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U. S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

REGION III

Report No. . 50-341/84-47 (DRP)

Docket No. 50-341 License No. CPPR-87

Licensee: The Detroit Edison Company
2000 Second Avenue
Detroit, MI 48224

Facility Name: Enrico Fermi Nuclear Power Plant, Unit 2

Innpection At: Enrico Fermi 2 Site; &nroe, MI
,

Inspection conducted: October 1-5 and October 8-12, 1984
.

t

Inspectors: C. H. Scheibelhut
Da% 'Mst/97

V. J. Elsbergas h
5e hWI4hf

PApproved By: R. C. Knop, Chief
Project Section 1C Date

Inspection Stannary

Inspection on October 1-5 and October 8-12, 1984 [ Report No. 50-341/84-47
TD'RP)]
Areas Inspected: Routine safety inspection by regional personnel of licensee
action on previously identified items and 10 CFR 50.55(e) items and evaluation
of licensee action with regard to IE Rulletins and Circulars. This inspection
involved a total of 128 inspector-hours onsite by two NRC regional inspectors,
including 0 inspector-hours onsite during off-shifts.

Results: In the four areas inspected, no items of noncompliance or deviations
were identified.

8412120443 841113
PDR ADOCK 05000341
0 PDR



- - - ,

. .

2. -

.
.

Details

1. Persons Contacted

The Detroit Edison Company
W. R. Rolland, Vice President
J. M. DuBay, Director, Planning and Control
F. E. Agosti, Manager, Nuclear Operations-
T. fJ. O'Keefe, Supervisor, Nuclear Engineering
F. H. Sondgeroth, Engineer, Nuclear Engineering

.

L. P. Bregni, Engineer, Licensing
S. E. Martin, Engineer, Licensing
D. E. McKenzie, Engineer, Licensing
P. L. Nedeau, QA Technician, Licensing

The inspectors also interviewed other licensee and contractor personnel
during the course of the inspection.

2. Licensee Actions on Previously Identified Items

a. -(Closed) Open Item (341/81-10-16) Safety Evaluation Report (SER)
requirement. The SER written for the Fermi 2 Final Safety Analysis;

Report (FSAR) approved the licensee's plan for monitoring gaseous
radioactive noble gas ef fluents from the plant. However, the SER
(in Section II.F.1) requires verification of installation prior to
issuing the operating license.

During a plant tour, the inspector verified that the installation of
noble gas ef fluent monitors was as described in Section II.F.1.3 of
Appendix H to the FSAR. The equipment was energized and was in the
initial checkout phase. This ites is closed.

b.- (Closed) Open Item (341/81-17-02), " Completion of modification to
the Mark I containment based on the plant unique analysis", SSER
(18.1) requirement. The original General Electric Mark I contain-
ment design did not account for certain loss of coolant accident
(LOCA) and safety relief valve (SRV) hydrodynamic loads. As a
generic resolution of the problem, NUREG-0661 delineates staf f
acceptance criteria for modification of the containment. The
licensee wrote a plant unique analysis report (PUAR) and a torus
attached piping report (TAPR) to document the required modifications
required by the Fermi 2 plant to meet the NUREG-0661 criteria. The
SER required confirmation of completion of the modifications.

A sampling of the modifications required by the PUAR and TAPR was
inspected in detail. For the torus attached piping, three lines
were inspected in detail. These were a 10-inch line from a main
steam line safety relief valve (V22-2056) to the torus (Dwg. 6M721-
4094-1, Rev. D), a 4-inch line from the torus to the post-LOCA
hydrogen recombiner (Dwg. 6M721-2366-2, Rev. I) and a 2-1/2-inch
line from an RHR line safety valve '(V22-2025) to the torus (Dwg.
6M721-4251-2). These lines were inspected for configuration and the
hangers were inspected for type, location, and mounting details.
All were as the drawings indicated.
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The plant unique analysis required extensive modifications of the
to rus. A sampling of these modifications for detailed inspection
was made as follows:

* Vacuum breakers between the torus and drywell. No design
changes were required. However, stroager materials were usedr

'
to replace the pallet, hinge, hinge pin and attachment

; flange. The documents examined were the procurement specifica-
tions, receiving reports, certificates of compliance, chemical!

analyses, physical test reports, and heat treatment charts. A
field inspection was made to verify heat numbers. The records
were in order and the heat numbers verified.

