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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20658

¥ eaees MAY 14 %87

MEMORANDUM FOR: William F, Kane, Director
Division of Reactor Profects, RI

William V. Johnston, Acting Director
Division of Reactor Safety, RY

FROM: Carl W, Berlinger, Chief
Generic Communications Branch
Division of fNperational Events Assessment
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

SUBJECT: STATUS OF TEB 85-03 REVIEW FOR REGION T PLANTS

Section 05.01 of IE Manual Temporary Instruction 2515/73, "Inspection Require-
ments for IE Bulletin 85-03, 'Motor-Cperated Valve Common Mode Faflures During
Plant Transients Due to Improper Switch Settings,'® requires that a semfannual
status report be fssued on the review activities assocfated with 1EB 85.03.
Enclosure 1 provides the status of plants in Region I as of May 1, 1987, listing
the most recent utility response and NRC correspondence. Enclosure 2 provides
definitfons of the terms used to describe the status. Enclosure 3 provides addi-
Eio?al not:s and a 1isting of relevant correspondence beyond that indicated in
nclosure 1,

Not specifically mentioned in the enclosures 1s the fact that our contractor
has completed their review of the General Electric and Westinghouse Owners'
Group reports. In both instances there were points which needed additiona!l
clarification. Copies of Edward L. Jordan's January 30, 1987 letters to the
two owners' groups were forwarded to you when they were issued. You will be
kept advised of our actions with respect to our review of their responses as
they b ome available,

The first utility's response reviewed was for the Callaway plant. 1t s our
understanding that a number of other utilities plan on referencing the valve
program (developed hy MOVATS) in their individua) programs. Our contractor has
recently completed his review of the Callaway revised response to the bulletin.
Unfortunately, several minor points stil] remain to be resolved and have resulted
in a second request for additional informatfon. You will be advised when we have
completed our review and have accepted their program,

CONTACT: Richard . Kiessel, NRR ,Q/ I;ﬁ
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W. F. Kane/M. V., Johnston 2 MAY 14 w87

I would 21sc 11{ke to remind you that TI 2515/73 requested that send copies
of all inspection reports pertaining to IEB 85-03 to Robert L. . Bacause
of the reorganization, 1t is requested that these imspection reports now be sent
to me,

To assist you in detenlining 1f I have received all of the applicable inspection
reports, Enclosure 4 fdentifies all of the inspectfon reports which we have
received to date. Please forward copfes of any inspection reports which we
have not previously recefved.

Carl H. Berlinger, Chief

Generic Communications Branch

Division of Operational Events Assessment
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosures:

1. States of IEB 85-03 for Region I Plants,
Summary by Plant Name as of May 1, 1987

2. Definition of Status Terms

3. Status of IEB 85-03 for Regfon 1 Plants,
Summary of Comments as of May 1, 1987

4. Inspection Report Status of IEB 85-03 for
Region 1, Summary of Inspection Report
Comments as of May 1, 1987

Distribution
rostecki, NRR
CERossi, NRR
CHBerlinger, NRR
RIKfessel, NRR
Tkoshy, RI
RISummers , R]
RClayton, ENO
DCs
DOEA Reading File
OGCB Reading File
RIKiessel Reading File

0GCB : DOEA/ C:0GCB: DOEA

RIK{iessel CHRerlinger
5/13 /87 S/ /87
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Fase No. i — Enctlosure 1
Ga/0i/87
nEVIEW STATUS OF dlers BL~0l FOkR REGION
StirimmRy BY PLrI NaiaE
K= UF
iy 1. 1987

