December 15, 1970

J. P. 0'Redlly, Chief, Reactor Inspection & Enforcement Br.,
Division of Compliance, Headquarters

JERSEY CENTRAL POWER & LIGHT COMPANY (OYSTER CREEX 1)
DOCKET MO, 50-219

The attached report af an inspection at the subject facility on October 13-16,
1970 is forwarded for action. Thare were no items of safety significance noted,

Six items of noncompliance were identified. These were procsssed by means of
the 592 procedure. Consideration was given to going the safety letter routs,
however, it was not felt to be warranted in view of the nature of the items
(mostly related to surveillance testing) and observations made by Nolan,
Keppler and myself during our recent special inspection with reference to
related corrective measurss taken or scheduled to be taken in response to our
earlier observations. McDermott plans to give the surveillance testing program
spacial consideration during his next inspection. It will be a new bsll game
if deficiencies are detected at that time,

Although not stated in the report, corrective actions specified in JC's reaponse
te the September 9, 1970 safety letter that ceme under rreas reviewed by
McDermott during this inspection were confirmed., The remaining action items
were confirmed by Nolan, Keppler nd/or myself during our special affort.
(Revults to be documented in separate report).

We consider that there may be generic considerations in the design change made
by JC in the imitisting logic circuitry for the isolation condenser. JC stated
that the cauwse for the loss of function, which was identified by the closure
of the excess flow check valve, vas a design error., We recommend that this
uatter be reviswed at other BWR's as is appropriate.

We're not at all happy with the operating experience and lack of followup cn
problems relating to the emergency diesel gemerators. The latter aspect, lack
of followup, was emphasized as reflecting negatively management's conteol on
their overall surveillance program, These matters will receive additional
attention during the next inepection.

JC was made aware of the carbon-l4 issue as per your memorandum dated October
17y 1970, They indicated that they will assess the magnttude of C-14 in their
effluenta,

The requirements of PI 3000/1, "Survey of Security Measures for BEmergency Power
Systems', were completed. Answers to the questions posed in paragraph B of the
subject PI follow:
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1. We feel that there is ressonable assurance that a person cannot gain
sccess to the plant, and specifically to the emergency power system
controls, undetected; however, the system is not considered to be
infalible, 1.0., knowledgeable person with & mind to it (intent cm
sabotage) could pxably accomplish hie mission. This sane statement
ie probakly true for most {f not all facilities.

2. Our review disclosed that some key components within the emergency power
system could be defeated without positive indication in the control room,

3. With respect to the emergency diesel generators, could be as long as two
weeks (testing frequency). With respect to the DC portion of the amergency
power system, the licensee indicated thet the aveilability of the system
ie sssured (at lesst in pert) on a shift basis. We have soms reservations
as to the validity of this position.

Other matters of interest spoken to in the report include the following:

1. Noticeable improvements were ebserved in the area of facility staffing.
(This matter will slso be spoken to in the special report om our review
of management systems).

2. A problem has been experienced with pluggage of the main circulating water
intake screens with sea grass,

3. GPU quality conirol people reported that they rejected some cofitrol rod
drives that otherwise would have been reinstalled by GE.

4, Althoggh some minor incresse has been noted in total stall flows, control
rod drive operating performance has been trouble free.

5., An operator erior resulted in an instance of an unscheduled scramming of
a control rod into the core,

6. Main coolant chemistry is being maintained within aepplicable requirements.
Salt water leaks are being experienced in the main condensar.

7. A faulty packing on & recirculation pump discharge valve resulted in an
increase in unidentified leakage within contaimment to near limits,
necessitating a reactor shutdown for investigation and correction.

8., JC has finally initisted stack monitor correlation measurements. A pre-
liminary review of early results suggests a good correlation, however, we
plan additional review, The stack velease rate at the time of the inspection
was v 7000 uCi/sec.
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9, Mouitoring of containment air activity and relative mmidity are being
{ovestigated as possible additional meuns of primary systen leak detectiom.

R. T. Carleon
Senior Reactor Ingpector

Attachment :

CO Report No. 219/70-7
by R. J. McDermott,
dated 12/2/70 (21 cys)

cc: A, Glambusso, CO
L. Kornblith, Jr,, CO
R. H. ".M. co
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Hovembber 10, 1970
J. P O'Nedlly, Chief, Resctor Inspection & Bafovesmant br,,

Divisiem &f Complismmes,
JERSEY CHNNMAL FOUER & LIGHD COMPANY (CTSESR CRESK 1)
DOCKET W 3O-119

The scteshad report of & sponial iuspsstion st the subjest facility em
Septanbey RPe25, 1970, 1 fovwarded for distribusion, This iaspection wes made
for the of roviewing the eircumaCassas relsting to the recent rash of
wal 0 emparisnced ia the bwrbise initial pressure regulstor system.

Our inspester vas satisfied with the perfovmames of licenses mansgement regarding
these avenids, including the reviews by the Plamt Operations Review Committes and
the Ganeral Office Review Board., Followsy om the edditional plamned modifications
to the fasility, identified in the smmary, will be documsnted in future iuspec~
tion reports. Likewise, with respect to the results of the metallurgical studies
on the brokes linkage.

With regard to the gemeric sspects, it {» recommended that the following be
included in sstion being considared by CO:HQ:

1. Retablish that GB doss supply modified control linkages, as appropriate,
for the BWR's of common design., Five such facilities sre identified in the
reporxt.

i. Establish that adequate maintenancs practices and procedures are in effect
at other BR's for the KM system to minimise the probability of probleme
vith dirt including specifically in the hydrauliec comtrol valve (Moog valve).

3. Purther reviews b undertaken by CO:HQ and/or DRL, as is appropriate, to
confimm JC-GE statemsnts to the effect that their analysis of possible
failure modes of the 1M systam has encompessed the moet severe transient
possibls. Ales, that UR be roguestod to supply = sopical report om this
systam 4B that vegard,

The applisabdlicy of items | and 2 shove to Bk's in Region I will be seted uponm,
as is eppeuprists, by this office,

L Y. Cavrloem
Seniew Roastor Inspectew
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