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Inspection Summary

Inspection on June 1 - July 25, 1984 (Report No. 50-331/84-08(DRP))

Areas Inspected: Routine, unannounced inspection by the resident inspector of
Ticensee actions on cnerational safety; maintenance; surveillance; Licensee

Event Reports; TMI items; and independent inspection. The inspection involved

a total of 147 inspector-hours onsite by one NRC inspector including 30 inspector-
hours onsite during off-shifts.

Results: Of the areas inspected no items of noncompliance were identified.
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DETAILS

Persons Contacted

*D. Mineck, Plant Superintendent-Nuclear
P. Ward, Director, Nuclear Division
*J. Vinquist, Assistant Plant Superintendent-Technical Support
*R. Hannen, Assistant Plant Superintendent-Operations
K. Young, Assistant Plant Superintendent-Radiation Protection and
Security
C. Mick, Operations Supervisor
A. Clason, Maintenance Supervisor

In addition, the inspector interviewed several other licensee personnel
including shift supervising engineers, control room operators, engineering
personnel, administrative personnel and contractor personnel (representing
the licensee).

*Denotes those personnel present at the exit interviews.

Operational Safety Verification

The inspector observed control room operations, reviewed applicable logs
and conducted discussions with control room operators during the inspection
period. The inspector verified the operability of selected emergency
systems, reviewed tagout records and verified proper return to service of
affected components. Tours of reactor building and turbine building were
conducted to observe plant equipment conditions, including potential fire
hazards, fluid leaks, and excessive vibrations and to verify that maintena ‘e
requests had been initiated for equipment in need of maintenance. The
inspector by observation and direct interview verified that the physical
security plan was being implemented in accordance with the station security
plan.

The inspector observed plant housekeeping/cleanliness conditions and veri-
fied implementation of radiation protection controls. During the inspection
period, the inspector walked down the accessible portions of the Dissel
Generator and High Pressure Coolant Injection svstems to verify operability.
The inspector also witnessed portions of the radioactive waste system con-
trols associated with radwaste shipments and handling.

These reviews and observations were conducted to verify that facility
operations were in conformance with the requirements established under
technical specifications, 10 CFR, and administrative procedures.

No items of noncompliance or deviations were identified.

Monthly Maintenance Observation

Station maintenance activities of safety related systems and components
listed below were observed/reviewed to ascertain that they were conducted
in accordance with approved procedures, reguiatory guides and industry
codes or standards and in conformance with technical specifications.



The fo:lowing items were considered during this review: the 1imiting
conditions for operation were met while components or systems were removed
from service; approvals were obtained prior to initiating the work;
activities were accomplished using approved procedures and were inspected
as applicable; functional testing and/or calibrations were performed prior
to returning components or systems .o service; quality control records were
maintained; activities were accomplished by qualified personnel; parts and
materials used were properly certified; radiological controls were ‘mple-
mented; and, fire prevention controls were implemented.

Work requests were reviewed to determine status of outstanding jobs and to
assure that priority is assigned to safety related equipment maintenance
which may affect system performance.
Tha following maintenance activities were observed and reviewed:

"B" Diesel Generator (D/G) Supercharger Repair

Following completion of maintenance on the D/G, the inspector verified
that the system had been returned to service properly.

No items of noncompliance or deviations were identified.

Monthly Surveillance Observation

The inspector observed technical specifications required surveillance
testing on the High Pressure Coolant Injection, Reactor Core Isolation
Cooling and Diesel Generators and verified that testing was performed
in accordance with adequate procedures, that test instrumentation was
calibrated, that limiting conditions for operation were met, that
removal and restoration of the affected components were accomplished,
that test results conformed with technical specifications and procedure
requirements and were reviewed by personnel other than the individual
directing the test, and that any deficiencies identified during the
testing were properly reviewed and resolved by appropriate management
personnel,

No items of noncompliance or deviations were identified.

Licensee Fvent Reports Followup

Through direct observations, discussions with licensee personnel, and
review of records, the following event reports were reviewed to determine
that reportability requirements were fulfilled, immediate corrective action
was accomplished, and corrective action to prevent recurrence had been
accomplished in accordance with technical specifications.

a. (Closed) LER 84-15: Reactor scram due to perscnnel error. During
startup on April 30, 1984 the operator did not range up the IRMs in
time to prevent an IRM off scale scram. The operator was placed on
a performance improvement program. The incident will also be used
in the operator requalification program.
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