GLE hEt 1
Uiy MEMO TO LeV(EF TUL
Foro ]l bk STRTUS rEFLY REGION UL tTy
PreoaveER Valoers 1 UNper REVIEW W/0 rROchAM U’ le/ B R ’ /
BEAVER VALLEY 2 UNDER REVIEW 08/ il/66 £ ‘o
(hALVERT CLIFFS 1 UNDER REVIEW w/0 FRUGHAM oS/ 15/80 e R
CHLVERT CLIFFS & UNDER REVIEW W/0 FROGRAM 05/15/86 l 1 "
FITZFRTRICH UNDER REVIEW 1G/01/86 S "B
Gl iviNe JUNDER REVIEW 0S/714/66 / / / /
Pl il NECr UNDER REVIEW e/ 11/86 / / / /
HUFE CREEK UNDER REVIEW WS/ 2778 P £ &
T Im FOINT 2 UNDER REVIEW 0B/ 14/ 86 £ | f ¥ .
IHDIAN FOINT 3 UNDER REVIEW US/13/86 / / / /
LireEnliCr 3 UnDER REVIEW lo/7G2 /8 / / ’ /
LIMERICE 2 UNDER REVIEW 10/702/86 R | /o
MAliNE YR EE UNDER REVIEW 12/ cs/B0 Y / /
MILLSTONE 1 UNDER REVIEW Ue/li1/686 7/ / ‘ 7
MILLETUNRE 2 UNDER REVIEW ver Li/786 S A £
FILLSTONE 3 UNDER REVIEW Obs11./8e 2 i
wINE MILE FOINT 1 UNDER REVIEW UY/ 18786 R £
NINE MILE FOINT 2 UNDER REVIEW Wis18/87 & o ’ /
FEALH BUlTON 2 UNLDER REVIEW 10/02/60 A /i
FEACH BUTTOM 2 UNDER REVIEW 10702/ 86 £ . i AP
FlLbrim 1 URDER REVIEW l&/751/86 A | A /
SelEM UNDER REVIEW US/ 27 /86 ¥ Lt
EmcErl 2 UNDER REViEW 0/ 27786 A e
SeEmMbhOOk UNDER FeView USr715/86 / / ’ /
SEMEEULE UhpEr REVILW wG/15/B6 .7 / /
SHiukL iRl UNDEKR REVIEW 10/0878¢ 7 / / /
SUSUUEHANNA | UNLER REVIEW 10/09/Be £ o1
SUSDUE mANNA 2 UNDER REVIEW 10 /09786 A &0
™™l i ClDER REVIEW AL/ 27786 & 4 / /
THi 2 EXTENSION, OFEN ENDED US/715/86 F '
VeERIMONT  yahe BEE UNDER R VIEW W/0D FRCoRAM uS/14/ 86 /7 "
Yyt EE -RUWE UNDER REVIEW - UNIQUE uSH/714/86 / g / /



l;,losure 2

DEFINITIONS OF STATUS TERMS

Extension, Open Ended - The licensee has responded requesting an
extension without specifving a date. The facilities in this
category are those whose construction has been delarved.

No Response - No response has been received from the licensee.
The facilities in this category have |licenses, but are in a

long term shut down.,

RAl Letter Sent - The region has forwarded a request for
additional information to the licensee. The date of the
letter is listed in the column headed "Region Letter to
Utility." The ietter 18 based on an NRR memorandum to the
region listed 1n the column headec “"GCB Memo to Region."
The memorandum is based on our contractor s review of the
licencee s response listed in the column headed "Utilty

Reply."

Second RAI Memo Sent - The GCE had forwarded to the region a
cecond memorandum reguesting adaitional information. The
date of the memorandum 1§ )listed 1n the column headec "GCE
Memo to Region." The memorandum (€ based on our
contractor s review of the licensee s response listed n the
column neaced “Utility Reply." The response 18 in replr 0o
our original reguest for additional ynformation which 1 ¢
identified in enclosure 3. ]

Under Review - Tre licensee § response 1€ currentiy unger review
by cus contractor. The Qate of the licensee € response s
Jisted in the column headeda "Ut: !ty Reply."

