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4. On October 1o through 27, 1989 and lanuary 22, Febiaary 2, 1990, an
1 spection of Uniis | and 2 of CPSES was performed. The results of this inspaction were
reported in Inspection Report Wos, 50-445/89-200; S0-446/89-200. The relevant portion
of this report is attached hereto at Attachment 2,

During the first portion of NRC Inspecuon 50-445/89-200, the team found that
ar upgrade procram imitiated by the L censee to improve the useabilily of the plant
labelir g throughout the plant had not been 1 nplemented. During the second nortion of this
inspection, the team learned that the appl cant had reevaluated and re prioritized the
upgrade program. There was no violation 0/ NRC requirements, but the metal label tags
were difficult 10 locate and nac @ roonos and components other than valves were
cssentially not fabeled. The tear believed the labsling evisurg at that tir e presented a
potential for operator errons.

0. The Applicant's respanse to the concerr uver labeling was to imp!smeni the
ungrade program earlier thar had been previously pianned. They labeled the rooms prior
10 heensing.  In additior  coinponants in areas containing both Unit 1 and Unit 2
components were relabeled prior to licensing of Unit 1. The completior of the label
upgrade program was scheduled for the first refueling outage ir Dece nber 1991,

7. On May 29 through June 15, 1990, an inspection of Unit 1 of CPSES was
periormed.  The iesults of this inspection ‘vere reported in Inspection Report
Nos. S0-445/90.20; 50-446/90-20. The relevant portion of (ais report is attached hereto

as Attachment 3,



Ty

8. During this inspection, the team found that about 43,000 labels had been
installed, and thai completion was siill targeted for the first refueling outage.

9. During July 3 through August 13, 1991, an inspection of Unit 1 of CPSES was
performed. The results of this inspection were reporied in
Inspection Report Nos, 5§0-445/91-32; 50-446/91-32. The relevant portion of this report
is attached hereto as Attachment 4.

10, During this inspection, the  tors reviewed a Licersce Quality Assurance
audit report on the system and component labeling program.  Approximately 350
component labeis were verified by the NRC inspectors, The few deficiencies identified
had been oreviously identified by the Licensee and were included in the Licensee's label
deficiency tiacking system.,

11, Dring August 14 through September 24, 1991, an intpection of Unit | o
TPSES  was  performed, The results of this inspection were reported in
Inspection Report Nos SC 445/91-41; 50-446/91-41. The relevant portion of this report
is attached hereto as Attachment S,

12, During this inspectior a number of design chaye notices, technical
evaluations, and 1 aver equipment list data inpul raquests were reviewed. These
Jocuments reported and Luitiated corrective action for label problems and related drawing
and database updates, They were the result of questions raised and errors detected during
the implementation of the label upgrade progriam. They indicated a good working system
for idendfication and resolutionn of label, drawing, and dawbase problems. Label
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installation was noted to be B7 percent coraplete, with the remainder to be installed during
the refueling outage. Verification of labels by operators was in progress.

15, During December 20, 1991, through February 1, 1992, an inspection of Unit |
of CPSES was conducted. The resuiis of this inspection were reported in NRC Inspection
keport Nos. $0-445/91-70; 50-446/91-70. The relevant portion of this repori is attached
herelo as Attachment 6,

14, During this inspection, the inspectors found that 95 percent of the 62,645
component labels ia the upgrade program hau been installed and all of the 25,000 system
labels had been installed. The Licensee had declared the label upgrade program for Unit 1
and common areas 1o be completed with the remaining lebels to be handled by th.: nngoing
label maintenance program. Controls were in place to make required label changes in
conjunction with desien modifications. The inspectors concluded that the Licensee hac
implemented an excellent 'abeling program as the labels were easily legible with
sindardized component nomenclature and included solor coded borders to indicate the unit
and safety train of (he component,

IS, The Staff considers this to be a closed item vecause the Licensce's labeling
prograni oxceeds NRC requirements and could serve as a model for other plants desiring
{0 enhance plant labeling. CPSES labeling does nct pose a threat to the public health and
safety because components and systems have been labeled with clear, informative,
unambiguous, and legibie labels which assist the plant opeca’ors and maintenance

personnel to accurately identify plant equipment.
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16.  The Licensee is currently performing a label upgrade program on Unit 2 with
a goal of completion prior to initial licensed operation of Unit 2. The NRC is monitoring
the Licensee's implementation of the Unit 2 label upgrade program.
17, ‘The matters stated above are true and correct o the best of my knowledge,
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information and belief.

Subscri : and swom to before
me thispw'day of March, 1992

onstenee Marie £hagnol

Notary Publi¢

My commission expires: 09/02/94
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