematic method for assuring that all Technicel Specification
requirements are implemented by a document or instruction.,

|

|

|

l
l
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01-S-06-12 GGNS Surveillance Program-

01-S-06-8 Plant Staff Handling of. Plant Licensing Activities-

01-S-02-2 Control and Use of the GGNS Operation Manual-

09-S-01-15 Changes to FSAR/SER-

09-S-01-17 Changes to Technical Specification-

No systematic method has been established for assuring that all Technical
Specification requirements are implemented by a document or instruction.

'This will be part of inspector followup item (50-416/82-67-07).

8. Technical Adequacy of Surveillance Procedures

The inspectors conducted an audit of the licensee's surveillance procedures
to verify:

The surveillances were correctly incorporated in the facility schedule.-

A technically adequate procedure exists for performing the surveil--

lance.

The proper equipment is identified to be surveilled.-

The surveillance has been performed at the frequency specified in the-

Technical Specification.

The inspectors findings were:

a. Technical Specification Surveillance:

4.3.1.1 (APRM Flux High Setdown)-
;

Procedures Reviewed:

- 06-1C-1C51-V-002 (Calibration)
06-0P-1C51-V-003 (Functional)-

Findings:

* - Surveillances are satisfactorily scheduled. Functional checks and
| Calibrations are conducted at frequencies required. Procedures

have not been reviewed for technical adequacy.

b. Technical Specification Surveillance:

4.3.7.8 (Chlorine Detection)-

!

|

7
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Procedures Reviewed:

06-0P-1000-D-0001 (Channel Check)-

06-1C-1Z51-M-0001 (Functional)-

06-1C-1Z51-R-0001(Calibration)_-

Findings:

Surveillances satisfactorily scheduled. Checks are conducted at-

required frequencies. Procedure is technically adequite.

c. Technical Specification Surveillance:

4.6.1.6 (Containment Structural Integrity)-

Procedure Reviewed:

06-ME-1M10-0-0001-

Findings:

Procedure is technically adequate and has been performed at-

required frequency,

d. Technical Specification Surveillance:

- 4.6.5 (Drywell Post-LOCA Vacuum Breaker)

Procedures Reviewed:

06-0P-1000-D-0001 (Daily)-

- 06-0P-1E61-M-0001 (n-Day Operability)
06-ME-1E61-R-0001 (18-Month Test)

,

-

06-10-1E61-M-1002 (dp Functional)-

- 06-1C-1E61-R-1002 (dp Calibration)

(1) Procedure 06-0P-1000-D-0001 was found.to be technically inadequate
because channel checks were required only in Modes 1 and 2 whereas
Technical Specification 4.6.5.b.3(a) is applicable for Modes 1, 2
and 3. The acceptability criteria was <_ 1.0 psig rather than 1
0.5 psig as required by Technical Specifications. On
September 20-29, this check on procedure 06-0P-1000-D-0001 was

-

marked "N/A" while the facility was in mode 3. This is a failure
to comply with Technical Specifications and is a violation
(50-416/82-67-02).

(2) Procedure 06-0P-1000-D-0001 appears to be technically inadequate
in that the position indicator operability is not verified as
required by~ Technical Specification 4.6.5.b.2.b. The licensee has
requested a Techiical Specification amendment to revise this
requirement but no amendment has been granted at this time.



.

. .

5

(3) Procedures 06-1C- E61-M-1002 and 06+1C-1E61-R-1002'are technically
. inadequate because the checks for alarm trips and computer points
and satisfaction of Technical Specification requirements is stated
to be applicable only for Modes 1 and 2. The Technical Specifi-
cation is applicable for Modes 1, 2, and.3. This is an example.of
an inadequate procedure and is a violation (50-416/82-67-01).

(4) Procedure 06-1C-1E61-R-1002 was determined to be technically
inadequate. Channel calibrations are performed by calibrating the
pressure transmitter, then calibrating the Rosemont Trip Unit.
The entire parameter sensing loop is not checked as required by
channel calibrations. (reference Technical Specifications
definition of channel calibration). This appears to be a generic
problem in the. calibration of all safety parameter sensing units.