,

i e Torus supports. A detailed inspection of the torus support
configuration was mode using the following 10stech drawirgs: D-

; 3, sheets 1 and 2, " Support Column Cover Plates and Stiffen-
; ers"; D-4, sheets 1, 2, 3, and 4, " Suppression Chamber Uplif t

Restraints"; D-27, sheets 1, 2, 3, and 4, " Suppression Chamber'

Saddle Support and Column Hold Down Assembly". The installed
supports matched the drawings.

* Torus nossle reinforcements. A detailed inspection of four

: torus nossle reinforcements was made using drawing D-30, sheet
' 1, " Supports for Piping at Penatration X206A, B, C, and D".
5 The reinforcements were as shown on the drawing.

* Supports for two lines within the torus. A detailed inspection
of the supports for two lines within the torus was made using
drawing D-16, sheet 1, "HPC1 Turbine Exhaust Line - X-220", and

i drawing D-17, sheet 1, "RCIC Turbine Exhaust Line - X-212".
The supports were as shown on the drawing.

e Additional modifications within the torus. A detailed in--
spection was not possible as the torus was filled with water to*

the operating level. However, it was possible to determine
that certain features required by the PUAR have been in- ,

stalled. These are shown in drawing D-25, sheets 1 and 2,
! " Vent Header Deflector" and " Vent Header Reflector" and drawing '

'
I D-28, sheet 1, "SRV Discharge T-Quencher Device".
!
'

In addition, Detroit Edison lettar EF2-100,154 from the Director of
Field Engineering to the Senior Licensing Engineer was reviewed.

| The letter states that PUAR-TAPR required modifications are complete
and the related Quality Assurance documents are on record.4

j Based on all of the above, there is assurance that the modifications
are complete. This ites is closed.

c. (Closed) Open Itsa (341/81-10-18). This is a post-TMI Item II.K.1.5 ;

; " Assurance of Proper Engineered Safety Features Functioning", in-
cluded in the Safety Evaluation Report (SER) for Fermi 2. The item |

requests the licensee to review all safety-related valve positions,
positioning requirements, and positive controls to assure that
valves remain positioned in a manner to ensure the proper operation
of engineered safety features.

3 I
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In response to the listed concerne, the licensee has established
proper safety-related valve lineups for "Prefill" and " Standby"

i- operations. H e lineups are attached to System Operating Procedures
(SOPS). Deviations from normal lineups are to be recorded on an
Abnormal Lineup Sheet (ALS). Procedure 21.000.01, " Shift Operations
and Control Room", Rev. 8, includes requirements for checking the
valve lineups and filling out the ALS. It also includes require-
ments for surveillance of the valve lineup upon return of a system
to-service. Requirements for independent verification of the valve
lineup are included in Procedure 12.000.43, " Verification of Correct
Performance of Operating Activities", Rev. 1.

H e licensee also established a list of valves which have to be
locked in certain positions. To lock the valves, three methods are
used: Keylock switch for motor and air operated valves, and lock,

: and chain ur lead seal wire for manually operated valves. Valve
1 positions are identified and locking mechansies are specified in
i Procedure 21.000.14 " Locked Valve Guidelines", Rev. 5. Surveil-

lance requirements for locked valves are included in Procedure
27.000.01, " Locked Valve Lineup Verification", Rev. 4.

Energency Operations Procedure 29.000.02, "Cooldown", Rev. O, pro-
j vides directions to the operator in manipulating various systems to
; establish adequate core cooling.
;

! Based on the review of the documents discussed above, it is con-
! eluded that the licensee has adequately addressed the concerns of

the subject ites. He item is closed.,

:

d. (Closed) Open ites (341/81-10-20). his is a post-TNI Iten
II.K.1.22, " Proper Punctioning of Heat Removal Systems", included in'

|- the Safety Evaluation Report (SER) for Feret 2. His iten requests
the licensee to describe the actions, both automatic and manual, ,

,

necessary for proper functioning of the auxiliary heat removal
systems. H e NRR accepted the licensee's respouse to the subject' '

ites; however, it was noted that equipment necessary to provide
j automatic restart of the Reactor Core Isolation Cooling (RCIC) '

system on low water level (level 2) signal af ter the system has been.

