U. S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION

NRC Inspection Report: 50-445/892-51 Permits: CPPR-126
50~446/89-51 CPPR-127

Dockets: 5C-445
50~446

Construction Permit
Expiration Dates:

Unit 1: August 1, 1991
Unit 2: August 1, 1992

Applicant: TU Electric
Skyway Tower
400 North Olive Street
Lock Box 81
Dallas, Texas 75201

Facility Name: Comanche Peak Steam Electric Station (CPSES),
Units 1 & 2

Inspection At: Comanche Peak Site, Glen Rose, Texas

Inspection Conducted: July 6 through August 1, 1989
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Inspection Summary:

Inspection Conducted: July 6 through August 1, 1989 (Report
50-445/89-51; 50-446/89~-51)

Areas Inspected: Unannounced, resident safety inspection of
applicant's actions on previous inspection findings, follow-up on
violations/deviations, and assessment of allegations.

Results: Within the areas inspected, no vicolations or deviations
were identified. No significant strengths or weaknesses were noted
during this inspection.
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3
Systems and Components Under Startup Custody," with particular
emphasis on the type of work order documentation reqguired and
when such documentation may not be reguired; e.g., when work
performed is observed by the Startup Test Engineer and the
work is done in accordance with approved work and inspection
procedures.
On July 19, 1989, the first training session was held for the
supervisors in electrical maintenance, QC representatives were
also present. The NRC inspector attended this session. The
events surrounding the incident involving the control room air
conditioner were described and compared with the reguirements
of STA-606 and STA-813. Two impcrtant points were related to
those supervisors: (1) be sure your workers know and
understand when and why a work order is not required and
{(2) be sure your workers know the scope and boundaries of
assigned work orders.
|
|

Followirng this training session each group of workers were
similarly trained. So the workers could freely express
themselves, their supervisors were not present during these
training sessions. The NRC inspector also attended one of
these sessions on July 27, 1989.

In summary, it does not appear that procedures were viclated
in the incident involving the control room air conditioning
drain. Due to a lack of specific details, the Unit 2 turbine
sump incident could not be followed up. The perceived problem
appear. to have been the result of confusion associated with
the two programs involved - startup and operations. The
training provided to craft, their supervisors, and QC should
correct this problem; accordingly, this item is being closed
and nc further inspection of this matter is planned at this
time.

Exit Meeting (30703)

An exit meeting was conducted August 1, 1989, with the
applicant's representatives identified in paragraph 1 of this
report. No written material was provided to the applicant by
the inspectors during this reporting period. The applicant
did not identify as proprietary any of the materials provided
to or reviewed by the inspector during this inspection.
During this meeting, the NRC inspector summarized the scope
and findings of the inspection.



