, UNITED STATES
' NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

REGION 1l
ATLANTA FEDERAL CENTER
£1 FORSYTH STREET SW, SUITE 23785
ATLANTA GEORGIA 30303

*aeed July 17, 1997

MEMORANDUM FOR Oscar DeMiranda, Senior Allegation Coordinator
Enforcement and Investigation Coordination Staff

FROM: Kerry D. Landis, Chief
Reactor Projects Branch 3 7 ) ‘£7
Division of Reactor Projects

SUBJECT: R11-97-A-0116 - FOREIGN MATERIAL EXCLUSION MONITORING
INSUFFICIENT

The Division of Reactor Projects performed a review and independent inspecticn
of this anonymous concern. Our inspection regarding this matter has been
completed and our inspection findings were documented in tne enclosed NRC
Inspection Report 50-335,389/97-05, paragraph 03 1.

Based on the information provided. concern 1 was substantiated and a violation
of regulatory requirements was identified and cited in Enclosure 2. Concern 2
was unable to be substantiated. Concern 3 was determined not to be an

allegation.

' This concludes the staff's activities regarding this matter. These
allegations are considered closed. If you have any questions regarding this
matter, please contact me.

Enclosures:
L A11eYat10n Evaluation Report
2. NRC Inspection Report 50-335,389/97-05
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nineteen individuals signing in on the log failed to sign out upon
exiting.

The inspector discussed the instructions listec in the FME log with
various licensee management stating that these instructions did not
agree with the site procedure for control of FME. The licensee sta »d
that it was not their intention to maintain the containment as an F .
area as defined in the Ql. Their philosophy was that after the sump
work was complete the entire area would be inspected and any remaanmn?
items would then be removed. Therefore it was not necessary to log all
items entering into this particular area. However, they did require
that personnel not working on the sump job complete the FME log. The
inspector noted that the entrance Lo the containment was identified as
an FME area, that an FME log was established to control material
entering and exiting the area, and that an FME monmiior ' is established.

Procedure QI 12 PR/PSL-2, Section 5.5, stated, in part, that for Quality
Group B systems and components, “if an FME Contral Area 1s required. the
control area and controls shall be established prior to opening the
sistem or component. FME controls 1n accordance with this procedure
shall be established, as needed, to maintain the cleanliness
requirements. Appendix B provides guidance on the methods of
controlling foreign material. " Section 7.6, "Definitions," states that
Quality Group B applies to the containment vessel. Appendix B of this
Ql states in part that "FM[C control areas. as defined by QI 13-PR/PSL-2,
are used in those situations where it is not feasible/practical te
install an FME control device to pre.ent loss of foreign material into a
system/component. Tools/materials which are taken into FME control
areas are logged for accountability.” In addition, Section 5.15,
“Genera)l Housekeeping. " step 11 A, states that, "Material accountability
shall be applied when misplaced tools equipment, and other moterials
could be detrimental to the plant irem iivolved When material
accountability 1s applied, tools and other materials shall be logged
into and out of the area.”

The inspector reviewed the site procedures for guidance on when a FME
monitor was required and what training was regu1red prior to assuming
that position. QI 13-PR/PSL-2 stated that FME monitors may be used at
the discretion of the Plant Management, to control the area around the
reactor cavity when the reactor vessel head was removed and 1n the fuel
hand1ing building when work was taking place around the spent fuel pool.
With regard to training, Appendix A, step 1, states that the reactor
cavity monitor should receive orientation as to the refueling process.
the reactor coolant system and this QI. The QI made no mention
concerning FME monitors for other areas or any associated training.

10 CFR 50, Agpend1x B. Criterion V requires that activities affecting
quality shall be prescribed by documented procedures of a type
appropriate to the circumstances and shall be accomplished 1n accordance
with these procedure. Procedure QI 13-PR/PSL-2 1s the procedure that
implements this requirement with regurd to foreign material control.
Failure to adequately control the material entering and exiting the Unit

Enclosure
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RI1997.A-0116

Tuesday, Novomber 28, 1007

addition, Section § 156 "General Mousekeeping. step 11 A, stales that, ‘Material accountability shall be appled
when misplaced toolr equipment and other matenals could be detrimental to the plant item involved When
material accountability is applied, tools and other materials shall be logged into and out of the area *