! tripped by a high level (level 8) signal had not yet been installed
as committed by the licensee. He inspector's review of the as-
built RCIC system drawings confires~that the RCIC initiation control
logic provides the required restart on low water level. Also, as

j stated by the licensee, the preoperational testing of the RCIC
system, including the control logic, has been completed and thed .

! system was turned over to helear Production. His itse is closed.

l
e. (Closed) open Item (341/81-10-21). his is a post-TNI Itse,

II.K.3.13, " Separation of High Pressure Coolant Injection and;

; Reactor Core Isolation Cooling System Initiation Levels", included
'

in the SER for Fermi 2. H e NRR's review of the licensee's response
to this ites concluded that separation of high pressure cooling
injection (HPCI) and reactor core isolation cooling (RCIC)i

'
initiation levels is unnecessary at this time. It was, however,
noted that equipment to restart the RCIC system on low water level'
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(level 2) af ter a trip on high level (level 8) had not yet been
installed. . This now has been completed as discussed in Item 341/81-
10-20 above. This item is closed.

No items of noncompliance or deviations were noted.

3. . Licensee Actions on 10 CFR 50.55(e) Items

a. (closed) 50.55(e) Item 89 (341/83-03-EE), " Questionable Measurements
of CRD Linkage". During the installation of the Control Rod Drives
(CRDs), some of the measurements were recorded incorrectly, or were
not taken. In addition some measurements exceeded tolerances as
specified by drawing requirements. These measurements related to
the length of the installed CRD uncoupling rods.

The licensee repeated the measurements on all 185 control rod
drives. A total of three CRDs exhibited uncoupling rod measurements
exceeding the required tolerances or uncoupling rod distortion. The
deficient rods were replaced or reworked.

The following Nonconformance Reports were reviewed: NCR 83-1253,
dated November 14, 1983, and closed March 19,1984; NCR 83-1254,
dated November 14, 1983 and closed March 12,1984; NCR 83-1155,
dated November 14, 1983 and closed March 12,1984; NCR 83-1256,
dated November 14, 1983 and closed March 12, 1984; NCR 83-1257,
dated November 14, 1983 and closed February 8,1984. The following
Deviatiou Disposition Requests were reviewed: DDR M10709A, dated
March 16,1983 and closed October 9,1984; DDR N10696, dated
March 4, 1983 and closed March 13, 1983; DDR M10717, dated March 8,
1983 and closed March 9,1983; DDR M10764, dated March 12,1983 and

j closed March 15,1983; DDR M10767A, dated March 14, 1983 and closed
October 9,1984; DDR M10710A, dated harch 7,1983 and closed
October 8, 1984; DDR M10794A, dated March 16, 1983 and closed
October 5, 1984.

1

The review of the NCRs and DDRs indicated the existence of the
i problem and its detailed resolution. They were properly filled out
; and completed. This item is closed.
i

| b. (Closed) 50.55(e) Item 122 (341/84-14-EE), " Linear indications found
in installed 5/8-inch seamless tubing. Indications common to one
heat lot number". During the repair of a piece of damaged installed

,

|. 5/8-inch tubing, linear indications were revealed during d e Pene-F
'

trent testing of the repaired tubing. The piece of tubing was
; replaced. Further investigation showed that the indication was a

i " tight seam" in the tubing involving about 16% of the wall thickness
(0.083 inch). A sample was sent to the tubing manufacturer who

I confirmed the defect. The manufacturer also stated that this is a
rare occurrence that happens when a piece of dirt lodges in the hot

,

extrusion die and is not caught during subsequent inspection. The!

