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Inspection Summary

Insgection on June 25-29 and July 9-13, 1984 (Report No. 50-329/84-23(DRP);

Areas Inspected: Routine safety inspection by regional personnel of licensee
action on previous inspection findings and evaluation of licensee action with
regard to IE Bulletins and Circulars. This inspection involved a total of 140
inspector-hours onsite by two NRC regional inspectors, including O inspector-
hours onsite during off-shifts.

Results: In the two areas inspected, no items of noncompliance or deviations
were identified.
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Requests/Field Change Notices (FCRs/FCNs). (2) Procedures were not
followed which control the use of field sketches. (3) Adequate
control of field sketches was not formulated.

(1) This part of the item was closed in Inspection Report 50-329/84-20;
50-330/84-21.

(2) Field Sketch (FSK) CY-1035 which illustrated the bottom gusset
plates for HVAC fan supports was not identified as "Q" nor was
there a reference to the affected drawing on the sketch as
required by Procedure FPD-5.000 (Preparation of Field Sketches).

The licensee issued Nonconformance Report (NCR) M01-9-2-155

dated November 5, 1982, to document and resolve the noncompliance.
FSK CY-1035 was revised and designated "Q" and referenced to
design drawing C-1004, Project Engineering reviewed and approved
the sketch. Training of responsible personrel in the specifics
of FPD-5,000 has been completed. A~ extensive review of FSKs

by the electrical, mechanical, and civil Field Engineering
Departments was conducted. For FSKs that detailed "Q" design
drawings, revised FSKs have been issued with a "Q" annotation

and referenced to the Bechtel Design Drawing. The licensee
performed an audit, M01-21-3 to evaluate the implementation of
NCR M01-9-2-155 corrective actions and to evaluate the adequacy
and implementation of the Bechtel procedures governing the
control and use of FSKs. Several audit findings and observa-
tions were identified and subsequently corrected. Future imple-
mentation of FPD-5,000 will be verified by periodically scheduled
licensee audits., The inspector reviewed FSKs and the complete
audit file and concluded that the licensee is now in compliance.
This part of the item is closed.

(3) Procedure FPD-5.000 (Preparation of Field Sketches) did not
reouire design drawirgs to reference appropriate field sketches
to ensure a complete quality record. No cross reference log
existed to enable one to find what FSKs apply to each design
drawing,

The licensee revised FPD-5.000 (Rev. 3, dated April 15, 1983)
to require cross reference loos listing the FSKs applicable to
ezch design drawing. Existing FSKs were reviewed and a cross
reference log prepared so that all FSKs pertinent to all cesion
drawings can be readily determined. FFD-5.000 and a sampling
of the logs were reviewed and found to be in compliance. This
part of the item is closed.

The item of noncompliance s closed.
(Closed) Item of Noncompliance (329/82-22-12; 330/82-22-12): As of

November 10, 1982, two nonconforming conditions identified by the
NRC on October 12, 1981, and confirmed by the licensee on October 19
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revised to delete this requirement if the items were stored in a
space meet1n? level B requirements or were included in a scheduled
s

maintenance (sampling) program that required visual inspection to
verify that condensation or corrosion had not occurred.

The item was considered unresolved until the adequacy of the main-
tenance program could be evaluated.

The licensee asked the vendor of the motor operators (Limitorque
Corporation) if the storage and maintenance procedures in effect met
the intent of Limitorque's recommended storage procedure P-233,
Limitorque answered that they did.

The inspector revicwed the results of the periodic (90 day) inspec-
tions of the 1imit switch compartments required by the procedures.
No evidence of condensation was reported and only minor corrosion
was noted. This indicates that the storage and maintenance require-
ments that are in effect are adequate to limit damage to the 1imit
switch compartments., The item is closed.

(Closed) Open Item (329/82-26-01; 330/82-26-01): In response to a
10 CFR Part 21 notification, the licensee determined that material
on site intended for use in the modified auxiliary feedwater header
was of questionable quality.

NCR M-03-9-3-016, Rev. 1, dated January 7, 1983, was issued to
document the inconsistencies.

In accordance with the ASME Code, Section II1I, NCA 3867.4(e) and
(f), a destructive examination of the spare hardware supplied with
the original material was made. Certified chemical and physical
analyses show that the material meets the requirements of the ASME
Code for SA234 Grade WPB (SA515 Grade 70), the material specified
for the system.

A review of the certified test results and the Code requirements
showed this to be true. This item is closed.

(Closed) Item of Noncompliance (329/82-22-25; 330/82-22-25): The
inspector found that some horizontal cable trays containing metal
dividers had cables that crossed over the dividers. The inspection
also identified some cases where the cables were stacked higher than
the dividers. It was also found that the pertinent inspection plan
(POCI No. E-3.0) did not address verification of cable segregation
in horizontal runs.

