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MIDLAND NUCLEAR PLANT YRC ITEM OF NONCOMPLIANCE
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INSPECTION REPCRT NO 50-329/79-10 AND NO 50-330/79-10
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This lettar, with its enclosure, is in response to your letter of
June 6, 1379 which trans {tted the results of your inspection of the
Midlend construction site on May 1k-17, 1979 and which requested our

»
written stetemcnt on the item of noncomplience.
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Enclocure
Howe-191-79

CONSUIMERS PO\'ER COMPANY RESPOMOE
fIBED IN LRC INSPZCTION RZPORT

NO 50-323/19-13 AID NO 50-330/79-13-01

Inconsistencies in Design Basis Documents Concerning
Matcriol Specliicetions for tie Prestressing cysten

Description of Noncomplience

Appendix A of Report N~ 50-325/79-10 and 50-330/79-10 provides the
following:

"10 CFR 50, Apper”ix B, Criterion III, requires, in part, thet
meesures shull be esteblished end executed to assure ihst regu-
latory requirements end the design besic as specified in the
license epolication for structures sre correctly translsted
into specifications, drewings, procedures end instructions.
Also, it provides thet messures shall be estenlished for the
identificetion and control of design interfe:es end for coor-
dinetes emong participeting design orgenizstions.

CPCo Toplcal Report CPC-l-A Policy No 3, Section 3.4 stetes,
in pert, 'the essigned leed design group or orzanization (ie,
the NSSS suppllier, A&E, supplier or CPCo) essure that designs
end materials ere sulteble end thet they comply with design
criteris and reguletory requirements.’

CPCo is committed to ANSI N45.2 (1971), Section 4.1, which
stetes, in pert, 'meosures chell be esteblished end documented
to essure thet the sppliceble specified design requirements,
such as & design basis, reguletory requirements . . . ere
correctly transleted into specificetions, drewings, procedures,
or instruction.'

Contrery to the sbove, meassures did not assure thet design
besis vere included in drewings end specificetions nor @id they
provid:z for the ldentificetion end control of cdesign interfaces.
As e result, two inconsistencies were identified in the license
epplicetion end in other design besis documents. Specific
examples erv set forth below.

e. Construction specificstion C-2, Rev 11, dsted November 1%,
1976, Section 11.1 specifies meterisl for prestreseing
system sheething to conform to ASTM A-366-665 or 68, 22
geuge cold rolled carbon steel while FSAR Section 2.£.1.6.3
indicete the sheething meterial to be meterlel meeting the
requirements of ASTM A-53, Type E or S, Grede B.
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L. Construction specificetion C-49, Rev 2, Section 6.2.2
specifies the chemicel limitetion on the corrossive protec-
tive filler msterlel for the prestressing system to bdbe
Sppm for chlorides, nitretes end sullides while FSAR Teble

. 3.8-25 indicetes the maximum ellowsble to be 2ppu (chlorides),

Lppm (nitretes) and 2ppm (sulfides). In edditicn, the

Inryco Quality Control menuel requires the meteriel chemicel

propertic: > be the seme es FSAR Teble 3.8-25."

Resgonse

FSAR Change lotlces to correct the noted deficlencies ere in process

and will be Incorporeted into the FSAR by amendment uo leter then
August, 1977. A Specificetion Chenge Notice (C-L5-900L) will e
processed by July 6, 1979 which will chenge the requirements in the
Specificetion to be 2, % and 2 ppm for chlorides, nitrets end sul”ides,
respectively.

A progrem of re-review wes initieted June 25, 1977 of selected sectious
of the FOAR. The completion of this progrem 1s scheduled for the end
of 1979. The review ectivity specificelly looks for Inconsistencies end/cr

ineccurecles betwecn secticns of the FSAR end between the FSAR end desicn
documents,
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