(5) Procedure 06-1C-1E61-R-1002 was determined to be technically
inadequate in the setting of the trip signal for opening of the
drywell containment vacuum breakers. In order for the relief
valves to open at a differential pressure of 5 1.0 psid, the
Rosemont trip unit must be set to send a trip signal for an imput
of 3.500 VDC. The calibration procedures allows the trip setting
to be 3.500 plus or minus 0.010 VDC. Setting of the trip at the
upper end of this tolerance band would result in the vacuum
breakers not opening atdl.0 psid as required by Technical Specifi-
cations. This appears to be a generic problem in the setting of
all safety parameter sensing units.

e. Technical Specification Surveillance:

4.4.5 (SpecificActivity)-

Procedures Reviewed:

06-CH-1821-W-002 (72 Hour check)-

- 06-CH-1821-M-008
06-CH-1B21-V-009-

Findings:

Surveillances are satisfactorily scheduled. The 72 hour checks are-

performed more frequently than required. Procedure 06-CH-1821-V-009
" Reactor Coolant Dose Equivalent Iodine for Abnormal Conditions" does
not correctly incorporate the Technical Specifications action statement
(i.e. Text pertaining to cummulative operating time is not included).

f. Technical Specification Surveillance:

4.7.6.2 (Fire Suppression System-Spray and/or-

SprinklerSystem)

,
-_ _
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Procedures Reviewed:

06-0P-SP64-W-0011 Monthly Valve Check-

06-0P-SP64-R-0019 18 Month Functional-

06-0P-SP64-A-0004 (12 Month Valve Check)-

Findings:

- Procedures are technically adequate. Surveillances are performed
at required frequencies,

g. Technical Specification Surveillance:

- 4.6.6.3 (Standby Gas Treatment System, SGTS)

Procedure Reviewed:

- 06-1C-B21-R-0017 (Primary Containment Control Room Isolation
System Functional Test)

Findings:

(1) Procedure 06-1C-B21-R-0017 is the referenced procedure for
surveillance of Technical Specification 4.6.6.3.d.3. The filter
trains are required to open in response to signals of high drywell
pressure, low reactor water level, and high radiation readings
from two fuel handling area monitors. The initiation of SGTS is
checked for the low reactor water level signal only. The
referenced procedure does not provide for checks with the other
initiation signals or check the status of the isolation dampers.

(2) 06-0P-1T48-R-0002, Rev. 11, 8-11-82, provides instructions to
operate the filter train with a flow rate of less than 4000 cfm.
The flow rate required by Technical Specifications during this
test is 4000 cfm 10%. The procedure date sheet does however
correctly specify the required flow rate to be 4000 cfm 10%.
This surveillance is required to verify that the pressure drop

| across the combined HEPA filters and charcoal absorber is less
| than 10.75 inches H 0. The procedure provides for measurement of2

| the pressure drop across the absorber only and uses this measure-
| ment for the acceptance criteria.
,

h. Technical Specification Surveillance:

4.8.1.1.2 (Standby Diesel Generator)-

!

..
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Procedures Reviewed:

06-0P-1P75-M-0'001 Standby Diesel Generator. (SDG) 11 Functional: - --

Test ~
06-0P-1P75-M-0002 Standby Diesel Generator (SDG) 12 Functional-

Test
'

Findings:

(1) Procedure 06-0P-1P75-M-0001, step 2.1.9 states gas temperatures
from the left stack and the right stack should be within 250 F of.
each other. Procedure 06-0P-1P75-M-0002 (SDG 12) Functional Test,
step 2.1.9 requires the temperatures to be within 50'F of each
other. These procedures should reflect the same requirement.i

(2) The procedure for SDG 11 requires only a stop watch under Sectioni
t.

3.0, required material and test equipement.' The procedure for SDG.4

12 requires a stop watch, chart recorder and DC amplifiers under -

'

section 3.0. The required material and test equipment should be-
the same for.both procedures.

