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% UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMAISSION

L . g

St SEP 25 1984

Dccket Nos,.: 50-440

and 50-441

"v. Murray R. Edeiman

.ice President - Nuclear Group

The Cleveland Electric I1luminating Company
P. 0. Box 5000

Cleveland, Ohio 44101

Dezr Mr. Edelman:

Subject: Results of NRC Staff Review of Chapter 17 of the Ferry huclear
Power Plant (Units 1 and 2) FSAR, Amendments 13 and 14

In the process of its review of the Perry FSAR, Amendments 13 and 14, the

staff has identified QA organizational changes and changes in CEIl's commitments
to QA regulatory guides which need to be refiected in the Perry SER and/or

will require further CE! response. Enclosure (1) references a change in the

QA organization made in FSAR Amendment 14, which wi11 be appropriately reflected
in the next Perry SER supplement. Enclosure (2) reflects open items regarding -
CElI's commitment to regulatory guides for QA. Unless the open items addressed
in Enclosure (2) are satisfactory resolved, they will be documented as open
unresolved QA issues in the next Perry SER supplement. A tentative date for
issuance of the next SER supplement is scheduled for December 1984.

Please advise the Perry Project Manager, John J. Stefano, when we may expect
to receive your response to the Enclosure (2) open issues items within 7 days
after receipt of this letter.

Sincerel

I el

. Youngb] od, Chief
L ceqting Branch No. 1
Division of Licensing

Enclosures:
45 stated

cc: See next page
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lir. Murray R. Edelman

Vice Presidert, Nuclear Group

The Cleveland Electric 11luminating Company
P. 0. Box 5000

Cleveland, Ohio 44101

cc: Jay Silberg, Esq.
Shaw, Pittman, Potts & Trowbridge
1800 M Street, . W.
Washington, D. C. 20006

Donald H. Hauser, Esq.
The Cleveland Electric
11luminating Company
P. 0. Box 5000
Cleveland, Ohio 44101

Resident Inspector's Office

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Parmly at Center Road

Perry, Ohio 44081

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Mr. James G. Keppler, Regional
Administrator, Region III

799 Roosevelt Road

Glen Ellyn, I1linois 60137

Donald T. Ezzone, Esq.
Assistant Prosecuting Attorney
105 Main Street

Lake Ccunty Administration Center
Painesville, Ohio 44077

Ms. Sue Hiatt

UCRE Interim Representative
8275 Munson

Mentor, Ohio 440€0

“Terry J. Lodge, Esqg.
61€ N. Michigan Street
Suite 105
Toledo, Ohio 43624

John G. Cardinal, Esq.
Prosecuting Attorney
Ashtabula County Courthouse
Jefferson, Ohic 44047




Enclosure 1

rerry Nuclear Power Plant

QA Branch SSER Input
QUALITY ASSURANCE .

FSAR amendment 14 (August 22, 1984) describes a revised organization for
the operations phase of the Perry plant such that Figure 17.1 of Perry
SSER 4 is outdated in some respects. However, the reporting relationship,
the organization, the responsibiliities, and the authority of of CEl's
Nuclear Quality Assurance Department are those shéwn in SSER 4 except the
Operations Quality Section is ncw called the Operational Quality Section.

CEl's overall organization is addressed in Section 13.1 of this SSER.



Enclosure 2

Perry Nuclear Power Plant

QA Branch Open Item

FSAR amendment 13 deleted table 17.2-1 concerning the licensee's commitment tc¢
requlitory guides concerning QA, and it referred to FSAR table 1.8-1 for this
information. FSAR amendment 14 revised the licensee's commitrments to these
regulatory guides. The QA Branch review of FSAR table 1.8-1 (through amendment
14) has resulted in the following items which need to be addressed by the

licensee.

1. The commitment to Regulatory Guide 1.33 has been replaced by a
commitment to ANSI N18.7-1976 with an added clarification. The
clarification is acceptable, but the commitment must be to the
regulatory guide rather than to the ANSI standard referenced in

the guide.

2. The commitment to Regulatory Guides 1.37, 1.38, and 1.94 has been
limited to "activities comparable in nature and extent to construc-
tion phase activities." This limitation is acceptable, but the

* commitment must be to the regulatory guide rather than to the ANSI

standard referenced in the guide.

3. Trhe commitment to Requlatory Guide 1.39 appears to have been in-
advertently deleted by FSAR amendment 14, The FSAR must address

this regulatory yuide. If cleanness zones are designated, the

cleanness recuirements of each zone should be described briefly.




-2 - Enclosure 2

The second clarificetion to Regulatory Guide 1.58 refers to the
ANSI/ASME standard and fails to recognife sections C.5 and C.6

of the regulatory guide. The clarification should address these
regulatory guide sections. For clarity, the third clarificatHon
needs to indicate to what personnel performing quélity verifica-
tion activities during operations the regulatory guide does not

apb)y. The ciarification should also indicate the qualification

requirements for these personnel.

ATthough clerifications of Regulatory Guide 1.88 are given, there
is no commitment to the guide. Such a commitment is required. v
For exception 2, clarify what requirements of the standard are

not being met.

The phrase, “to the extent required by ANSI N&5.2.8," regarding
the commitment to Regulatory Guide 1.116 is confusing and should
be eliminated or explained. A suggested rewording is "PNPP con-
forms to this guide with the following exceptions to ANSI
N45.2.8: ...." For exceptions 1 and 2, clarify what require-
ments of the standards are not being met. Exception 3 should

reference the regulatory guide rather than ANSI N45.2.8.

Regarding the first clarification to ANSI N45.2.13 (Regulatory
Guide 1.123), CEl should describe how it assures that the sup-

plier knows the potential ramifications of "use-as-is and

“repair" decisions.




