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Inspection Summary: Inspection on May 1 - 31, 1984.

Areas Inspected: Routine safety inspection by resident and region-based inspectors
of licensee actions on previous inspector findings; plant operations (shutdown
mode) including radiation protection and repair of leak in the radwaste overboard
discharge pipe (allegation followup); physical security; review of LER's; and
selected maintenance and surveillance activities. The inspection involved 70
inspector=huurs.

Results: No conditions adverse to nuclear safety or regulatory requirements were
identified. Overall control of the shutdown plant was good.




DETAILS

Persons Contacted

Brownridge, Maintenance and Construction Jobs Manager
Budaj, Manager, Plans and Programs

D. Fenton, Oyster Creek Emergency Preparedness Manager
Fiedler, Vice President and Director, Oyster Creek

. Growney, Safety Review Manager

Hollen, Oyster Creek Licensing Manager

Laggart, Manager, BWR Licensing

Leavitt, Deputy Manager, Radiological Controls

Long, Vice President Nuclear Assurance

Maloney, Manager Plant Materiel

. Markowski, QA Oyster Creek Audit Manager

. Mc Keon, Manager, Plant Operations

. Moirar, Core Manager

Popow, Maintenance and Construction Director, Oyster Creek
Smith, Plant Eno*neering Director

Sullivan, Plant Operations Director

Tracy, Manager, Oyster Creek QA MOD/OPS

Turner, Manager, Radiological Controls
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The inspectors also interviewed other licensee personnel during the inspec-
tion including management, clerical, maintenance, and operations personnel.

Review of Previous Inspection Findings

(Closed) Violation (82-20-03): Physical Security Plan. The licensee took
immediate corrective action to gain full compliance. Corrective action was
also taken to appropriately discipline the individual involved. No incidents
of this kind have reoccurred.

(Closed) Inspector Followup Item (80-CI-21): 1IE Circular No. 80-21 "Regula-
tion of Refueling Crews" recommended that all licensees review procedures and
practices to assure that individuals responsible for, and participating in
refueling activities, are in conformance with:

. 10 CFR 50.2(f) and 10 CFR 55 4

. 10 CFR 50 54(1)

. 10 CFR 55.3

. 10 CFR 55.4

. 10 CFR 55.9



In addition:

The foreman shall have a Senior Operator's License limited to fuel
handling duties.

The foreman shall directly supervise (from the refueling deck) the
movement of fuel in and out of the reactor.

The unlicensed members of the crew shall participate in appropriate
facility administered training programs and be certified to perform
their duties.

Direct communication will be maintained with the licensed individual in
the control room when fuel movements over the core are being made.

The foreman will exercise indirect supervision over all other fuel
hand1ing operations.

The resident inspectors have observed refueling activities during the present
83-84 refueling outage and have concluded that the licensee is in compliance

with Circular 80-CI-21. In addition, a region-based inspector from April

30 - May 4, 1984 (Inspection No. 84-12) found no discrepancies in this area.

Plant Operaticns Review
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Shift Logs and Operating Records

Shift logs and cperating records were reviewed to verify that they were
properly filled out and signed and had received proper supervisory re-
views. The inspector verified that entries involving abnormal condi-
tions provided sufficient details co communicate equipment status and
followup actions. Logs were compared to equipment control records to
verify that equipment removed from or returned to service were properly
noted in operating logs when required. Operating memos and orders were
reviewed to insure that they did not conflict with Technical Specifica-
tion requirements. The logs and records were compared to the require-
ments of Procedure 106, "Conduct of Operations," and Procedure 108,
"Equipment Control." The following were reviewed:

== Control Room and Group Shift Supervisor's Logs, all entries;
== Technical Specification Log;

== Control Room and Shift Supervisor's Turnover Check Lists;

==  Reactor Building and Turbine Building Tour Sheets;

==  Equipment Control Logs;



Standing Orders; and
== Operational Memos and Directives.

Facility Tours

The inspector frequently toured the following areas:

==  Control Room (daily);

== Reactor Building;

== Turbine Buitding;

==  Augmented Off-Gas Building;

==  Radwaste Buildings;

== Cooling Water Intake and Dilution Plant Structure;

== Monitor and Change Area;

== 4160 Volt Switchgear, 460 Volt Switchgear, and Cable Spreading Room;

== Diesel Generator Building;

== Battery Rooms;

== Maintenance Work Areas; and

== Yard Areas (including Area Perimeter).

3.2.1 During daily control room tours, the inspector verified that
the control room manning requirements of 10 CFR 50.54(k),
Technical Specifications and the licensee's conduct of opera-
tions procedure were met. Shift turnovers were observed for
adequacy. Selected control room instrumentation needed to
support the cold shutdown conditions was verified to be oper=
able and indicated parameters within normal expected limits.
The inspector verified compliance with Technical Specification
Limiting Conditions for Operation (LCO's) applicable to the
cold shutdown condition and refueling activities, including
those relating to secondary containment integrity, and fire
protection systems. The inspector clcsely monitored outage
activities and verified that operators and superviscrs were
aware of work in progress and complied with applicab.e Tech-
nical Specification requirements.

No unacceptable conditions were identified.



3.2.2 The inspector examined plant nousekeeping conditions including
general cleanliness, control of fire hazard materials, main-
tenance of fire barriers, storage and maintenance of fire
fighting equipment, and radiological housekeeping. During
routine plant tours, the inspector noted that housekeeping was
degraded due to the level of outage activity. The inspector
will continue to observe this area in future inspections.

No unacceptable conditions were identified.

3.¢.3 On May 10, 1984, the inspector participated in the full scale
annual emergency exercise. Region I participated in the ex-
ercise and also evaluated the licensee's performance. The
exercise activated all levels of the site emergency plan and
included participation by the State and local officials. The
results of the exercise will be reported in NRC Inspection
Report 50-219/84-15.

Radiation Protection

During entry to and exit from radiation controlled areas (RCAs), the inspec-
tor verified that proper warning sign< were posted, that personnel entering
were wearing proper dosimetry, that personnel and materials leaving were pro-
perly monitored for radiocactive contamination and that monitoring instruments
were functional and in calibration. Posted extended Radiation Work Permits
(RWP's) and survey status boards were reviewed to verify that they were cur-
rent and accurate. The inspector observed activities in the RCA to verify
that personnel complied with the requirements of applicable RWP's and that
workers were aware of the radiological conditions in the area.

The inspector observed the movement of a cask from the 23' level to the 119'
refueling level in the reactor building. The following discrepancies were
noted:

. A screwdriver was obtained from a contaminated area without proper
radiological considerations;

. An electrical cable was installed from the cask to a load measuring de-
vice without wearing protective gloves;

. Radiological control boundaries were moved to allow cask movement without
first verifying the area clean; and

. A coat was placed over the continuous air monitoring system intake
blocking the air flow.

No contamination resulted from these actions.


