The licensee issued NCR MO1-9-2-151 on November 1, 1982, to document
the discrepancy.

Electrical field procedure FPE-4,000 "Installation and Rework of
Flectrical Cables" was revised (Rev, 10, dated April 11, 1984) to



add a requirement for tying down cables in horizortal divided cable
trays, and, if, after tying, the cables are above the level of the

tray, to write a Field Change Request (FCR) for Project Engineering
disposition.

Project Quality Contrnl Instruction (PQCI) No. E-4.0, "Installation
of Electrical Cables" was revised (Rev. 15, dated June 6, 1984) to
include the requirements of FPE-4.000 noted above.

In order to resolve other problems with electrical cables (see
Inspection Report 50-329/81-12, 50-330/81-12 for details), the
licensee performed a complete reinspection of all cables installed
in the plant. This reinspection, which was completed May 19, 1983,
would have found other instances of improper segregation as in this
case.

A review of closed NCR M01-9-2-151, FPE-4,000, Rev. 10, PQCI E4.0,
Rev. 15, the "final report for cable reinspection," and the "evalua-
tion final report for cable reinspection" was made. The review
showed that the immediate problem was corrected, procedures were
changed to €nhsure that the problem would not recur, and a rein-
spection was made to find other possible violations of the same.

The item is closed.

(Closed) Item of Noncompliance (329/82-22-21; 330/82-22-21): Failure
to establish adequate measures to control the distribution of red
line drawings. Field Instructions FIP-1,112, Rev. 5, "Field Marking
of Prints for Pipe Supports" was used to control red line changes.
While the engineering and approval procedures were adequate, the
field engineering log used to control the changes was not controlled
and distribution to the document control center was being bypassed.

The licensee discontinued the use of red line drawings to affect
minor field required changes anu withdrew the Field Instruction. The
use of Field Change Request/Field Change Notice Procedure (FPD-2.000,
Rev. 14, dated May 16, 1984, was substituted for use in making all
field required design changes.

A review of FPD-2.000 showed that adequate measures were established
to control the issuance of these document changes. The item is
closed.

(Open) Item of Noncompliance (329/83-12-01; 330/83-13-01): Four

ASME Section III, Class 1 pipe hangers were chosen at random for a
detailed review of the as-built condition and quality records
associated with the hangers. The hangers were installed by Babcock
and Wilcox Construction Company (BWCC) and accepted by the BWCC QA
organization. BWCC failed to follow procedures in four instances in
the fabrication and installation of the hangers as follows:

(1) During fabrication, dimensions were changed that exceeded
established tolerances without initiating a deviation to the
Field Construction Procedure (FCP),
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continuing protection. BWCC Field Procedure FCP-800 was written and
approved June 17, 1983, to require the same items as the Bechtel
instructions. A 100% inspection of all installed snubbers was per-
formed by Bechtel and BWCC to determine if any installed snubbers
were damaged. Bechtel formed a permanent storage/maintenance team
and implemented a program to ensure that all types of materials and
equipment are adequately covered by the storage/maintenance program.

A review of the above documents showed that the NCR was properly
closed and the corrective actions taken, the Bechtel maintenance
instructions were being implemented, the BWCC field procedure was
being impiemented, and the 100% inspection of all installed snubbers
was completed with two NCRs written to document damaged snubbers.
The review showed that the requirements of the specification were
being implemented. The item is closed.

(Closed) Item of Noncompliance (329/83-03-01; 330/83-03-01):

(1) (a) It was found that the licensee was using non-quality
documents (Attachment 10 forms) to document QC inspectiors,
and therefore, nonconformances were not incorporated into
the licensee's corrective action system.

The practice of using Attachment 10 forms was previously
identified as an unresolved item in Inspection Report
50-329/82-22-27; 50-330/82-22-27. In response to the
unresolved item, the licensee audited the practice (Audit
M01-333-2) and stopped it. The corrective action and
action taken to prevent further noncompliance is
described in (3) below. This part of the item is closed.

(b) An out-of-date drawing was being used to review and
approve certain remedial soils work.

The discrepant drawing was replaced with the proper revision
on the same day. A1l controlled design drawings in the con-
struction department were audited against the current drawing
index., The audit showed a total of 257 discrepancies.
Corrections were completed promptly. After the documents
were brought up-to-date, they were reviewed. It was
determined that no modifications to, or reauthorizations of,
previously submitted Work Authorizations were required.

An evaluation of the problem led to a revision of the
procedure for document distribution to simplify the flow
paths for requests and to specify the method for back-
fitting additional distribution requests. A1l construc-
tion department files are audited at least every three
months to verify accuracy. The Document Control Center
persoonel were retrained on the procissing and filing of
documentation, This part of the item is closed.
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An MPQAD audi had disclosed the misuse of Attachment 10 forme
(noted in (

(a) above) and resulted in the discontinuance of
the use of the forms. However, the audit report did not
present the Attachment 10 form problem as an audit finding.
Therefore all of the audit results were not documented and the

findings resolved.

