. . o ]", a o
Copressonser s & ¢ . Gtaff txh #
Coyrespongence ’ , ‘

b ik
‘(C 1Y K TN
.
rl
o i ‘l;a!i

. Alabama Power

® - avkasmuiatis SRS SR T NP I
Gen 1ivd

Joseph M, Farley Nuclear Plant
Composite Audit Report No, 83/19
SAFR File: A35.94.]
Log: B3-417 prom Ve Wo McGowat
1 At Safety Audit &
Nr, R. P, KcDonald Engineer ing Rev'ew
Mr. M. G, Hairston, 111

P Dee DECEmMber I, 1983

-

Attached are reports of SALR audits recently cunducted at the Farley Nuclear
Plant, A schedule of Routine and Four<Month Interval SAER audits to be conducted
within the next four (4) months and & schedule of SAER audits to be performed

offsite are aiso #ttached.

The following 15 informalisn concerning the attached audit reports:
Activities Or Auditor Or MAudit
Report Date Areas Audited Type Audit Team Leader
11-15.83 Environmental Spot R. V. Badham
"I’ Qualification Progran
1117.83 Plant Changes and Routine W. G, Ware

Modifications

-
»

Unit 11 Yurbine Yendor R, V. Badham
Generator Maintenance
conducted “y westinghouse

12.2.83 Four-Month Intervai Routine G. M. Grove

DAJ :sh
Attachments
xC + Attachments Mr, W, 0. Whitt
Mr, F. L. Clayton, Jr.
br, H., 0. Thrash
Mr, W, G. Ware (SSAER Record)
M=, G, M. Grove
M D. A, Johison
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ALABAMA POWER COMPANY

JOSEPH M. FARLEY NUCLEAF PLANT

REPCAT OF SAER AUDIT

4. Audit Description

Orgsnization Audited:
Genera. Area Audited:
Occasion of Audit:
Date(s) of Audit:

Audit Team Leader:

Frincipal Sections

of Audit

i Pre~audit
Lonference

[ %)

Conduct of
A\ldai

Post-audit
Conference

w

B. Noncompliances

FNP=0-ETP=4108 par. 2.3 requires that "NETS will forward the Environmental
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B srt Date: November 15, 1983

F. e 1 of &

Farley Nuclear Plant Staff

Eovironmental Qualificetion Program

Spot

October 20 - November 15, 1483

R. V. Badham
Individual
Auditor(s)
wW. (. Ware
R. V. Badham
K. V. Badham
J. F. Cheney
W. R. Sampson
wW. G. Ware
J. F. Cheney
W. K. Sampson
FNP-NC-47-83/19(8)

Audited Organization
Representatives

Hairston, 111
woodard
Berryhill
Enfinger

Berryhill
. Enfinger
. Stinsen

. Hudspeth
uey
Scales

EWXEO COooo

Woodard
Berryhill
Enfinger
Morey
Stinson
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Qualification Report Evaluation (EQRE), CEWS, appropriate calculations

evaluation summaries and vendor test reports” te the Systems Ferformance
Superintendent for storage in Document Contrel.
EQREs are not in Document Contrel and several of the test reports refer~

enced in Appendix 1I1 are not available.

NOTE: Per Paragraphs ('

and ()) of 10CFR50.49, it appea.s these
records are requi* d to be maintained in auditable form.

Contrary to this, the






R art Date: November 15, 1983
F. e 3 of &

€. Comments Con't

® .

The fo'lowing errors were noted in FNP=0-ETP-4108 Rev. 0!

a. Par. 3.1.6 assigns the Maintenance Planners who write MWRg to
thy Maintenance Group.

b. No Model number is listed on the Acceptable Test Repc-ts List
for Limitorque MNOVs.

£, Upit ' = Master List has numerous model number errors for the
Feedvatsr Control System (C-22).

d. An incorrect installation date for the limit switches on system
P15,

e, Par. 2.3 references a Figure 1 and 2. These figures are missing
from the procedure. Also Figures 3 and & are missiog.

FNP~0-ETP=41(B which vas issued on 10/20/83 has not received a
cross~discip) oary review although various plant groups are
assigned respois.b lities thereiu. Also, it does not appear

that personnel imyp'ementing this procedure bave received tralaing.

Based on two svs.ems reviewcd Lhere are several discrepancies between
the Master List and Componert Maintenance and Replacement Schedule as
regards model number tor a particular TPNS number.

Limit switches QIP)15452866E and 28678 (per the Component Maintenance
and Replacement Schedule) are on the Master List as 2866D and 2867D.
This same discrepancy occurs on Unit 1],

Although 10CFR50.49(j) requives that documentstion be maintained in
auditable form for the entire period during which the covered item is
installed or stored for future use no RTYPE or retention time has been
designated for these eanvircunmental records.

D. Reaudit Results

1.

Open nouncompliances:

N/A, First Audit

2. Closed noncompliances:
N/A, First Andit
3.  Reconfirmed noncowpl.an ¢..
N/A, First Audix
E. Summar
§ Identifications of last equivalent audit: N/A, First Audit.

% .

Number of noncompliances last audit: N/A. Tois audit: 3.

R R————



port Date: November 15, 1983
rage & of &

Summary Con't

3.

Trend since last equivalent audit in significance of individual
poncompliances: N/A, First Audit,

Auditor's evaluation of the effectiveness of the OQA program elements
audited: As noted in the above findiogs, the Environment ] Qualification
Frogram does not yet fully comply with the requirement”. of JOCFRS50.49.

In 1ts present state of development the program joes not provide assur~
arce that the environmental qualification ¢f equipment will be maintained
throughout the life of the plant.

Recommendations

None

Ny
7(//C/>/;;ZHV(T‘féz:::r—’

Audit Team Leader




