


REPORT DETAILS

Persons Contacted
Licenzee Employees

Burba, Licensing Engineer
Cote', Compliance Engineer
Criminger, CSRG Member
Eawards, Design Engineer
Fraedrich, former CSRG Member
. Futrell, Nuclear Safety Review Board (NSRB) Chairman
Green, former CSRG Member
Glover, Compliance Engineer

. Hall, NSRB Member

Hone, former CSRG Member

Kirk, CSRG Member

La"errest, former CSRG Member
LeRoy, Licensing Engineer
Lines, CSRG Member

. meNeill, CSRG Member

Murdoc, NSRE Member

Rose, Technical System Manager
Rutherford, Technical System Manager
Schlise, former CSRG Member

. Smith, former CSRG Member

, White, K CSRG Chatrman
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NRC Resfident Inspectors

K. Van Doorn, Senior Resident Inspector
*M. Lesser, Resident Inspector

Other licensee employees contacted included engineers, technicianms,
Ticensing personnel, compliance personnel, security force members, and
office personnel.
*Attended exit Interview

CSRG Assessment

Technical Specifications Section 6.2.3, implements some regquirements of
NUREG 0737, Clarification of TM] Action Plan Regquirements, and outlinmes
requirements for CSRG activities., The inspectors reviewed (SRG actions
taken to fulfill each regquirement and discussed them with selected C3RG
members, former CSRG members, and the NSRB and CSRG chairmen. Thre various
areas covered by the requirements are outlined in the following four
sections:







The inspectors reviewed the training program for the CSRG members and
while it appears to be a detailed program, the time that can be
dedicated to the training program is minimal, caused by the short
time that the varfous members are present in the group and the large
work load that must be completed Dy this group. The short tenure
period for the rotating members of the CSRG alto results in the CSRG
chairman spending a large amount of his time 1n the training of the
new members, as they rotate into the assignments in the CSRG.

c. T8 6.2.3.3: RESPONSIBILITIES

The CSRG shall be responsible for maintaining surveillance of plant
activities to provide independent verification that these activities
are performed correctly and that human errors are reduced as much as
practical,

The inspectors reviawed the 1ist of completed tasks for the last six
months and noted that only one in-plant review was included on the
115t., The CSRG 1s aware of this, in 1ight of the findings at another
site, and were able to demonstrate an increase in the number of
fn=plant reviews currently being performed.

The CSRG has assigned a member to review the number of events caused
by human error and develop recommendations to reduce the number of
future events. This s 8 recently developed project, however, and no
results were demonstrable.

d. T5€.2.3.4: RECORDS

Records of activities performed by the CSRG shall be prepared,
maintained, and forwarded each calendar month to the Director,
Nuclear Safety Review Board.

The inspectors revieowed approximately 15 of the most recent investiga-
tion reports generated by the CSRG and moted that they were detailed
and complete. Inmteryiews were conducted with the majority of the
present CSRG members and with severa! past CSRG members and reviewed
several graft reports ang cetermined thav the plant staff gid not
exert yndue influence on the CSRG on the content of the report,
Changes to the draft reports generated by plant staff were
clarifications or corrections of ingorrect information and were not
used to change the content of the report,

10 CFR 2] Determinations

The inspectors interviewed members of Catiwba Site Compliance, Genera)
Office Nuclear Licensing, and Gersra) 0Office Design Engingering to
determine the effectiveness, process, and philosophy fn reporting defects
under 10 CFR 21.




An example of the process used in a 10 CFR 21 determination was reviewed,
involving the shuttle valves used on the emergency afesel generators
EDGs). Genera) Office Design Engineering performed an evaluation on

ember 7, 1987, which determined that the continval provlems with the
EDGs caused by the use of these valves was reportable unger 10 CFR 21, On
Decenber 23, 1987, General Office Nuclear Licensing issued a memorandum
stating that the iaftfal determination from Design Enginesring was
incorrect and that Licensing's inftia) determination was that the ftem was
not reportable urder 10 CFR 21 requirements., On Marrn 9, 1982, the
Licensing group issued a final determination that the item was not
reportable, using the reasoning that the misapplication of the shuttle
valve dig not constitute a defect and that 1t resylted in a reliability
concern and rot an operability concern, even though the use of the shuttle
valve resulted in intermittent trips of the EDGs. This determination was
made based on operadility determinations performed by the site Compliance
group.

The inspectors reviewed the Design Engineering procedure and the Station
Directive which provides the directions for performing an evaluation for
10 CFR 2] reporting. Design Engineering Procedure, PR-203, Problem
Investigation Reports, Revisfon 4 provides detailed directions for the
Design Engineer who 1s performing JO CFR 21 evaluations. Station Directive
2.8.1, Problem Investigation Process and Regulatory Reporting, Revision 9
does not provide detailed directions for performing evaluations, The
inspectors noted that the procedures do not assign the responsibility of
10 ¢FR 2] determinations and reportina to any one group other than Nuclear
Production.

This lack of detatled directions for performing 10 JFR 21 evaluations in
Nuclear Production procedures and the lack of procedural guidance for thy
responsibility of performing these evaluations 1s considered a weakness
and 1s identified as Inspector Followup ltem 413,414/88-29-02.

Within this area, no violations or deviations were identified.
Exit Interview (30703)

The inspection scope and findings were summarized on Auvgust 5, 1988, with
those persons indicated in paragraph 1 above. The inspectors described
the areas inspected and discussed the inmspection findings listed below,
The licensee did not identify as proprietary any of the materials provided
to or reviewed by the inspectors during the finspection, Dissenting
comments were not received from the licensee.




[tem Number

413, 414/88-29-01

413, 414/88-29-02

Description and Reference

Violation - Failure to comply
with Technical Specification
requirements for CRGR functions,
paragraph 2.a,

IFI « Lack of adequate
procedure guidance in 10 CFR
21 reportability determinations,
paragraph 3,