The inspector reviewed the site procedures for guidance on when a FME monitor was required and what
training was required prior 1o assuming that position Q1 13-PR/PSL-2 stated that FME monitors may be used
#! the discretion of the Plant Management 1o control the area around the reactor cavity when the reactor vesse!
head was removed and in the fuel handiing building when work was taking place around the spent fuel pool
With regard 1o training. Appendix A, step 1, states that the reactor cavity monitor should receive orientation as
10 the refueling precess, the reactor coolant system and this QI The Qi made no mention concerning FME
monitors for other areas of any associated training

10 CFR 50, Appendix B, Criterion V requires that activities affecting quality shail be prescribed by documented
procedures of a type appropriate 1o the circumstances and shall be accomplished in accordance with these
procedure Procedure QI 13-PR/PSL-2 is the procedure that implements this requirement with regarJ 1o foreign
maternal control Failure to adequately control the material entering and exiting the Unit 2 containment 1s &
violation of this procedure and is identified as VIO 50-388/67.05-01, “Failure to Control Foreign Material
Entering and Exding the Unit 2 Containment ”

The inspector concluded that the licensee's implementation of the FME program at the entrance to the Unit 2
containment as the unit approachied post-outage startup was insufficient to satisty procedural requirements A
violation for failling ‘o follow the governing procedure was identified

CONCLUSION

Based on the information provided this concern was substantiated, in that the implementation of the procedural
reguirements controlling FME 1o the Unit 2 containment were faund 1o be insufficient. This concern is

considered closed.

Operations Anonymous Power Reactor

CONCERN.

RESCRIPTION: UPERVISION IS PERFORMING WORK IN THE PLANT FOR WHICH THEY ARE NOT QUALIFIED

SUBSTANTIATED | N |

CLOSURE: Routine direct observation of work activities over a long period of time by the resident inspectors has not been
able to substantiate this concern. The lack of any specific example along with objective evidence 10 inspect
preciuded the resident inspectors frof conducting a focused inspection
CONCLUSION This concern was unable 10 be substantiated and is considered closed

CONCERN. %PM For Duty Anonymous Power Reactor

RESCRIPTION: ITY PERSONNEL / ONITORING INDIVIDUALS WHO ARE BEING DRUG TESTED (FFD URINE
TESTING) IN"TEAD OF D’ .RS

SUBSTANTIATED | N
NOT AN ALLEGATION. EICS CLOSE. NO FURTHER ACTION REQUIRED

CLOSURE:

PAGE 2



~ ALLEGATION REPORT

CASE NO: RII-1997-A-0116 | | FACILITY: St Lucie

CONCERN NO: (1 - DO”KET NO: 50-335, 389
ALLEO:‘R ANONYMOUS JYER
ADDRESS E
2 a4 At Bl e e 4



| WHAT IS THE ALLEGATION

WHAT © THE REQUIREMENT/VIOLATION?

| stated that a "qualfied and trained jividua being used as the FME
containment

Cl stated thai supervisors are not allowed
NOw 10 dO the work the s avraid that event
getting hurt

gid not know 1f ths
WHERE IS IT LOCATED?

1 Unit 2 containment
¢ 83 St Lucie plant

WH[ N DID IT OCCUR?
May 21 to present, 199

2 Didn't give dates but simply stated "for the last couple of days
or week '~
Didn't say. He did not have first hand knowledge of this but
was told about it

WHO 1S INVOLVEIVWITNESSED? Cl did not say
HOW/WHY DID IT OCCUR? Did not know

| WHAT EVIDENCE CAN BE EXAMINED?

FME log for Unit 2 Containment. FME procedure (Quality
Instruction 13-PR/PSL-2, Housekeeping and Cleanliness
Control Methods)

Work Orders

FFD plan

DID THE INDIVIDUAL EXPRESS A CONCERN TO THE LICENSEE?
No. The Cl stated that he did not want the licensee to know he had
| this concern,

i WHAT IS THE STATUS OF IH[ LICE NSEE S AC‘TlON"‘ o
A oy ] TR R S N I T A e T T RTINS T s
Aleger nformed of NRC identity protecton pokey

Dl alleger reques! confidentiairty \

d the alleger object 10 a icensee/state referra

Was the alleger informed of D reportng requirement

Type of Reguiated Activity (@) XX__ # tor t

‘\“pla o8 (&) othe
[\t PO p g i e TSR e e
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ALLEGATION REPORT
CONTINUATION SHEET