Under Review w/0 Program - The licensee s response 1s currently
unhder review by our contractor. However, the licensee €
description of the program to assure valve operability ma)
lack all of the reguested information. Enclosure 3
ydenti$ies the nformation missing and the reason tfor
proceeding with the review., The date of the licensee s
response 18 listed in the column headed “"Util ity Replyr.”

Under Review - Unique - The licensee’'s response s currently
under review by our contractor. However, because the
licensee has sited an unusual condition at his facility, @
special review is required. The unique condition s
identifiec 1n enclosure 3. The date of the licensee ¢
response 1s listed in the column headed “"Utility Reply."
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FLANT NAFE

BEAVER VALLEY |

BERVER VALLEY 2
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BINKK
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INDIAN FOINY 3
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Enclosure 3

REVIEW STATUS OF IEP 85-03 FOK REBION |
SUMMARY OF COMMENTS ON ADDITIONAL ITEMS
as OF
MAY 1, 1967

-

COMMENTS

S/16/8¢ reply had iattle progrem cescription.

E/1/Bé& memo sent indicating littie prooram description,

1/14/87 telcon with LETrapp (Region J) indicated that the region s
letter had not been sent. Fecause the foreal review 1s unoerwav, 1t
was agreed to not send the ietter and to rely on the formal review for
all comments.

5/13/86 reply requested WOD extension,

6/12/86 letter approved WODO extension recuest.

8/1/86 mesc sent indicating that no reply could be found in
headguarters prompted the region to forward their copv.

$/15/86 reply had no progran description.

5/18/66 memo sent indicating no proorae description.

1/14/87 telcon with LETripp (Region 1) indicated that the region s
letter had not been sent. because the formal review 18 uncerway, it
was agreed to not send the .etter and to rely on the formal review for
all comments.

5/14/86 reply had no progras description,

¢/24/B6 meno sent 1ndicating no progran gescription.

7/2%/B6 letter sert indicating no progranm description,

5/4/86 reply regquested BWKOG extension.,

4/14/87 repiy forwarded recuested FhklDs,

10/28/84 reply did not accress the bullietin for macdar Nech,

S/13/E6 reply reguesteo wlb extension.

E/1/86 semo sent indicating no response could be found in headouarters
prompted the reclon to forward their copv.

/2766 reply reguested EwKOG extension (Limerack 1, only).

7/29/Be reply cenfirmed meeting BWROE extension submittal date.



/‘
." . ‘/‘ S
Fage Ho. F
vh/iGired

REVIEW ETATUS OF 1€k ES-0L FOR REGION 1
SUMMARY OF COMMENTS ON ADDITIOWAL ITEMS

“S OF
H
FLoAT KaME COMMENTS
LIYER.CK 2 S/i4/60 replv reouested BwR(UG extension (Limerick 2, only:
FriNE YN EE $/21/66 repiy reguested two week extension,

&/4/B6 reply had little progras description.
6/24/8Bo mesc sent indicating littie procram cescraiption,

10/16/86 reply requested an extension to 12/1/86.

RILLSTOME 1| 10/28/66 reply did not acdress the bulletin at Miistone unit .
YILALETONE 2 10/28/8e reply c1d not adoress the culletin for Millstene Umit Z,
BluidTONE 3 Lu/zb/Be reply reviseo &6/11/86 repiy.

Wikie MiLE FLINT 1 5/i6/B6 rerly indicateo that the hignes. pressure sveter 18 not

safety-releted, However, they did not consider other, .Ower pressure,
safety-related systems.

Telcons with thes i1ndicated that tney had a iower pressure
safety-related system which they were wiliing to i1nclude in the
preoran,

o/18/86 mers sent indicating that the S/16/66 reply 18 not acceptaole.

7/9/b¢ letter sent 1ndicating that the S/16/86 reply 18 not accertet.e.

Nine mILE FOINT 2 B/1/B6 msemc sent indicating that no repiy couid pe founcd 1n
headquarters prompted the regiorn to forwarc their cocy.