Althouoh the draft of the audit report contained the findings

s

n the Attachment 10 form it was not included in the final
report because the practic vas stopped immediately after the
auditors had identified the practice. Management was aware of
the finding because they stopped the practice. The auditors
were retrained in the importance ¢ reporting all audit
findinags. This part of the item
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C.

An examination of the relevant systems in the Midland Plant by
Bechtel and B&W, resulted in a recommendation by BAW to cover the
nuclear instrumentation detector connecter assembly with heat shrink
tubing to prevent moisture incursion, A Corrective Action Request
(CAR) 2-SEB-1-004 was issued to procure and install the tubing, and
the Preoperational Test Procedure 2T-P-NIS.03, "Nuclear Instrumenta-
tion Detector and Cabling Tests" was revised to assure completion of
installation, As of this date, however, the installation has not
yet been completed. The item remains open until the CAR is closed.

(Open) 1E Circular 80-10 (329/80-10-CC, 330/80-10-Cf), "Failure to
Maintain Environmental Qualification of Equipment." Degradation of
environmentally qualified equipment due to fmproper maintenance or
use has occurred at several nuclear power piants. The circular
directs all licensees to enforce adequate administrative controV,
and provide necessary maintenance procedures to prevent such
occurrences. Appropriate training of personnel invelved $s also
required.

The inspector's review of Mdidland Plant procedures ST 1151.1,
"Request for Maintenance," MAINT 1151.1, "Maintenunce Department
Responsibilities Associated with Maintenance Orders," Rev. 4, and
TPM 5-2, "Testing Program Maintenance Procedures," Rev, 3, shows
that the concerns of the subject circuiar have beer taken into
consideration and that the procedures fnclude warnings to prevent
degradation of equipment. The licensce has further committed *p
develop administrative procedures to address this issue, and to
include material on equipment envirormenta® qualification in pro-
cedure ST 1353.4, "Maintenance Department Training." The 1gen
remains open pending a satisfactory fulfillment of these commitmer . s,

(Closed) IE Circular 81-02 (329/81-02-CC, 330/81-02-C(), "Percrrmance
of NRC-Licensed Individuals While on Duty." An NRC inspector
observed that licensed reactor operators were not fully attentive to
their duties. A subsequent NRC investigation concluded that man:zje-
ment controls were inadequate to preven’. such a problem, The subject
circular discusses need for administrative controls rerarding
operator performance, type of activities that are prohibited while
1icensed personnel are on duty, and cont ‘ol of access to the contro)
room, It is also required that the licensee have their licensed
personnel review the subject circular and 1E Information Notice 79-20,
Rev. 1, as well as Regulatory Guide 1,114,

The inspector's review of relevant Midland Plant procedures, ST 1101.1
"Shift rations," Rev, 1, OPS 1101.2, "Operations Shift Turnover,“
Rev, 0, shows conformance to the requirements of the subiect circular
regarding operator performance and access to the contro' room, Also,
as documented in the subject file, the circular was distributed to all
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personnel in Cold License Training, and the subject circular, Informa-
tion Notice 79-20, and Regulatory Guide 1.114 have been included for
information in the NOTD program 12.6.7.B, "RO/SRO/STA Training
Requalification." The item is closed.

e. (Closed) IE Circular 60-21 (329/80-21-CC, 330/80-21-CC), "Regulation
of Refueling Crews." This circular emphasized thet refueling of a
reactor was an operation that directly affects the rtactivit{ of a
reactor and, therefore, the regulations applicable to manipulating
the controls of a reactor are also applicable to the refueling of a
reactor,

The licensee revised his technical specifications (Chapter 16,

Section 6.2.2.d) to require that all core alterations be performed

by a licensed Reactor Operator (R0O) under the general supervision of

a Senior Reactor Operator (SRO) or by a nonlicensed operator (facility
trained and certified in the operations) under the direct supervision

of an SRO who has no concurrent responsibilities during the operation,

Station Procedure ST 9400.1, "Core Assembly" was reviewed and found
to require an RO to perform the core alterations under the direct
supervision of an SRO. Operations Procedure OPS 1358,1, "Refueling
Operations" indicates the training requirements for all members of a
refueling crew. The reviews indicate that the technical snecifica-
tions and pertinent procedures are consistent with the requirements
of the circular. The ftem is closed.

No items of noncompliance or deviations were noted.

Exit Interview

The inspectors and the Midland Site Supsrvisor met with the licensee
representatives (denoted in paragraph 1, at the conclusion of each week's
inspection on June 29 and July 13, 1984, The Site Supervisor summarized

tie scope and findings of the inspection. The licensee acknowledged the
inspectors' findings.
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