CASE NO: RII-1897-A-0116 FACILITY: 8t Lucie

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

| received a call from the C| stating that contract Health Physics personnel were being used as FME
monitors. He stated that un May 21, the FME monitor at the entrance to the Unit 2 containment, was a
contract HP not qualified for to be @ monitor. He stated that on May 22 Secunity guards were asked 10 be the
FME monitors, and that they too were not qualified

He then stated that supervisors were performing work in the plant. The reason was that laborers had been
laid off due to the outage ending but that management still required the work to be completed Rather than
take the "heat" from management when work didn't get completed, supervisors would do the work
themseives. The C| stalec’ that someone else told him that in one ase a supervisor had ngged an eyeboll
that was later found to have been rigged incorrectly. He had no further informaticn about this incident. He
was concemed that someone was going 1o get hurt due 10 this practice.

| The ClI then stated that he had been told that Security personnel were monitoring people who were being
unine tested for FFD. He stated that a doctor used to monitor that process and having Security do this did

| not seem right

The Cl would not give his name because he said he was afraid that it would get back to his management
who then might fire him or demote him.

ACTION REQUIRED

DATE PREPARF [ §/23/97

PREPARED BY: Joel T. Munda



May 18, 199§

CASE CHRONOLOGY
RII-94-A-0119

| OPENED BY: 0. DEMIRANDA |
|

|
:

oarejawress | aemvie  Tescmow |

| 6/10/94;0DM DRP ALLEG REPORT: ANONYMOUS ALLEGER - 8 1
’ CONCERNS RELATED TO SECURITY
| 6/13/94,;0DM FAX DTD €/13/94 FROM ST. LUCIE LIST OF 1

ALLEGATIONS FROM NEWS ARTICLE MARKED RCVD FROM
BILL WHITE (SECURITY MANAGER) 6/8

| 6/16/94;0DM

ARP MEETING.
AP: NMSS PERFORM INSPECTION (CONCERNS 1-8)

11/03/94;0DM | ARP MEETING MINUTES: REVIEW UF CONCERNS 2 AND . 2
2. A LT HAS A DRINKING PROBLEM,
3. A SECURITY OFFICER FREQUENTLY SMELLS OF
ALCOHOL.
AP: DRP REFER TO LICENSEE, & NMSS REVIEW [
LICENSEE RESPONSE
LICENSEE REFERRAL: YES - RESPONSE REQUIRED
OI/AP: NO
DOL/AP: NO
COMPLETION DATE: 60 DAYS
11/21/94;0DM | NMSS CLOSURE MEMO FOR CONCERNS 1, 4-8. 3
ALLEGATIONS WERE PARTIALLY SUBSTANTIATED;
HOWEVER, NO VIOLATIONS OF REGULATORY
REQUIREMENTS WERE IDENTIFIED.
| 12/19/94;0DM | Prom: Oscar Demiranda (0XD) NONE
To: DMV
Date: Monday, December 19, 1994 8:11 am

Subject: RII-9%4-A-0119 REFERRAL

DAVE - THIS ALLEGATION WAS RE-ARPED ON 11/3/9%4
FOR THE PURPOSE OF MAKING A LICENSEE REFERRAL.
ATTACHED I8 THE ENCLOSURE FOR THE REFERRAL.

12/27/94;O0DM

LICENSEE REFERRAL LETTER
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ARP MEETING
11/03/94

RI1-94-A-0119 REPANEL ST LUCIE 50-335,389

2. A LT has a drinking problem.

3. A security officer frequently smells of alcohol.
AP: DRP REFER TO LICENSEE, & NMSS REVIEW LICENSEE RESPONSE
LICENSEE REFERRAL: YES - RESPONSE REQUIRED
O1/AP: NO