licensee searched his' records and found that 142 piece lengths of
this heat number of tubing were installed in safety-related sys-
tems. All were dye penetrant tested with one piece showing linear
indications. Further investigation of the piece showed it was not
the same defect and was acceptable.
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Deviation Disposition Request (DDR) MP 13194E, dated August 28,'1984
and closed October 10, 1984 was reviewed. Thig DDR documents the
original condition, the results of nondestructive testing, and the
final disposition. Also reviewed was the letter from the m?.nu-
facturer who stated that it was an isolated occurrence, not heat or
chemistry related, and probably would not occur throughout the
lot. All documents reviewed were in order with proper QA activity
in evidence. This item is closed.

c. (closed) 50.55(e) Item 137 (341/84-29-EE), " Tack Wald Cracks Found
in Two RRR Valves". A visual examination detected cracks in tack
welds used to secure keys in shaft and bushing key ways in two Wo.
Powell Coepany valves. Unsecured keys could fall out of the keyways
and render the valves inoperative. The valves are located in the
RRR systems which also contain four additional identical valves.
Further investigations by the licensee and the valve manufacturer
determined that even though the welds were cracked, the deposited
weld metal was sufficient to secure the keys in the keyways and
there was no danger of fallout. Examination of the other four
valves showed no evidence of cracking in the welds in question. The
valve manufacturer's records reveal that this design concept has
been used for 30 years without any indications of operational diffi-
culty. We concur with the determination that the item is not re-
portable under 10 CFR 50.55(e). This item is closed.

d. (Closed) 50.55(e) Itas 138 (341/84-30-EE), " Lack of Design Docu-
mentation of As-Built Condition for C0F Welds". After the installa-
tion of the Combined Operating Fanels (C0F) in the control room, a
Nonconformance Report (NCR), 84-0854, was written to document the
follouing discrepancies

e The panels were installed in accordance with Design Change
Notice (DCN) 212 which was later cancelled. This rendered the
installation and installation weld records that referenced the
DCN indeterminate.

* The fit up and welds do not conform to the DCN. Caps as great
as 3/8 inch exist between the panels and the embedded steel.
The DCN did not address the gap probism.

* The seismic analysis was based on welds per the DCN. Since the
- DCN did not recognise the gap problem, the seismic analysis of
f the panel mounting was rendered indeterminate.
,

The licensee incorporated the mounting details onto drawing 61721-i

! 2002-2, Rev. O, dated June 5, 1984. A seismic reenalysis was made
i that took the gaps into account by recognising that deposited weld
i metal filled the gaps. The analysis concluded that the installation
i was seismically qualified if the deposited weld metal plugs were at

least 1/2 inch in diameter when the gap was greater than 1/8 inch.
,

Accordingly, a reinspection of the attachment welds was made. A
,

i total of 402 welds out of 418 welds were reinspected and found
satisfactory. The remaining 16 welds were inaccessible. Based on,

i the large number of acceptable welds and no deficient welds, the
!

!
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inaccessible welds were considered acceptable ani the installation-
of the panels acceptable.

In the closecut of NCR 84-0854, it was found that the " determination
of cause and corrective action to prevent recurrent" block was
incompletely filled out in that the cancellation of DCN 212 without
proper drawing revision was not addressed.' The licensee wrote NCR
84-1672, dated October 4, 1984 to address this nonconformance. It

was determined that the procedures in effect at the time the DCN was
cancelled were weak and permitted the problem to occur. The Project
Procedures Manual in Procedure 3.20, paragraph 5.6 " Cancelling a
DCN" was revised to provide more stringent controls to prevent the
problem from recurring.

The following documents were reviewed: NCR 84-0854, NCR 84-1672,
DCN 212, PPM procedure 3.20, the reinspection records, drawings
6C721-2341, and 61721-2002-2, and meno EF2-37,192. The review
showed that the existing mounting of the COPS corresponds with the
drawings and specifications and is seismically qualified. Proper
corrective action has been taken to prevent recurrence. This item
is closed.

e. (Closed) 50.55(e) Item 17 (341/79-04-EE), " Deficiencies in the
Raceway Hanger Support A-36 Steel Plates". The first problem con-
cerning the hangers involved laminations noted in some of the 1/2-
inch thick A-36 steel support mounting pistes. Subsequent in-
spection of other A-36 plates revealed extensive carbon segregation
in some of the 3/4- and 7/8-inch thick plates. Metallurgical tests
were performed and revealed that the material certified as A-36 did
not conform to the ASTM-A36 chemical requirements and exhibited low
yield points. All of the nonconforming material'was traced to a
single heat number, 801522820. A more detailed discussion of the
deficiencies noted and the corrective actions taken by the licensee
are described in Inspection Reports 50-341/79-21 and 50-341/80-06.

