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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS
_ _ .

.

Enforcement Action

A. Items of Noncompliance

1. Infractions _

None identified

2. Deficiencies

Contrary to Technical Specif'ications Section 6.1.C.2.f, " Records,"
copies of minutes of General Of fice Review Board (CORB) meetings
Nos. 50, 51, 52, 53 and 54 for the interval dated March 19-
Septcmber 24, 1974 had not been forwarded to the company presi-
dent.ns required. (Detail 3.c)

B. Deviations

Nono identified
ItemsLicenseo Action on Previously Identified Enforcementjp;g _

Not inspected

Design Channes

Nonc identified
|

Unusual occurrences
|

None

0,t hr Significant Findings

A. Current Findings

1. A_cceptable Areas

These are areas which were inspected on a sampling basis and
involve an Item of Noncompliance, Deviation,findings did not

or an Unresolved Item.

a. GORB Meetings. (Detail 3.a)
.

b. CORB Audits. (Detail 3.d)
o
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2. Unresolved items
|

'

These are items for which more information is required in'

'

order to determine whether the items are acceptabic or Items
of Noncompliance,

a. Current Items

Documentation of Review of NRC Correspondence. (Detail
3.b)

b. Status of Prior Reported Unresolved Items

(1) Region I Inspection Report'74-18, Detail 2.c, GORB
audit frequency. Audit s were verified conducted as
required. Item is connidered resolved. (Detail 3.d)

(2) Region I Inspection Report 75-21, Detail 2.c, Quorum
requirements were verified as satisfied concerning
GORB Meeting No. 55A. Item is considered resolved.
(Detail 3.a)

3. Follow-up Items

$7Ed These are items of inspector's concern which require additional
evaluation and will be reviewed during a subsequent inspection.

75-23-1, Cross Indexing File System for CORB Files anda.

Records. (Detail 3.c)

b. 75-23 2, Timely issuance of final audit copies to station
managevent. (Detail 3.d)

4 Infractions and Deficiencies Identified by the Licensee

None

Management Interview

interview was conducted at GPU corporate offices onA management
September 30, 1975 with Mr. K. Greene, General Of fice Review Board
Secrcrary. Inspection results were further summarized by telephone ,

on October 15, 1975 with Mr. D. A. Ross, Manager, Nuc1 car Generating
Stations. Items discussed are sunimarized below:

,
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A.- General
.

The inspector summarized the scope of.the routine announced inspec-
- +-

-

-3e
7U tion as related to the review and audit' function, including a re-

-view of GORB audits . minutes, action items, administrative and
,

audit procedures and CORB chronological files.
-

Availability of GORB Audit Results on SiteB.-

The inspector stated his position that final copics of audit find-
'

;

ings should be made available at the site in a timely-manner.
..

A licensee representative stated.that current GORB. audit copics1

h. (final) would be onsite by October 15, 1975. (Detail 3.d)
I
I C. GORB Review of NRC Correspondence.?

The inspector' stated that documentation related to GORB investiga-
| tions of a11' reported instances of violations of Technical Specifi-

cations and as referenced in NRC insp,cction reports was considerede

,

unresolved.
,

A licensee representative acknowledged the' inspector's remarks.

s**4 (Detail 3.b),, .

D. Enforcement Action
i

j

The item as listed under Enforcement Action was' identified as an j

apparent Item of Noncompliance.
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DETAILS
. . ,.

b3)
1. Persons Contacted

Mr. D. A. Ross, Manager, Nuclear Generating Stations
Mr. K. Greene, General Office Review Board, Secretary

2. Logs and Records

The following logs and records were reviewed for the periods as
indicated. Comments concerning specific areas are noted within
this report,

a. CORB Audit Procedures.
b. GORB Administrative Procedures,

c. CORB Audit Findings 74-1 through 75-1.
d. CORD Meeting Minutes Nos. 50-60.
c. GORB Action Items (Sampling).
f. CORB-Oyster Creek Files (Sampling).

3. General Office Review Board

9345 a. Meetings

The inspector reviewed CORB meeting minutes on a sampling
basis for the interval March 19, 1974-September 4, 1975.*
Conduct of meetings was reviewed pursuant to Technical
Specification requirements and against Administrative Pro-
cedures, Revision dated September 30, 1974 which outlined .
operational and administrative structure. The inspector

verified that procedures were established which satisfied
the requirements of Technical Specification 6.C.2.g. No

inadequacies were identified in this area of review.

The inspector verified that quorum' requirements had been
satisfied with respect to Meeting No. 55A as reviewed during
a prior inspection and based upon administrative procedures
and discussion with a cognizant licensee representative.
This item is considered resolved.*

b. Rcview of NRC_ Correspondence _
__

The inspector discussed the licensee's mechanism for review
of NRC identified items of noncompliance. Technical Specifi-

cation 6.1.C.2.d (5) requires investigation of all reported ,
.

f

* Region I Inspection Report 50-219/75-21, netail 2.c.

j
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instances of noncompliance with Technical Specification. .

The inspector verified that documentation was available to
{q demonstrate decisions, concurrences aod conclusio,ns related,,

'' - to responses to NRC~ correspondence. Documentation related
to formalized GORB meeting coverage of these items was dis-

-cussed. This item is considered unresolved.

c. Routing of GORB Correspondence

The inspector reviewed GORB-Oyster Creek letters and COC
chronological files Nos. 100 dated August 7, 1973-141 dated
September 9, 1975. The licensee utilizes a sequential num-
bering system to identify transmittal items and correspond-

The inspector verified that the CORB Secretary main-ence.p
tains a log of action items. The inspector expressed concern
regarding long term open items. A licensee representative
stated that a cross indexing file system was being developed
for files and records. This item will be reviewed further
during a subsequent inspection.

Routing slips were in use for tr'ansmittal of GORB meeting
minutes and distribution. Documentation indicated that
minutes of Meeting Nos. 50, 51, 52, 53 and 54 as dated for
the interval March 19-September 24, 1974 had not been for-

'EN warded to the company president as required by Technical
Specification 6.1.C.2.f. Failure to forward the referenced
minutes as required and as listed under enforcement action
constitutes an apparent deficiency level item of noncompliance,

d. Audits

The inspector reviewed the licensee's audits Nos. 74-1 through
; 75-1 against requirements of Technical Specification 6.1.C.2.d,

(4), and the Procedure for Operation of the CORB Audit Subcom-"

mittee and Auoit Team dated April 8, 1974. The inspector veri-

ficd that audits were conducted as required, in accordance
with written procedures and checklists, and by personnel with-
out direct responsibility in the area being audited. Distri-

bution of audit findings included the Station Superintendent
and corporate management. The inspector also verified that
follow-up action was taken, initiated or in progress. |

Examples included review of corrective action and responses I
'

to llealth physien audits. No inadequacies were identified.
The subject of compliance with audit frequency requirements i

is considered resolved. Timely issuance of final audit )
reports to site management was discussed at the exit inter- |

,

'' ; 4 view and will be reviewed further during a subsequent inspection.

* Region 1 Inspection Report 50-219/74-18, Deta11 2.c.

.

v- , x
.