DOL/AP: NO
COMPLETION DATE: 60 DAYS

ARP ATTENDEES 11/03/94
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
o REGION i
101 MARIETTA STREET, NW., SUITE 2900
TLANTA, GEORCIA 30323
FMI
MEMORANDUM FOF ar Demiranda, Regional Allegation Coordinator
HH A \‘ ,L“ \l»,“‘d N LO I"""" kh‘«‘f‘
VY 3 ¢
lay, Nuclear Materials Safety and
[0 s "
; sateguards Branch
Division of Radiation Safety
and Safequards
{ )) .
FROM | W~/ David R. McGuire, Chief
% ¢
\\V/<$ Safeguards Sectior
- A %
! Nuclear Materials Safety and
Safeguards Branch
Division of Radiation Safety
and Safequards
UBJECT . LUCIE SECURITY ISSUES, (CASE NUMBER: RII-94-A-0119)
The Safequar tatf has inspected the eight issue dentified in thi
Allegatior Attachment 1, Inspection Report No. 94-21. concludes there were
r violatior 1dentitied
Attachment 2, Allegation Summar,, address all eight concerns, but items 2

The

Lucie.

Informatior

and 3 could not be closed [tem Nos. 2 and 3 are to be referred to the
icensee for action. There is no "alleger" to correspond with.
officer, quoted in the newspaper article, has denied naking the all
and, has no knowledge of any security nor safety issues at St
It is recommended that Items 1, 4-8, be closed
Attachment | Inspection Report No. 94-21 (non-Safequards
portior
¢ Allegatior summary

CBRENP
ecur

1
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“lorida Power and Light Lompany
ATTN: Mr H. Goldberg

President Nuclear Division
P. 0. Box 14000
Juno Beach, FL 33408-0420

SUBJECT: NRC INSPECTION REPORT NOS. 50-335/94-2] AND 50-389/94-2)

Gent lemen:

This refers to the inspe.tion conducted by W. Tobin of this office on
September 26 30, 1994. The inspection included a review of activities
authorized for your St. Lucie facility At he conclusion of the inspection,
the findings were discussed with those members of your staff identified in the
report

Areas cxamined during the inspection are identified in the report. Within
these areas, the inspection consisted of selective examinations of procedures
and representative records, interviews with perisonnel, and observation »f
activities in progress.

Within the scope of the inspection, violations or deviations were not
identified.

The material enclosed herewith contains Safeguards Information as defined by

10 CFR Part 73.21 and its disclosure to unauthorized individuals is prohibited
by section 147 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended. Therefore, the
material will not be placed in the Public Document Room.

Should you have any questions concerning this letter, please contact us.

Sincerely,

DINTNAL
Othx al®

Oouglas M. Collins, Chief

Nuclear Materials Safety and
Safeguards Branch

Division of Radiation Safety
and Safeguards

Enclosure:
NRC Inspecti
(Safeguards Information)

on Report
y

cc w/encl: (See page 2)
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President

ucie Nuclear Plant
Box 128

Plerce,

H. N. Paduano, Manager
Licensing and Special Programs
Florida Power and Light Company
P. 0. Box 14000

Juno Beach, FL 23408-0420

C. L. Burton

Plant General Manager

St. Lucie Nuclear Plant
P. 0. Box 128

Ft. Pierce, FL 34954-012

cC w/Inspection Summary:
Robert E. Dawson

P ant Licensing Manager
St. Lucie Nuclear Plant
P. 0. Box 1.8

Ft. Pierce, FL. 34954-0218

Harold F. Reis, Esq.
Newman & Holtzinger
1615 L Street, NW
washington, D. (

John T. Butler, Esq.

Steel, Hector and Davis

4000 Southeast Financial Center
Miami, FL 33131-2398

Bili Passetti

Office of Radiati'n Contro)

Department of He' I1th and
Rehabilitative Services

1317 Winewood Boulevard

Tallahassee, FL 32399-0700

Jeck Shreve

Public Counse)

Office of the Public Councel
c/o The Florida legislature
111 West Madison Avenue., Room 81

id

1
A
11ahassee, FL 32399-1400
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O "J tams sensitne
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orida Power and

w/Inspection Summary
e Myers, Director
ivision of Emergency Prepa
n

1ty Affai

vepartment of Commu
2740 Centerview Dri

fallahassee, FL 322¢

lhomas R, L. Kindre
County Administrator
St. Lucie County

2300 Virginia Avenue
Ft. Pierce, FL 34982

Charles B. Brinkmen
washington Nuclear Operations
ABB Combustion Engineering,
12300 Twinbrook Parkway, Su
Rockville, MD 20852

Qistribution w/Inspection Summary
K. Landis, RI1I

J. Norris, NRR

PUBLIC

NRC Resident Inspector
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Comm.
7585 South Highwa AlA

Jensen Beach, Fl 4957-2010
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e B = 7 IUNTSED STATES .
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
REGION Il
101 MARIETTA STREET, N.W., SUITE 2900
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30323-0199

"sen?

