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SUMMARY

Scope: This routine resident inspection included, but was not limited to
the foIlowin? areas: plant operations review, engineered safety
features (ESF) system walkdowns, cold weather protection review,
surveillance observation review, maintenance observation review,
review of Licensee Event Reports, and followup on previous
inspection findings.

Results: One non-cited violation was identified involving the failure to
follow cleanliness control requirements (paragraph 8).
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period to verify conformance with regulatory requirements, TS and
administrative controls. Control Room logs, the Technical
Specification Action Item Log, and the R&R log were routinely
reviewed, Shift turnovers were observed to verify that tho{ were
conducted in accordance with |pnrovcd procedures. The complement
of 1icensed personnel on each shift inspected, met or exceeded the
requirements of Technical Specifications. Further, daily plant
status meetings were routinely attended.

Plant tours were performed on a routine basis. The areas toured
included but were not limited to the following:

Turbine Buildings

Auxiliary Building

Units 1 and 2 Diesel Generator Rooms
Units 1 and 2 Vital Switchgear Rooms
Units 1 and 2 Vital Battery Rooms
Standby Shutdown Facility

During the plant tours, the inspectors verified by observation and
interviews that measures taken were proper and procedures were
followed to assure that physical protection of the facility met

current requirements. Areas inspected included the security

organization, the establishment and maintenance of gates, doors,

;ng isolation zones in the proper conditions, and access control
adging.

In addition, the areas toured were observed for fire prevention
and protection activities and radiological control practices., The
inspectors also reviewed PIRs to determine if the licensee was
appropriately documenting problems and implementing corrective
actions,

Engineered Safety Feature Systems Walkdown (71710)

During this report period, the inspectors completed a detailed
walkdown of accessible portions of both trains of the Unit 1 CA
System ard Train A of the Unit 1 NI Sgstom. Using the licensee’s
CA and NI system 1ineup procedures, OP/1/A/6250/02 and
OP/1/A/6200/06, the inspectors verified that system flowpath
valves and assorted system drain and vent valves were in their
proper positions. This lineup verification was accomplished using
both the control room board indication and local valve position
where possible. No discrepancies were observed,

The condition of selected CA and NI system valves was examined to
ensure that they were installed correctly, with no bent stems,
missing handwheels, or improper labeling. Outstanding work
requests on components in these systems were examined to ensure
that no major maintenance, which could possibly affect the
systems’ performance, had been performed. Selected process
instrumentation was examined to ensure proper installation,
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quality control records were maintained: activities performed were
accomplished by qualified parsonnel: and materials used were
properly certified. Work requests were reviewed to determine the
status of outstanding jobs and to assure that priority was
assigned to safety-related equipment maintenance which may affect
system performance.

Maintenance Activities Reviewed

The inspectors witnessed or reviewed the maintenance activities
associated with the following Work Order Tasks (WOs):

§2092498-01 Investigate/Repair OPDT Loop A Channel |
Out-of-Tolerance

92098461-01 Investigate/Repair Refueling Water Storage
Tank Level Channel 3 Failing Low

92099839-01 Modify Unit 1 SG PORVs

92099840-0] Modify Unit 2 SG PORVs

The last two WOs above implemented TSMs to defeat the automatic
steam relief capabilities for each unit’'s four SG PORVs, (1.e.,
the non-safety related function of the valves). The PORVs provide
a containment isolation function and are required to be operable
and capable of closing within & seconds per 1§ 3.6.3. When

several of the valves failed to consistently meet their stroke
time, the TSMs were developed to meet the Action Statement of 15
3.6.3 which requires that the valves be secured in the closed
position. The TSMs ensure that the PORVs remain closed so that no
single failure could cause them to inadvertently open.

The SG PORVs are also designed to function during a postulated
SGTR coincident with a loss of offsite power in order to provide
NC System cooldown to a temperature at which the Re.idual Heat
Removal System mag be started. [In this mode, the valves are
controlled through safety-related manual loaders located in the
Control Room. An assured source of compressed gas (Nitrogen) is
provided to the pneumatic operators of the valves to ensure their
ability to operate. Neither the Nitrogen sources or the safety-
related manua) loaders are affected by the modifications. The
inspectors reviewed tha TSM and its associated 10 CFR 50.59
evaluation and determined that the valves could still satisfy this
safety-related function with the TSM installed.

The licensee conducted extensive tosting of the valves to
determine the cause of the stroke time failures. Test results
indicate that the cause of the increased stroke times is due to an
increased drag force, possibly caused by an internal piston ring
located around the valve plug. The motive force for the valve in
the closed direction is provided solely by an actuator spring.
Test results indicate that the increased drag force does not pose
a damaging or degrading effect to the valve but does challenge the
ability of the actuator springs to close the valve in the required









SG6
SGTR
15
TSM
UR1
UsT

' A *

.

Steam Generator

Steam Generator Tube Rupture
Technical Specifications
Temporary Station Modification
Unresolved Item

Upper Surge Tank