FEWCm pLTTOM 2 e/2/8B6 reply requested BWRUG extension,
7iz%:66 reply confirmec seeting EwkOD extension submittal dates,
11/2/66 reply revised and updated 10/2/Bo repiv.

FILBRIN | $/9 06 reply recuested BwR0OG extension,

staprbiot | B/1/86 nemo sent ancicating that no reply couid be founc 1in
heacgueérters prompcted the region to forward their copyv.

e T D/ 14,86 reply recuestec BWRUG extension.
EViCuEBheishe | T/3:8¢ replv had irttle grooram cescrigtion,
s ¢o menc sodicteted Jittie progras cescradtion.

~:@0 letter 1n2icateo littie procram cescription,



Page No. 3
0S/01/87

FohanT NAME
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VEFMONT YANHEE

YANLEE-FRONE

REVIEW STATUS OF JEB BS~03 FOR KEBION I
SUMMARY OF COMMENTS ON ADLITIONAL ITEMS
A5 OF
MhY 1, 19E7

-

COMMENTS

/1586 reply contains results of MOVATS testing.

2/27/B7 reply indicateoc deiav 1n fully 1eplementing MOV procedures.
B/i/B6 eerp sent indicatino that nc response could be found 1n
headquarters prorpted the roion to forward their ceoov.

5/14/8% reply had little proorae descripticn.
S/i8/85 memc sent i1ncdicatinc littie preogram description.,

11712/86 teicon with W Ravaond (SR1 € versont Yankee) agreeo that
because of the delay 1n getting the recicn's letter out. the marginal
nature of the deficiencies, and the nearness of the ¢ormal review, nc
formal letter wouid be sent. We will reiy on the formal review for all

comments.

5/14/8B6 reply 1ndicates thet the reouired vaives are locked i1n their
proper position.

’
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Enclosure &

INSPECTION REPOURT STATUS OF IEF BS-03 FOR REGION 1
SUMMMAY OF INSFECTION KEPUFT COMMENTS
AS CF
PAY 1, 1587

CUMMEN] §

It Be-ve (3/1-71/86) indicated the licensee's intent to use MOVATS
eguireent in tneir testing program.

IR BS-34 (1Z2/11/B5 = 1/20/B6), a recional inspection report, cescriped
buiietin activities in relationship to the iicensee s pOSt maintenance
testino proagram.

IR B5-24 (12/11/B5 -~ 1/20/66), & recional 1nspection repcrt, cescribeo
bulietin activities i1n reiationship to the iicensee § COSt ca1nterance

testiro wrooram,

IF Be-14 (€718 - 5/30,86) reportec tamely subrattel et the j1cenzee ¢
reply to the bulletirn,

IR Be-ue (1/13 - 2/9/Be), @ tear inspect:on report, reviewmed
ctorrespongence from Bechtel indicating that the 1nitial recporse wiil
te on time,

IR Bo-17 (B/18 ~ §,25/8¢) reported timeiy submittai of tne licenseg ¢
repiy to thne builetin,

ik Be-15 (B/1B - 9/29/B6) reported timely submittal of the licensee ¢
reply to the bulletin,

Ik Bé6-286 (B/12 - 10/6/86), @ team 1nspection report, reportec & timeiy
submittal of the licensee’'s reply to the bulletin,

Ik B6=33 (10/7 - 11/17/86) described the licensee s submittals.

If ES-42 (11/1-30/8%8) 10entified the bul:etin as an open iteer.

Ik Be-11 (%/28 - 7/15/Be) did not address the builetin for Susouenanna
unit 1.

if Be=11 (9/28 - 7/15/86) descraibec the licensee € activities with
respect to the ¢ai1lvre of the RCIC oume diescharge vaive.

W Be-20 (1174 = 1.0/30v8s: descraves timely respunse to the bulsetin.