Report Nos.: 50-335/94-21 and 50-389/94-21
Licensee: Florida Puwer and Light Company
9250 West Flagler Street
Miami, FL 33102
Docket Nos.: 50-335 and 50-389 License Nos.: DPR-67 and NPF-16
Facility Name: St. Lucie Plant Units 1 and 2
Inspection Conducted: September 26 - 30, 1994

Inspector: /4:11'7‘4\ 7“ [

A

Kaspurft o~ 1S Y

W. Tobin, Senfor Safegratds loépector “Date Signed

Accompanying Personnel: L. Stratton, Safeguards Inspector

Approved by: \JJ'J.L»-_,X Tl ‘7_é'\$ (e [?f{ /1'{

0. R. McGuire\ Qhief Date Signed
Safeguards SectYon

Nuclear Materials Safety and Safeguards Branch
Division of Radiaticon Safety and Safeguards

SUMMARY

Scope:

This routine. unannounced inspection was conducted in the areat or the
Safeguards Program for Nuclear Power Reactors, soecifically, the Security

Organization, Quality Contrel Audits, Access Controls, Record: and Reports,
and Licensee Event Report (LER) No. $94-001.

Results:

In the areas inspected, violations or deviations were not identified. With
respect to the inspected areas, the licensee continues to have an effective
and well managed Safeguards Program. The security force is adequately
staffed, audits appear thorcugh, access conirals are dependable, and records
and reports are timely and accurate. LER No. $94-001 was closed.
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Annunciator LB-12

"ATM STM DUMP MV.

08-19A/198
OVERLOAD/SS I1SOL"

It ficated conditions,
CWD reference and
sensing element

This indicated
condition and
contacts were
removed by PC/M
275-290, closed
10/28/92

Drawing 2998-8-327
Sheet 211, Rev 14,
"Component Cooling
Water Shutdown Heat
Exch & Surge Tank Fill
Valves*

Does not show whizh
LA annuncigtor alarms
from LS-14-1A

2998-8-327
Sheet 1142, Rev 7,
"Plant Auxiharies
Control Board
Annunciator - LA

Annunciator LA-8

Sensing Element
specified as LS-17-
552A, 553A

Sensing Element
should be LS-59-
008A, 14A

2998-B-327
Sheet 1143, Rev 7,
"Plant Auxiharies
Controi Board
Annunciator - L8"

Annunciator LB-9

Sensing Element
specified as LS-17-
5528, 5538

Sensing Element
should be LS-59-
0218, 028"

The inspec .or noted that the errors above were additional examples of
errors identified in previous inspection reports which had been

documented under URI 96-04-05, "Configuration Contrel Management."

‘naccuracies noted were consistent with inaccuracies identified in

previous, similar, walkdowns.

The intpector noted that two inaccuracies
(annunciators LA-12 and LB-12) were clearly the result of the inadequate

implementation of the design change process. These inaccuracies are

discussed in the context of other, similar, inaccuracies in paragraph

E7.1, below.

¢. Conclusions

The inspectors concluded the following with respect to annunciator
panels LA and LB for the PACB:

. Annunciator response procedure inaccuracies existed of the same

types identified in previous, similar, walkdowns.

. In the cases of two annunciator windows, the inaccuracies were
identified to be the result of inadequate implementation of the
design change process.

£7.2 PC/M Execution Issues (71707, 37551, 92901, 92903)

a. Inspection Scope

The



9

Inspection Report (IR) 96-04 identified severa) potential configuration
control weaknesses involving inaccuracies in control room annunciator
response summaries and engineering drawings. Of the deficiencies noted,
one was tied to an inadequacy in the implementation of a PC/M. UR] 96-
04-05, "Configuration Contro) Management," was opened to track the 1ssue
while the inspection score was expanded. IR 96-06 documented additional
deficiencies, identified during system walkdowns, which were the result
of PC/M implementation inadequacies. During the current inspection
period, two additional PC/M implementation 1ssues were identified: one,
involving inaccuracies in annunciator response summaries, is described
in paragraph E7.1, above; one, involving licensee-1dentified procedural
inadequacies, is described below. The inspectors performed a review of
the relevant inspection findings in an attempt to characterize the
identified issues.