(3) Procedural steps 5-1 to 5-4 are missing in procedure
i 06-0P-1P75-M-0001. These steps are necessary.to prepare the
: diesel generator for operation and should be included.

; i. . Technical. Specification Surveillance:

- 4.4.6.1.4.b (Reactor Vessel Head Flange temperature)-

W

Procedure Reviewed: ''

| 07-S-14-184,.Rev l'(Installation &-Removal-of the Reactor-

Vessel Head

Findings:

(1) Prerequisite 4.5 states tensioning of closure studs shall be
,

performed only when the vessel head and flange temperature are at ..

or above.70 F, and the data sheet for tensioning states
-

" acceptance stud temperature and closure flange -temperature 2.
: 70"F". This does not meet Technical Specification requirements to

verify the temperature is 2.70 F 30 minutes prior to and at least4

once per 30 minutes during tensioning of the reactor vessel head
bolting studs. Inspection did reveal that the licensee took the

~

i required temperature readings. This is an example of an in-
adequate procedure ~and is a violation. (50-416/82-67-01). .

i. J. Technical Specification Surveillance:

- 4.3.2.1-1.1.'c Containment'and Drywell Ventilation Exhaust
Radiation Monitor

R

4

e. , , , . - _ _.%,,m.-..---._..._...wr . . , - y,, - -- - ...# _ _ _ -.__ _ _ _ _ _
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Procedurcs Reviewed:

- 06-IC-1D17-R-0008, Rev. 2 (Calibration) !
- 06-0P-1000-D-0001, Rev. 14 (Daily Log) l

i06-0P-1D17-M-0005, Rev. 12 (Functional Test)-

Findings: )
(1) Technical Specification Table 4.3.2.1-1 requires a channel check

each shift but no criteria is given in 06-0P-1000-D-0001 to
-

evaluate readings for a channel check (i.e. all within 0.1 mr/hr?).
.

This is an example of an inadequate procedure and is a violation |

(50-416/82-67-01).

(2) Technical Specification Table 3.3.7.1-1.7 requires a minimum of 3
'

channels operable. 06-0P-1000-0-0001- requires only a minimum of 2
channels operable. Technical Specification Table 3.3.2.1-1.c
requires a minimum of 2 operational channels per trip system.
This is an example of an . inadequate procedure and is a violation
(50-416/82-67-01).

(3) 06-0P-1000-D-0001, requires an acceptance criteria of 5 5 mr/hr.
Technical Specification Table 3.3.7.1-1.7 requires alarm / trip
setpoint of $2.0 MR/hr/14 MR/hr (these values are to be used
until completion of the startup test program and any change
submitted to the NFC). -This is an example of an inadequate
procedure and is a violation (60-416/82-67-01).

(4) Technical Specification Table 3.3.7.1-1.7 requires an alarm / trip
'

setpoint of 52.0.mR/hr/54 mR/hr. 06-0P-1D17-M-0005,'Rev. 12,-

paragraph 5.2.6 requires the high alarm setpoint be recorded but
,

| no' acceptance criteria is given. Paragraph 5.2.3 requires trip
| check adjust until the downscale setpoint is reached, then record
| the setpoint, but no acceptance criteria is given. This is an
; example of an inadequate procedure and is a violation
[ -(50-416/82-67-01).
t
I (5) Technical Specification Table 3.3.2-1.i.c, note e, states that

one upscale and/or 2 downscale will actuate the trip system.
Logic diagram E-1177-13 thru'17 and 32 show that the design
requires 2 upscale or 2 downscale to trip the system. Also,
Table 3.3.7. 1-1, note a, states that one channel upscale and
one channel inoperable will actuate the trip system. Logic

! diagram E-1177-13 thru 17 and 32 show that one upscale and one
inoperable channel will actuate the trip system only if both are

| within the same division. This is a failure to comply with
Technical Specifications and is a violation (50-416/82-67-03).

.

