Detroit
Edison

Wayne M. Jens
Vice President
Nuclear Operations

Fermi-2
6400 North Dixie Highway
Newport, Michigan 48166

(313) 586-4150 February 18, 1985
EF2-70392

Mr. James G. Keppler

Regional Administrator

Region III

U. 8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
799 Roosevelt Road

Glen Ellyn, Illinois 60137

Dear Mr. Keppler:

Reference: (1) Fermi 2
NRC Docket No. 50-341

(2) Letter, W. H. Jens to J. G. Keppler,
January 29, 1985, EF2-70231

Subject: Detroit Edison Amended Response
Inspection Report 50-341/84-57

The attached report amends Detroit Edison's response to the
item of noncompliance described in your Inspection Report
No. 50-341/84-57. The changes from the original response,
Reference 2, are identified by revision bars in the right
hand margin. This inspection was conducted by

Messrs. Z. Falevits, K. Tani and A. Gautam of NRC Region III
on November 7-9, 1964.

The item of noncompliance is discussed in this reply as
required by Section 2.201 of the NRC's "Rules of Practice,”
Part 2, Title 10, Code of Federal Regulations. The
appropriate criterion and the number identifying the item
is referenced.

We trust this letter satisfactorily responds to the
noncompliance cited in the inspection report. If you have
any questions regarding this matter, please contact

Mr. Lewis Bregni, (313) 586-5083.

Sincerely,

ces P. M. Byron .
R. C. Knop
C. C. wWilliams
U. 8. NRC Document Control Desk
washington, D.C. 20555

BEAOR8A% 838538,



THE DETROIT EDISON COMPANY
FERMI 2

NUCLEAR OPFRATIONS ORGANIZATION

RESPONSE TO NRC INSPECTION REPORT NO. 50-341/84-57

DOCKET NO. 50-341 LICENSE NO. CPPR-87
INSPECTION AT: FERMI 2, NEWPORT, MICHIGAN
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KESPONSE TO NRC INSPECTION REPORT NO. 50-341/84-57

Statement of Noncompliance 84-57-0.

10 CFR 50,

Appendix B, Criterion III, as implemented by

Detroit Edison Nuclear Quality Assurance Manual, Section

3.1.4,

requires that measures be established tc assure that

applicable regulatory requirements and the design basis are
correctly translated into specifications, drawings, proce-

dures,

and instructions. These measures shall include

provisions to assure that appropriate quality standards are
specified and included in design documents and that devia-
tions from such standards are controlled.

Contrary to the above:

a.

The licensee failed to assure that deficiencies in the
control logic schematic diagrams of the RHR system are
properly identified, corrected and controlled. The
following discrepancies were identified in the RHR
Shutdown Cooling initiation and valve line up control
logic, depicted on schematic diagram 61721-2201-2 (sic)
[61721-2205-2], Revision J.

(1)

(2)

(3)

Relay contact interlock transmitting reactor low
pressure signal is designated as B21-K202A
(M3-T3), indicating it as being part of Nuclear
Steam Supply Shutoff System (B21). fowever,
review of the design logic indicated B31-K202A
(M3-T3) to be the correct one. (Reactor
Recirculation System B31). This was noted by the
licensee but the schematic diagram was not
revised.

Reference drawing shown for the B21-K202A coil is
specified as 61721-2095-29. However, review of
drawing 61721-2095-29 indicated that B21-K202A
(M3-T3) is a spare contact. (Ref. drawing should
have been 61721-2105-11).

Description of Reactor Protection System (RPS)
relay contact A71B-K17 (13-14) states "closes on
reactor low level #3 or high drywell pressure
(Ref. 9). However, review of logic indica es that
it should state "closes on reactor low level #3
and below."
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