The licensee's final report on the subject item (EF2-48,574) was
submitted to the NRC on March 28, 1980. In this report the licensee
stated that Deviation Disposition Requests (DDRs) have been gener-
sted and that the replacement of defective supports is underway.
The subject was again discussed in Inspection Reports 50-341/82-17
and 50-341/83-06. The item was kept open' pending completion of
corrective work. The present review of documents in the licensee's
files show that DDRs E-2657, E-2658, E-2659, and E-3708 relevant to
the repiscenent of the installed faulty supports are closed. Also
closed is DDR E-3707 pertaining to the removal from site of unused
faulty A-36 material. In addition, in the subject files is the
inspection report confirming completion of rework of supports that
are edge welded to add a tempering weld bead to prevent laminations
per Design Change Notice (DCN) No. 3518. Furthermore, to guard
against laminations in the future, a DCN No.10764 was written on
August 9,1984, to require an ultrasonic test to be carried out for
all structural steel plates when received on site.

7
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Based on the completion of corrective actions discussed above, this
-

item is closed.
,

f. (Closed) 50.55(e) Item 87 (341/83-01-EE), "Possible ITE Circuit
Breaker Failures". The concern involves potentially defective
capacitors located in the solid state trip devices for circuit

,-

y

breakers.'

t

As discussed in Inspection Report 50-341/84-41, the licensee elected
j' to completely replace potentially defective solid state trip units .

I

in all safety-related breakers. Originally, a total of 73 breakers
were identified. The item was kept open pending completion of work.
As documented in the licensee's files, the replacement of trip units
for 72 breakers is now completed. Of the 73 breakers originallyi
identified, one was eventually determined to be a spare and its trip' ,

unit was not replaced, because the ordered parts had not been
A Deficiency N tice Tag No. 5344 was prepared by the

i received. o

.
Systems Completion Group and is attached to the breaker. This tag i

|
calls for replacement of the trip unit and prohibits use of the

i
breaker or its parts for safety-related uses until the deficiency is

' cleared. Information Notice Tag No.1868 was also attached to the
breaker. The inspector concludes that it can be reasonably ' assured'

*

that the precautions taken will prevent use of the existing breaker|1 - or its trip unit. This item is closed.'

(0 pen) 50.55(e) Item 115 (341/84-07-EE), "Possible Impingement of f'
i

[ g.
; Essential Piping During Pipe Break". During design reviews, the ,

licensee discovered that field design groups had not been supplied
'

l- with definitive descriptions of the pipe sweep, jet impingement'

zones, and system protection criteria. A potential existed that 7

field-run small-bore piping instrument lines and electrical conduits
<

,

inside the containment, required for safe shutdown, were in areast

| where they could have been damaged as a result of postulated pipe
|

|
i breaks.
;

To assure that safe shutdown functions would not be impaired, the
|

I

licensee determined jet impingement / pipe sweep paths for postulated
pipe breaks, identified items needed for safe shutdown, and carried ||

{
'

out a jet / sweep path walkdown. The evaluation concluded that no
[ modifications were required to meet the safe shutdown requirements.