b. Findings

The inspec’ors reviewed issues identifiad under URI 96-04-05,
“Configuration Control Management." IR 96-06 summarized recent NRC
findings in the area of inaccuracies in plant procedures ~nd drawings
and stated that ten examples of alarm setpoint inaccuracies and 18 other
(e.g. wrong sensing element, wrong action directed) inaccuracies in the
Annunciator Response Summaries had been identified in both units’ ICW
and CS systems. The inspectors reviewed findings generated in IRs 96-
04, 96-06, and the current reporting period to identify examples which
demonstrated that design changes made to the plant resulted, through
inadequate implemen atior, in such inaccuracies. As a result, the
inspectors identifiad the following items:

1) IR 96-04 documented the fact that, on January 6, 1995, the
licensee closed out PC/M 109-294 [Setpoint change to the Hydrazine
Low Level Alarm (LI1S-07-9)) without assuring that affected
procedure ONCP 2-003013]1, "Plant Annunciator Summary," was
revised. This resulted in annunciator S-10, "HYDRAZINF TK LEVEL
LO," showing an incorrect setpoint of 35.5 inches.

2) IR 96-06 documented the fact that, on May 16, 1994, the licensee
closed out PC/M 341-192 [ICW Lube Water Piping Removal and CW Lube
Water Piping Renovation]. The as-built Dwg. No. JPN-341-192-008
was not incorporated in Dwg. No. 8770-G-082, "Flow Diagram
Circulating and Intake Cooling Water System," Rev 11, shee. 2,
issued May 9, 1995, for PC/m 341-192. This resulted iu Dwg. No
8770-G-082 erroneously showing valve  [-FCV-21-3A & 3B and
issociated piping still installed.

3) IR 96-06 documented the fact that, on February 14, 1994, the
licensee closed out PC/M 268-232 [ICW Lube Water Piping Remova)
and CW Lube Water Piping Renovation] without assuring that
affected procedure ONOP 2-0030131, "Plant Annunciator Summary,"
was revised. This resulted in annunciator E-16, "CIRC WTR PP LUBE
WTR SPLY BACKUP IN SERVICE," incorrectly requiring operators to
verify the position of valves MV-21-4A & 4B fcllowing a Safety
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. Section 3.2.4, "Design Verification," stated, in part, that
“Design control measures shall be established to independently
verify that design inputs, decign process, and that the design
inputs are correctly incorporated into design output."

The inspectors concluded that the examples c‘‘ed above failed to mest
the criteria of 10 CFR 50 Appendix B and the licensee's QA program., The
inspectors found that the number of examples identified indicated that a
programmatic flaw existed in the licensee's program for ensuring that
material changes to the plant were reflected properly in engineering
drawings and plant procedures. As such, the issues above were found to
constitute five examples cf one apparent violation (FEI 50-335,389/96-
12-05, "Failure to Ensure Configuration Control," EA 96-249) .

The licensee's QA organization performed an audit of this area and
documented their findings in QSL-PCM-96-11, "PC/M Design Control." The
licensee found the following with regard to the process:

. Plant procedures and instructions did not adequately define the
review and comment process by plant departments impacted by PC/Ms
or the resolution to those comments.

. Plant procedures and instructions did not adequateiy address the
identification of plant procedures impacted by PC/Ms.

. Plant procedures and instructions did not adequately address the
review of Safety Evaluations for impact on plant procedures and
instructions (this applied to Safety Evaluations which included
condi’ ons to ensure that the assumptions in the evaluations were
maintained valid).

The inspectors found the licensee’s findings to be in genera) agreement
with observations made by the NRC.

In response to the issue, the licensee adopted corrective actions which
included:

. Implementing design control processes from Turkey Point, which
provided more positive control over the initial reviews and
documentation of required actions for PC/Ms.

- Performing reviews of all Unit | outage related PC/Ms to ensure
that required procedural chanoes were identified.

. Requiring that all PC/M paperwork for modifications installed
during the current Unit | outage be closed out prior to returning
the affected system to service.

