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Florida Power & Light Company has reviewed the subject Inspection
Report which identifed ore vioclation.
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VIOLATION

10 CFR 50, Appendix B, Criterion V, as implemented by FPL Topical Quality
Assurance Report Number 5.0, requires that activities affecting quality
shall be prescribed by documented instructions, procedures or drawings and
shall be accomplished in accordance with these instructions, procedures or
drawvings.

Construction QC Procedure Number QI 10.20, RO is the procedure used for
inspecting the installation of electrical cables. This procedure requires
the QC inspector to verify during and after the cable installati~n process
that the cables are installed in accordance with the cable pull cards.

Contrary to the above, six safety-related instrument cables identified as
21656X-A58, 21656Y-ASB, 20332F-SB, 20332G-SB, 20332H-SB, and 20332J-SB were
not routed in accordance with the cable pull cards. In all cases additional
plan points were included in the routing. These cable installations had
been QC inspected and accepted.

This is a Severity Level IV Violation (Supplement 1I1).

RESPONSE

1) Florida Power & Light agrees with the finding.

2) The reason for the viclstion was inattention to detail on the part of
the Guality Control inspector. All identified cables are routed in
tray L2424-5B. In the total span of L2424-SB there are many plot (plan)
points, which are zdded at the discretion of the architect engineer.
All identified cables are correctly terminated at the identified "to"
and "from" points via the identified conduits. The location of the
conduit as it joins the cable tray was at variance with the cable pull-
cards and it was this fact the QC inspector was remiss in identifying.
As all six zables were pulled on the same day, it is considered an
isclated case.

The QC inspector in question was given a verbal reprimand and a written
reprimand waé placed in and will remain in his personnel file for ninety
days. Constructicn Office Engineering informed Ebasco Site Support
Engineering of the variance btetween the installel cables and the cable
pullcards. The as-installed conditions were approved and revised cable
pullcards have been issued to reflect those conditions.

The violation and the need for strict compliance with site criteria was
thoroughly discussed at the weekly electrical inspectors meeting. As
strict compliance is continually stressed and this is considered an iso-
lated incident, QC supervisors were instructed to continue their vigi-
lance to prevent the recurrence of this type problem.

Full comsliance was achieved April 5, 1983,




