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LICENSEE: Toledo Edison Company and
Cleveland Electric 11luminating Company

FACILITY: Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Station, Unit Mo, )

SURJECT:  SUMMARY OF MEETING, AUGUST 16, 1983, CONCERNING
COMPLIANCE WITH 10 CFR 50.48

On Auoust &, 1983, representatives of Toledo Edison Company (TED) met with

MRC personnel at Bethesda, "aryland, The meeting was a followup to the exit

interview held with TED on July 29, 1983 at the conclusion of the NBC fire
protection audit of the Davis-Besse station,

of deficiencies with respect to fire protection requirements, These
deficiencies were discussed at the exit interview,

The August 16, 1983, meeting was requested by the lRC.,

This audit revealed a numbher

The purpose of the

meetine was (a) to discuss what must be accomplished with respect to the

andit findings, hefore restart of the Davis-Besse station, (b) discuss the

schedule for makina modifications to the facility and for developing necessary
onerational procedures to fully comply with 10 CFR 50-48 (c) to provide TtD

the opportunity to discuss whal has been accomplished since the audit and
{d) to nrovide an opportunity for TED to present a justification for startup

and operation of the facility in the interim until the facility 1s in full

compliance. It was stated that the NRC objective was that the meeting
would result in a clear understanding of what TED cowmitments, to brina the
facility into full compliance, will he required before Davis-fesse operation

can resume,

TED nresented a brief chronology of significant events relating to fire
o protection activities at Davis-Besse and discribed their accomplishments in
gg._ the approximately ? week interval since the completion of the fire protection

andit and the nlanned actiities (See Enclosure 1),

understanding of the deficiencies identified at the exit interview,
11st was presented at the August 16, 1983 neetino as part of TEU's status

misinterpretations.

The MRC has reviewed enclosure 2 and confirms that 1t
correctly reprasents *he issues fdentified at the July 29, exit interview.

This

<

g; report, The NPC agreed to review this 1ist and {dentify any omissions or
&

o

TED indicated that their review of the known fire protection deficiencies

led them tn conclude that there are no related safety concerns associated

with vavis-fesse operation in the interin until the deficiencies can de

Enclosure 2 to this meeting summary was prepared by TZD and renresents their
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Yeeting Summary
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TED indicated that a larae number of the known deficiencies (Cnclosure

2) can be corrected in the short term,

Short term was defined as within

several months but not necessarily before scheduled restart of the unit.
Those ftems considered short term by TED are indicated by an encircled
However, TC!! does not

vet have a definitive overall schedule for corrective action. Some of
the short termm items may be correctable before restart; some of those
that are not, 1t was suqgested by TED, could have an LCO attached such
posting special fire watches, etc,

mmber (circles added by NRC) on enclosure 2,

The MRC stated that with regard to justification for operation in the

interim until deficiencies are corrected, the fact that action is being

(or is aooing to be) taken to correct deficiencies is not by itself

adequate fustification.
sating action even for the iterinm,
1, 2, and 3 of enclosure 2, even though TED considers that in the event

of any “"credible" fire in the control room or cable spreading room the
existina overating procedures coupled with the fire preplan could
safely handle the fire, the HAC would require something of an interinm
corrective measure e,1., interim procedures for hot standby and cold
shutdown (even if not within 72 hours as prescribed in Anp. R) must be

prepared and the operators trained in the use of the procedures and the
In addition interim exemptions from the requirements of the
Also, interim modificaticn to the facility

nrenlan,

requlation might be reauired,

may be appropriate,

TED should examine the 1ist of deficiencies and
determine what interim measures can be taken to mitfgate the consenuences
or lower the probability of notential fires,

The NRC will require some corrective or compen-
For example, with regard to items

The seriousness with which the NRC views the dificiencies at the Davis-Desse

facility was expressed to the TED representatives,
will require, by way of Confirmation of Action Letter (CAL), a specific

In Tight of this the KRC

action nlan and associated schedule acceptable to the NEC before restart

of Davis-Resse will be permitted.

he taken by TED were discussed., These are shown in enciosure 3,

Some of the corrective actions that niaght

TED aareed to review the NRC posfition and to submit their plan for correct-

ing deficiencies for NRC review and acceptance prior to restart.

4 is a 1ist of meeting attendees.

ST e e

Albeirt W. De Agazio, Project Manager
Operating Reactors Branch #4
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Toledo Edison Company
cc w/enclosure(s):

Mr. Donald H. Hauser, Esq.