4

I
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_ (6) Surveillance procedure 06-0P-1000-D-0001, revision 14, channel
check of containment vent exhaust monitor D17-K609 was discussed
with a shift supervisor and a licensed nuclear operator. The
following observations were made:

(a) The acceptance criteria " Min 2 ch op s 5 mr/hr" was inter-
preted by the nuclear operator to mean only two of the four

- metert are required to read less than 5 mr/hr. The shift
supervisor indicated that four out of four meters were
required to be operable with readings .less than 5 mr/hr.

(b) Both the nuclear operator and shift supervisor believed that
channel B and D form a trip system and A and C form the other
trip system. Review of the logic diagrams indicates that;

channel A and D form a trip system. In general, most A and C
channels form a trip system. However, the general rule of
thumb has exceptions. The shift supervisor stated that he
knew of no information available to him which associates
instrument channels to their respectivt trip system outside
of the logic diagrams.

k. Technical' Specification Surveillance:

4.3.3.1-1.c.1.a (Reactor Vessel Water Level Low Level 2)-

- 4.3.3.1-1.C.1.c (Reactor Vessel Water Level Hi-Level 8)
.-

Proceaures Reviewed:

- 06-0P-1000-D-0001 (Daily)
! - 06-IC-1821-M-1010 (Functional Test);

- 06-IC-1B21-R-0012 (Calibrations)

Finding:

- Table 3.3.3-2.C.1.a gives an allowable value of 5 -43.8 in. and
should be 1-43.8 in. A Technical Specification revision is',

required.

1. Technical Specification Surveillance:

- 4.6.4.4.a-(TIP Explosive Charge)
- 4.6.4.4.b (Squib Testing)

Procedure Reviewed:

- 06-0P-1000-D-001, Rev. 14, Operating Logs

Findings:

(1) The licensee's list of surveillance requirements shows the daily
log, 06-0P-1000-D-0001, applicable for Technical Specification 4.-

-.-- - .-.
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6.4.4.a bu't Grand Gulf does not have explosive valves on the TIP
system. This should be a Technical Specification amendment
request.

(2) 4.6.4.4.b- Not applicable to Grand Gulf and should be a Technical
Specification amendment request for deletion.

m. Technical Specification Surveilliance:

4.6.3.4 (Suppression' Pool Make-up)-

Procedures Reviewed:

- 06-0P-1000-D-0001 (Daily Log Procedure)
06-0P-1E30-Q-0001 (SPMU 'Q' Valve Test)-

- 06-IC-1E30-R-0001 (SP w/l w/r Tem / Cal P. A.M.)
- 06-IC-1E30-R-0002 (SP w/l n/r Tem / Cal P.A.M)

Findings:

(1) The valve positions for flow path valves are recorded in 06-0P-
1000-D-0001 but not verified in the correct position. .The Techni-
cal Specification requires the correct valve position to be
verified. This is an example of failure to comply with Technical
Specifications and is a violation (50-416/82-67-05).

(2) The requirements for a system functional test, including simulated
automatic actuation of the system throughout its emergency opera-
ting sequence, is not incorporated into the surveillance program.

n. Technical Specification Surveillance:

4.7.1.3 (UltimateHeatSink)

Procedures Reviewed:

06-0P-0001-D-0001 (Daily Check)-

06-0P-1P41-M-0002 (SSW Loop "A" Functional Test)-

- 06-0P-1P41-M-0003 (SSW Loop "B" Functional Test)

Finding:

The requirements for a system test to verify automatic starting-

when the associated standby service water subsystem is started is
not incorporated into the surveillance test program.

o. Technical Specification Surveillance:

4.7.1.2 (High Pressure Core Spray Service Water System)-

Procedure Reviewed:

. . - _ ._ _. -
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06-0P-1P41-M-0001 (HPCS Service Water System Functional Test)-

Finding:

- Procedure appears to be technically adequate and incorporates
Technical Specification requirements,

p. Technical Specification Surveillance:

4.6.3.3. (Suppression Pool Cooling)-

Procedure Reviewed:

06-0P-1E12-M-0001 (LPCI/RHR Subsystem "A" Functional Test)-

- 06-0P-1E12-M-0002 (LPCI/RHR Subsystem "B" Functional Test)

Finding:

- Procedures appear to be technically adequate and incorporates
Technical Specification requirements.

q. Technical Specification Surveillance:

- 4.7.1.1. (Standby Service Water (SSW))

Procedure Reviewed:

06-0P-1P41-M-0002 (SSW Loop "A" Functional Test)-

06-0P-1P41-M-0003 (SSW Loop "B" Functional Test)-

06-0P-1000-D-0001 (Daily Log Procedure)-

Findings:

(1) The flow valves for the Fuel Pool Cooling and clean up room
coolers are not verified to be in the correct position as required
by paragraph 4.7.1.1-a.1 of the Technical Specifications. This is
an example of failure to comply with Technical Specifications and
is a violation (50-416/82-67-05).

(2) The positions of the spent fuel storage pool coolers are verified
locked closed on 06-0P-1000-D-0001. A check of the valves in the
field revealed that the F2008 operator was lying on the floor.
The position indicating arrow was not marked so as to be used to
determine valve position. The surveillance was so marked on
11/1/82 as t( indicated'the valve was checked in the correct,.

pcsiton. This is a failure to comply with Technical Specifi-
cations and is a violation (50-416/82-67-04).

(3) Valve check sheet lists 1P41-F011. There is no 1P41-F011 listed
on the FSAR system diagram. Valve 1P41-F013 is required to be
open whereas the FSAR states locked open.

-- . - - . . . . . . .-
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(4) The requirements 'for verifying that each' automatic valve serving
safety-related equipment actuates to its correct position on an
actuation test signal is not incorporated into the surveillance
program.

r. Technical Specification Surveillance:

4.8;1.1.1.a. (Electrical Power System)--

4.3.2~.1- (Isolation Actuation Instrumentation)
' ~-

Procedure Reviewed:

06-0P-1R20-W-0001, Rev. 11 (Plant AC and DC Electrical Power
Distribution Weekly Lincup)

Findings:

Procedure appears to be technically adequate.-

- s. Technical Specification Surveillance:

4.8.1.1.2,d.1- - (Standby Diesel Generator System)-

Procedure Reviewed:

06-ME-1P15-R-001 (Standby Diesel Generator (SDG) Check (18 Months)> -

Findings:

- The procedure appears to be technically adequate.
r

t. Technical Specification Surveillance:

4.3.1.1-1.2.6 (APRM Flow Baised)-

Procedures Reviewed:

06-0P-1000-D-0001 (Daily Log)-

| - 06-0P-1C51-V-0003
06-IC-1C51-V-0002|. :-

| 03-1-01-1-

|-
Findings:

(1) Procedures are technically adequate (footnote 'd' not inspected).
(2) Daily verification during condition 1 of measured core flow has

not been incorporated into procedures.

(3) Other items are scheduled satisfactorily.



.~-

*

. .

13

u. . Technical Specification Surveillance:

- 4.6.1.1.b -(31 day manual valve, blind flan e and
automatic valve containment verification.

Finding:

- Procedure has not been developed.

v. Technical Specification Surveillance:

- 4.3.7.4-1.7 (RCIC Turbine Speed)
4.7.3 (RCICSystem)

Procedures Reviewed:

06-0P-1E51-M-0001 Rev. 10 (C5annel Check)-

06-1C-1C61-R-005 Rev. 1 (Calibration)-

- 06-0P-1E51-R-0005 Rev. 10 (Flow Test)
- 06-IC-1E51-R-0002 Rev. 3 (CST Low Level Cal.)
- 06-IC-1E51-R-0003 Rev. 1 (Supprs. Pool Hi-Level Cal.)

Finding:

(1) Figure 5.4-11 of the FSAR shows valve F004 is normally closed but
data sheet IV of 06-0P-1E51-M-001 lines up F004 open. This is an
example of.an inadequate procedure and is a viola'. ion (50-416/82-
67-01).