N Revalidating open items from previous PC/Ms on both units and
establishing timelines for closure of the open items.
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5) One licensee-identified example ~f a failure to update an

operating procedure Lo include operational limitations imposed by
a PC/M-transmitted spent fuel poo)l heat load calculation.

The licensee's QA organization was identifying specific areas of concern
in the configuration management area. The licensee had init:.ied

actions to address the configuration management deficiencies identified
by both the NRC and the licensee's QA organization.

V. Management Meetings and Other Areas
Exit Meeting Summary

The inspectors presented the inspection results to members of )icensee
management at the conclusion of the inspection on July 12. The licensee
acknowledged the findings presented.

The inspectors asked the licensee whether any materials examined during the

inspection should be considered proprietary. No proprietary information was
identified.



1%
PARTIAL LIST OF PERSONS CONTACTED

Licensee

Bladow, W., Site Quality Manager
Bohlke, W., Vice President, Engineering
Burton, C., Site Services Manager
Dawson, R., Business Manager

Denver, D., Site Engineering Manager

Fulford, P., Operations Support and Testing Supervisor
Holt, J., Information Services Supervisor

Johnson, M., Operations Manager

Scarola, J., St. Lucie Plant General Manager

Weinkam, E., cicensing Manager

Other lirensee employees contacted included .perations, engineering,
maintenance, and corporate personnel.
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INSPECTION PROZEDURES USED

IP 37651: Onsite Engineering

IP 64704: Fire Protection Program

IP 71707: Plant Operations

IP 9290): Followup - Plant Operations
IP 92903: Followup - Engineering

ITEMS OPENED, CLOSED, AND DISCUSS™™

Opened

50-389/96-12-0] EEl  Failure to Perform a 10 CFR 50.59 Safety
Evaluation for CEDMCS Enclosure

50-335,389/96-12-02 EEl  Failure to Perform a 10 CFR 50.59 Safety
Evaluation For Use of a Temporary Fire Pump

50-335/96-12-23 EEl  Failure to Perform a 10 CFR 50.59 Safety
Evaiuation For Change in Setpoints Listed in
U' Sae

50-389/96-12-04 “El  Unreviewed Safety Question Involving EDG 2B

50-335,389/96-12-05 EEl  Failure to Enjure Configuration Contro)

Closed
50-335,389/96-04-05 URI  Configuration Control Management

Discussed
50-335,389/96-04-09 URI  Failure to Update UFSAR




ATIN
LW
CEDMCS
(FR
CR
W
DFOST
™R
OWG
EA
EDG
£kl
FIS
FO
FoL
FRG
gpm
HPS1
(W
IR
JPN
LIS
MV
NLO
No.
NPF
NRC
NUREG
ONOP
op
PACB
PC/M
PDR
PM
PRA
PSL
0A

Ql
QsL
SAR
SE
Skp
SIAS
SIT
St.
TQR
UFSAR
URI
USNRC
UsQ
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LIST OF ACRONYM! USED

Attention

Component Cooling Water

Control Element Drive Mechanism Control System
Code of "ederal Regulations

Condition Report

Circulatory Water

Diesel Fuel 011 Storage Tank

Demonstration Power Reacto (A type of operating license)
Drawing

Enforcement Action

Emor?oncy Diesel Generator

Escalated Enforcement Item

Flow Indicator/Switch

Fuel 011

The Florida Power & Light Company

Facility Review Group

Gallon(s) Per Minute (flow rate)

High Pressure Safety Injection (system)
Intake Cooling Water

[NRC] Inspection Report

(Juno Beach) Nuclear Engineering

Level Indicating Switch

Motsrized Valve

Nor-Licensed Operator

Number

Nuclear Production Facility (a type of operating )icense)
Nuclea~ Regulatory Commission

Nuclear Regulatory (NRC Headquarters Publicat.on)
Off Normal Operating Prccedure

Operating Procedure

Plant Auxiliary Control Board

Piant Change/Modification

NRC Public Document Room

Preventive Maintenance

Probabilistic Risk Assessment

Plant St. Lucie

Quality Assurance

Quality Instruction

Quality Surveillance Letter

Safety Analysis Report

Safety Evaluation

Spei t Fuel Pool

Safety Injection Actuation System

Safety Injection Tank

Saint

Topical Quality Reguirement

Updated Final Safety Analysis Report

[NRC] Unresolved Item

Unite States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Unreviewed Safet) Question