The Cleveland Electric
[Tluminating Company

P. 0. Box 5000

Cleveland, Ohio 44101

Gerald Charnoff, Esq.
Shaw, Pittman, Potts

and Trowbridge
1800 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20036

Paul M, Smart, Esq.
Fuller & Henry
300 Madison Avenue
P. 0. Box 2088
Toledo, Ohio 43603

Mr. Robert B. Borsum

Babcock & Wilcox

Nuclear Power Generation Division
7910 Woodmont Avenue, Suite 220
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

President, Board of County
Commissioners of Ottawa County
Port Clinton, Ohio 43452

Attorney General

Department of Attorney General
30 East Broad Street
Columbus, Ohio 43215

Hareld Kahn, Staff Scientist
Power Siting Commission

361 East Broad Street
Columbus, Ohio 43216

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Resident Inspector's Office

5503 N. State Route 2

Jak Harbor, Ohio 43449

Regional Radiation Representative
EPA Region V

230 South Dearborn Street
Chicago, I1linois 60604

Ohio Department of Health
ATTN: Radiological Health

Program Director
P. 0. Box 118
Columbus, Ohio 43216

James W. Harris, Director (Addressee Only)

Division of Power Genzration

Chio Department of Industrial Relations

2323 West Sth Avenue
P. 0. Box 825
Columbus, Ohio 43216

Mr. James G. Keppler, Regional Administrator
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Region II!

799 Ronsevelt Road
Glen Eliyn, I1linois 60137

Mr. Larry D. Young
Manager, Nuclear Licensing
Toledo Edison Company
Edison Plaza

300 Madison Avenue

Toledo, Ohio 43652
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FIRE PROTECTION PROGRAN

NRC MEETING - AUGUST 1b, 19&3

INTRODUCTION
HISTORY

POST-AUDIT ACTIONS
IMMEDIATE MANAGEMENT ACTIONS
SHORT TERM ACTIONS

LONG TERM ACTICONS






MAR.

*JAN,

MAR.

APR,

JULY

CHRON

0LOG
-

ICAL LIST

18,

19,

23,

29,

1981

1982

1582

1982

TOLEDO EDISON SUBMITS PLANS, SCHEDULES.
AND DESIGN DESCRIPTION OF BACKUP SERVICE
WATER SYSTEM MODIFICATION,

NRC suBMITS SAFE SHUTDOWN CAPABILITY 10
CFR 50 APPENDIX R - FIRE PROTECTION.

NRC/ToLEDO EDISON MEETING AT BECHTEL
CORP, OFFICES IN GAITHERSBURG,

TOLEDO EDISON SUBMITS EXEMPTION REQUESTS

TO0 NRC ForR 10 CFR 50 APPENDIX R FOR THE
%OMPONENT COCLING WATER ROOM AND THE CONTROL
COM.

TOLEDO EDISON RECEIVES NRC STAFF'’S
POSITIONS REGARDING INSTRUMENTATION
REQUIRED AND ALLOWABLE REPAIRS FOR
ALTERNATIVE SHUTDOWN,

NRC APPENDIX R SITE VISIT.
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AcTion PLAN DEVELOPMENT

PRIORITIZE ACTIONS

PERSONNEL ASSIGNMENT

LCO RESOLUTION ACTIVITIZS

NUCLEAR UTILITY FIRE PROTECTION
INFORMATION EXCHANGE

-

’RCUF -



TOLEDQ EDISON COMPANY
FIRE PROTECTION PROGRAM

SHORT-TERM POST-AUDIT ACTIONS

INTENT IS TO RESOLVZ SPECIFICALLY IDENTIFIED DEFICIENCY,
A LONG TERM RESOLUTION EFFORT WILL VALIDATE AND MODIFY,
IF NECESSARY,

FOR THE MOST PART THESE ARE RELATED TO NFPA EXCEPT

- O1L COLLECTION SYSTEM

- PROCEDURES

- CABLE SPREADING RooM/CONTROL ROOM

PRIORITY IT

m

MS:

- PROCEDURES TO HOT STANDBY (OPERATIONS MoODE 3)
- SURVEILLANCE TESTING - FIRE DAMPER RESOLUTION
- ACTION PLAN FINALIZATION FOR UNRESOLVED ITEMS



TOLEDO EDISON COMPANY

~ s A

FIRE FT"7=CTION PROGRAM

LonGg TERM PoST-AUDIT ACTIONS

PROGRAMMATIC - GENERIC RESOLUTIONS

SAFE SHUTDOWN SYSTEMS REVERIFICATION

FIRE HAZARDS ANALYSIS REPORT (FHAR)
CORRELATION TO APPENDIX R

FHAR - NFPA - USAR - TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS
DoCUMENT COMPATIBILITY REVIEW

EMERGENCY LIGHTING REVIEW
AUXILLIARY SHUTDOWN PANEL CIRCUIT REVIEW

ONE HOUR BARRIER REVIEW

LICENSE AMENDMENT STATUS REVIEW




N> alternate shutdown "'l""l'|' y
to hot shutdown as a result ol a

spreading room/control room.

No alternate shutdown capablility
to cold shutdown as a rvesult ol

spreading room/control room,

The auxiliary shutdown panel does n t hie hutdown
capability requirements of App. R . ource range

flux, T , and the range lon ll ).
L ]

The emergency lighting does not mee » requirements
of App. R (1.e., test fallures, access CRIeSS
routes, lighting adequacy, positioning ) vt ior

$ o
Fire barriers do not meet.three (3) ho
criteria (1.e., doors 215 aud

uppl UV«‘cl) »

The reactor coolant pump oil colle«
canable of collecting lube ofl from
leakage sites trom all four rea
required.