To ensure that the safe shutdown is not affected by dynamic effects
>

'

of postulated pipe breaks in the future, the licensee issued a
Project Design Specification 3071-536. " Multi-Discipline Design

j' Requirements for the Effects of Postolated Pipe Rupture Inside the
)

Primary Containment", Rev. A. The orecification provides definitive
It also iden-information on pipe sweep and jet impingement zones. ,

i tifies instruments and components required for safe shutdown for :
'

postulated pipe break events. The inspector reviewed these docu-
ments and concludes that the methods and scope of the review carried
out can be expected to reasonably assure that no jet impingement 2

or pipe whip will affect safe shutdown. However, certain design,

deficiencies at other sites have shown problems in this area., ,

'

i Therefore, this item remains open pending subsequent inspection to
| determine if deficiencies exist at Fermi 2.
i
:

|
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h. (closed) 50.55(e) Item 134 (341/84-26-EE), " Design Deficiency in Use
of Bent Conduit". This item was reported to the NRC as a potential
deficiency following the discovery that the criteria for allowable
length of spans containing combinations of rigid and flexible
electrical conduits in Standarda ED-1-1-8.26 and ED-2-3-4.2 of
Specification 3071-128, did not consider the bends in the rigid
conduit.

1

To resolve the concern resulting from the noted deficiency, the
licensee tested three conduit strap assembly samples for each of the
ten conduit sizes used. The torque value at which the torsional
slip of the conduit through the strap occurred was determined. The>

test data was used to review spans of combined bent rigid and flexi-
ble conduits as allowed in Specification 3071-128. The evaluation

; concluded that no revision of the specification or rework of
installed conduits is required. The inspector concurs in this
evaluation. This item is closed.

i

1. (Closed) 50.55(e) Item 136 (341/84-28-EE), " Failure of CR8 Rectifier
'in EDGs". During the 24-hour test of emergency diesel generator ;

(EDG) No. 12 at 3250 kW, rectifier CR8 overheated. During earlier
tests of EDGs 13 and 14, the same part (CR8) also overheated. These
rectifiers protect the EDGs from certain EDG output bus faults.

The licensee's investigation of the CR8 rectifier failures concluded
that the rectifiers were undersized. The CR8 is a surge suppressor
and its design application is to suppress voltage pulses which could
be induced in the generator field winding by a fault on the genera-
tor output bus. The failure mode of the rectifice was found to
be in the open condition and as such, the failure does not affect
normal operation of the EDC. Should a. bus fault occur when the

; rectifier is failed, the operation of EDG could be affected. This,
i however, would be limited to one EDG, leaving three others oper-

ating. Since the plant safety would not be affected. the licensee
concluded that the CR8 failure is not reportable under 10 CFR

,

50.55(e). The inspector concurs with this conclusion as it is based |.
on the single-failure criterion. This item is closed.

~

Nevertheless, to avoid rectifier failures in the future, the licen-
see issued a Nonconformance Report No. 84-1199 which calls for
replacement of the present rectifiers with larger units. Replace-
ment of the rectifiers remains an open item pending satisfactory-

review by the inspector of the replacement activities.
(341/84-47-01)

*

;

No items of . noncompliance or deviations were noted.'

4. Evaluation of Licensee Action with Regard to IE Bulletins

For the IE Bulletins listed below, the inspector verified that the Bul-
letin was received by licensee management and reviewed for its applica-4

bility to the facility. If the Bulletin was applicable the inspectoe
verified that the written response was within the time period stated in
the Bulletin, that the written response included the information required

9
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to be _ recorded, that the written response included adequate corrective
action commitments based on information presented in the Bulletin and
the licensee's response, that the licensee's management forwarded ' copies
of the written response to the appropriate onsite management representa-
tives, that information discussed in the licensee's written response
was accurate and that corrective action taken by the licensee was as
described in the written response.

~

(Closed) IE Bulletin 81-01 (341/81-01-BB), " Surveillance of Mechani-a.

cal Snubbers". Several instances of failures of mechanical snubbers
supplied by International Safeguards Corporation (INC) have been
identified at operating nuclear power plants that indicate defici-
encies in these snubbers. While the bulletin was directed primarily
to plants using INC snubbers, the need for surveillance of all types'

,

; of snubbers was emphasized.
4

Snubbers manufactured by INC are not used at the Fermi plant. Al-
most all of the snubbers at the Fermi plant have been installed in
the past year. Before installation, all were functionally tested>

and found acceptable. A review of the plant technical specifica-
tions section 3/4.7.5 " Snubbers" reveals that a statistically based
surveillance plan is required by the inservice inspection program.