(2) Figure 5.4.10 of the FSAR shows valve F077 open but data sheet IV
of 06-0P-1E51-M-0001 lines up F077 closed. This is an example of
an inadequate procedure and is a violation (50-416/82-67-01).

(3) Figure 5.4-11 of the GG FSAR shows valve F038 as a globe valve but
data sheet IV of 06-0P-1E51-M-0001 describes F038 as a stop check

valve. This is an example of an inadequate procedure and is a
violation (50-416/82-67-01).

(4) 06-0P-1E51-M-0001, data sheet IV, does not check the position of
the stop check valve F021 as required by Technical Specification
4.7.3.a.2. This is an example of failure to comply with Technical
Specifications and is a violation (50-416/82-67-05).

(5) 06-IC-1E51-R-0002 does not require checking that the RCIC system
auto transfers from the condensate storage tank to the suppression
pool on water level low signals as required by Technical Specifi-
cation 4.7.3.c.3 (Valve F031 opens).

w. Technical Specificaton Surveillance:

- - . . ..
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- 4.6.1.2.d (Type B and C, Appendix J Tests)

-Procedure Reveiwed:

06-ME-1M61-V-0001-

Findings:

- Proper identification of valves requiring LLRT was not inspected.
Procedure does not specify valve lineup for nor does it verify
restored valve positions. Surveillance is satisfactorily
scheduled.

x. Technical Specification Surveillance:

- 4.6.1.2.p (MSIV leak test)

Procedure Reviewed:

- 06-ME-1M61-V-0001

Findings:

Procedure is technically adequate. Surveillance is scheduled-

satisfactorily.

y. . Technical Specification Surveillance:

4.6.1.3.c (Air Lock Interlock Test)-

i Procedure Reviewed:

- 06-0P-1M23-S-0002

Finding:

- Surveillance is satisfactorily scheduled and procedure is
. technically adequate.

z. Technical Specification Surveillance:

- 4.6.1.2.e (AirLockTest)
4.6.1.3.b.1 (Air Lock Leak Test);

-

:

Procedure Reviewed:

- 06-ME-1M61-V-0001

|
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Findings:

(1) Procedure is' technically adequate.

(2) Maintenance planning and scheduling system does not require air
lock to be tested every six months. May not be scheduled.

The findings of the inspectors audit indicate the following:

- Surveillances, when identified, appear to be satisfactorily scheduled.

Multiple findings-indicate that various technical specification sur--

veillances or FSAR requirements are not incorporated into the appro-
priate documents.

- Many techni:al specification requirements were found to be mis-stated
or incorrectly incorporated into surveillance documents.

Technical Specification requirements were not being followed where a-

Technical Specification amendment had been requested but had not been
granted.

- Certain problems identified in the incorporation of Technical Specifi-
cntion requirements appear to be generic.

- There are Technical Specification requirements that are not applicable
to Grand Gulf but no amendment has been submitted to delete the
requirement.

Those discrepancies noted but not identified as a noncompliance at this time
will be inspected later. Thisisinspectorfollowupitem(50-416/82-67-06).

9. QA Program for Auditing Technical Specification Required Surveillances

The inspector reviewed the licensee quality assurance program and determined
the following:

There does not exist a separately defined detailed procedure in thea.
quality assurance program for auditing of surveillance requirements.
The audit requirements are the gene.ral audit requirements for plant
operations.

b. The methodology for the conduct of surveillance audits is under
development.

There are no requirements for a special audit of surveillance require-c.
ments that result from license amendments. Changes incorporated into
the Technical Specification would be audited during the next routine
audit of a particular surveillance.

This will be part of inspector followup item (50-416/82-67-07).
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10. Review of Training Records

The inspectors reviewed the training records of two reactor operators and
two senior reactor. operators and discussed the training program with a
training supervisor. It was determined that although the training program
encompasses Technical Specification requirements there is no formal training*

on the implementation of Technical Specification requirements into the
surveillance program.

This will be part of inspector followup item (50-416/82-67-07).
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