'he control ol
Ahh‘n[ll‘l(rly demon
lnlt' \A'uuti .IH'! Wit
work and no tin

area). PPoor ho




Fron AUDIT

DEF L

Violation ol LLimit ‘lw)' Condition Y itfon (LCO)
per s 'erlod ol ' to § months,

} dampers weve inoperable with no fire watch d

concerning e dam
ue to:

a. Operator error and fallure to make proper
notification

Inadequate Lest proce
l.t‘lfl!ll |4'l'-|' . '-"‘w((“'l to:
Correct |n|u|.‘in|'

All L ll-‘l?r‘ll“\w' by individual on ¢ ;1..-1“‘..-|-

will » ye-pertormed,

Recor will be corre " while

recon for future 1

A pos ible spot-ched f all other tests performe
')‘7’ the ope ratol to review o Inaccur a«
other tech. spec. 518 were performed, oten

tial problems o Iscrepanciles

(‘L‘) he service water dl

) the requlrements
valres and lod
abling Iire,

V. full SUppr




10. The one hour Tive |
report dlscrepancie

Additional document: | ' requine

lhe ame hour wraps I 1.1:'|‘- Le poorly inst 1l led
imnd not In accordance w L 150 ition (FCR

claims to be closed a wo )l

Fire fn Auxiliary Shutdown
both trains of the auxiliary dwater pump governor
control clicultryy. Indlcates view cireultry

required and alternative S/D required.

Diesel Fire Pump Test procedure not written no

performed in accordance with requirements

Fire hose stations not iIn accordance with requirement:

(no pressure reducers on stand plpe:

Modifications wade fire door t«

documentation nor FCR was found,

affected fire rating ol de

YO I
Several NFPA requlroeme
system were not met (1.

found In 1980 FP audit

No |‘||’,".l|‘\! barvier

hydrants/valves.,

Fire pump t«
fn FaAR,
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FIRE PROTECTION AUDIT RESPONSE
DEFICIENCIES

DEFICIENCY

Nonexistence of procedimire tor control of combustibles.

Fire protection system [lush, valve operation performed
every '' ‘2e years vs. one year In NFPA.

Flre detector maintenance. Dust accumulatlon rvequires
photoelectric detector adjustment. Procedures did not

address this.,

Procedures for fire door and damper maintenance
fdentifled no survetllance from 1978 until recently,.
NFPA requires a moathly visual check as a minimum,
Not identifled.

Concerning emergency lighting, procedures should be
revised to perform survelllance quarterly instead of

semlannually.

The level of training and knowledge and resoonsibility
delineation for off-site flre department assistance is
inadequate,

Welding permits per NFPA 51 and 518 are not to be
fssued for greater than 24 hours, Weekly permits are
allowed at b-B |,

August

)
L

1983
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29.

Auveust
FIRE_PROTECTION AUDIT RESPONSE
DEFICIENCIES

DEFICTENCY

The follovwing tests and test records are Inadequate

relative to NEFPA:
- 1980-83 diesel pump tests.

- 2" drain test only performed, additional tests
required.

Off site contractors inadequately traired as fire watch.

Adwministratlive Procedure AD 1810.00 - References
License Amendment 18 concerning staffing. Flre
protection coordinator 1s overworked, fire
protection effort appears understaffied,

Concerning Hi/Lo pressure interfaces; verlily nonexistence
of such interfaces on PORV's and letdown cooler isolation

valves.

A.Procedures development to support beficliency Nos. | and 2.

B.FUAR revicw and update to 10CFR 50 Appendix R,

DBP 4328

Ve,

198}
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Enclosure 3
FOR DISCUSSION PUPPOSES

RRECT. -TIONS TO BE TAKEN
0

co
TO SUPPORT RESTART OF Th. .4/IS-BESSE NUCLEAR POWER STATION

Revise existing procedures for achieving hot standby to include
achieving cold shutdown in the event of a fire in the control room
and cable spreading room, using onsite power only. The revised
procedures must integrate the information provided in the fire-
preplan concerning potential effects of a fire in these areas.
These procedures are to be reviewed (including walkdown) and
approved in accordance with Section € of the Technical Specifi-
cations. Plant operators shall be trained in the use of the
revised procedures.

Perform a thorough review for compliance with the appropriate
sections of 10 CFR 50, Appendix R, Sections I11.G, I11.J and
[11.0. 1If the review cannot be completed prior to startup,
provide a schedule for its completion. Submit, the results of
the above for NRC review, including documentation identifying
for each fire area: 1) the safe shutdown equioment, 2) the
method(s) used to comply with Section I11.G. of Apendix R,

and 3) any modifications required.

Complete all modifications required to comply with Appendix R
or request an exemption from NRC for those items which you

dc not intend to carry out or which cannot be completed prior
to startup. Submit a schedule for NRC review and concurrence.
Include appropriate justification for the schedule and describe

the compensating actions to be taken during plant operation.
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