; The plan calls for functional testing of representative samples of
each type snubber. Failure experience dictates further testing,

; frequency, and number tested. Maximum time be~ tween testing and
~

I minimum sample size is also specified. This item is closed.

b.- (Closed) IE Bulletin 84-02 (341/84-02-BB), " Failures of General '

Electric Type HEA Relays in Use in Class IE Safety Systems". The
i bulletin informed licensees of failures of General Electric (GE)

Type HFA relays with Nylon or Lexan coil spools.
-

In response to the bulletin's concerns, the licensee replaced faulty,

[ relays (or coils) as discussed in Inspection Reports 50-341/84-33
and 50-341/84-41. The item was kept open pending replacement of one
HFA relay that was inadvertently reinstalled at a later date. As
documented in the Nonconformance Report 84-1341, this work now has
been completed. Also the parts list for cabinet H11-P628, shown on
Drawing 61721-2977-23, has been revised to show correct type of

| relays.

A concern, related to the replacement relays in general, arose
during the review of the test results of the replacement relay dis-
cussed above. The dropout voltage for that relay was recorded to be
12 volts. This appears to be substantially less than expected for a
relay with a 120 volt coil and a pickup voltage of 69 volts recorded
in the test data. In response to the inspector's concern, the
licensee reviewed the test data of other replacement relays of the
same type. The typical dropout values were found to be in approx-
imately a 9-13 volt range. The licensee discussed this item with
the manufacturer (GE). The manufacturer stated that the dropout
value noted is considered to be typical for that type of relay and
is-acceptable.

10
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Based on the corrective action taken by the licensee as described
above, the concerns of the subject bulletin are considered to be
resolved. This item is closed. .

No items of noncompliance or deviations were noted.

Evaluation of Liceo7ee Action with Regard to IE Circulars5.

For the IE Circular listed below. the inspector verified that the circu-
.lar was received by the licensee management, that a review for applica-
bility was performed, and that if the Circular was applicable to the
facility, appropriate corrective actions were taken or scheduled to be
taken.

(Open) IE Circular 80-05 (341/80-05-CC), " Emergency Diesel-Generator
Lubricating Oil Addition and Onsite Suptiy". The circular concerns were
discussed in Inspection Report 50-341/83-30. The review at that time
concluded that the licensee had not satisfactorily addressed the concerns
o_f the circular. The item was kept open.

The recent review of the subject item shows that a number of concerns
An outside station has been constructed to altowhave been resolved.

adding lube oil to the emergency diesel-generator (EDG) lube oil tanksThe filling line is clearly identified as requiredfrom a supply truck.
Also, a procedure, EDG Lube Oil Unioadingby the subject circular.

System, Rev. O, dated January 4,1983, has been issued to provide neces-
sary instructions for adding the oil.. Information on the type of lube
oil is included in the Lubrication Manual (Lube 001).

Also,'.as' stated by
the licensee in letter NP-84-929, dated July 31, 1984, necessary training
is provided for the maintenance personnel.

Two concerns raised in the subject circular, however, are considered as
The first involves positive determination that therenot yet resolved.

ia always a 'seven-day lube oil supply for the EDCs (to match the require-
ments for the fuel oil supply stated in the Technical Specifications).
The consumption rate of the lube oil supply has been established by
tests; however, no positive information could be found on the level inThe secondthe lube oil tanks at which refilling will be required.
concern that remains unresolved is a need of a review of safety-related
systems to determine if there are other pieces of equipment that consume
lobe oil and may need additional oil supply while the equipment is per-

Both of these concerns were discussed withforming its safety function.
The item remains open pending satisfactory review by thethe licensee.

inspector of the requested information.

No items of noncompliance or deviations were noted.

6. Open Items

Open items are matters which have been discussed with the licensee, which
will be - reviewed further by the inspector, and which will involve some
action on the part of the NRC or licensee or both. An open item dis-
closed during the inspection is discussed in Paragraph 3.
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7. Exit-Interview

The inspectors met with the resident inspectors and licensee representa-
tives (denoted in Paragraph 1) at the conclusion of the inspection on
October 12, 1984. The resident inspectors summarized the scope and
findings of the inspection. The licensee acknowledged the inspectors'
findings.

.

0

12

_ . _


