flow w1th1n the required response time to provide water to the
steam generators, if needed. The licensee responded on December 21,
1985 and after consideration of the response, an Order Imposing
the Civil Penalty was issued on April 8, 1985. The licensee paid
the civil penalty on April 26, 1985. L

- , Kansas Gas and Electric Company, w1ch1ta, Kansas
‘1£;> (Wolf Creek Generating Station) EA 85-27; Supplement ‘II-

A Notice of Violation: and Proposed Impos1t1on of:<Civil: PenaIty in

the amounti=of.2$25,000 ‘was:iissued:6n May 8, “1985 .baséd:-on weaknesses

1dent1f1ed in the execut1on of the 11censee s preoperational test
4t v program.+ Thése: wéaknesses hinvolved (1) “three -examples of-a’

sifailurestoprovide verification:of des1gn safety featuresy !
GF(Z)*two examples oﬁﬁw_ iTuresto “demon$trate“component .performance
; . it saccident 'condition - (3? three rexamples

“t 5 f: roper*test1ng methods and

Tt EXCTV Ve
because of prompt and extens1ve correct1ve act1ons taken by the ]
licensee. The 11censeerresponded“and‘ d the C1v11 pena]ty
on May 30*“‘1985;i ¢ BL-28 A% [T drall £

Ph1IadeIph1a EIectr1o,Company, Ph1IadeIph1a,“
(PeachBottom:Atomic ‘Rower Statwon rUn1t¢2)
(Limerick “Genevating Station; <Un

£y L B oo suil

Al Not1c€*offV1oIat1onrand Propose Impos1t1on ofﬂC1v1I Pena1t1es
“i#in .the ‘amountcof $75;000 was issued:on May: 30, 1985 baseéd on
wviolations involving (1) inadequate control of access to a vital
area, (2) 1essen1ngathe “éffectiveness of ‘the" phys1ca1 "Security: pIan,
(3) failure totprovide ‘adeqiate: ‘cofipensatory méasures for the
protection of vital areas,z(4) 1nadequate radiation work perm1t,
(5)5 1nadequate controlicg rad1ation areds; and- ‘(6) failure to-evaluate
"F:a1rborne rad1oact1v1ty inire$tricted areas. The civil’ penaIty for
" 'thé health phys1cs viola ﬁwas ‘mitigated by 50% because ‘of the
ﬂf11censee“s prompt :and "extensive’ ‘correctivé actions. The 11censee
responded and pa1d th”f *“11 pena1t1 3 ”June 7 1985 L

Pub11c Serv1ce EIectr1c andiGas Compan -Hancocks Br1dge, New Jersey
(Salem Generat1ng Stat1on, Un1ts I and 2)‘EA 85- 22 Supp]ement VIII

A Notice of: V1oIat1on and Propose Impos1t1on of CiviT Pena1t1es
in the amount of $50,000 was issued on March 25, 1985 based on
violations involving deficiencies ‘in the tra1n1ng of emergency
( © personnel and failure by managément “to correct ‘deficiencies in.
© the - Emergency Preparedness Program which: were prev1oust identified
CUdiFingquality assurancé audits and emergency drills. - The Ticensee
; _ responded-and ‘paid thé civil pena1t1es -on April 3, -1985.
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MAY 0 8 1985

Bockets: . STN.50-482/84-57.
.. STN 50-482/85-11 .-
EA 85 27 . SRS E

Kansas Gas and Electric Company
ATTN: Glenn L. Koester

Vice President - Nuclear
P. 0. Box 208
Wichita, Kansas 67201

Gentlemen:

R A b N TR ek

Permit No. CPPR-147 conducted by Mr. W. G. Guldemondtand otherf embers :
Creek Task Force including Messrs. M. Farber and D. Williams of' the -Region'
office. These two inspections were conducted under the preoperat1ona1 test
inspection program during the periods of October 1 - December 20;-1984 “and
February 1 - 28, 1985 at the Wolf Creek Generat1ng Station. The results of
these- 1nspect1ons* ‘»é?d1scussed w1th you and\m*‘bers of your staff at an

Enforcement Conference ' ‘sité“on’ '
was attended by Mri R.
M3 C.~ Mason™and’ other ‘member's of'your
1985. S

21 membeérs® o the”NRC st
5__'@3:” él?fi_éﬁ’f?f*itf‘*’Méé}*j},‘”?“’g on Fel

v1o]at1ons 1nd1cated weaknesse in your preoperat1ona] test” program V1o]at
in the enclosed Notice of Violation and Proposed™Imposition of Civil ‘Penalty
involves three examples which your test program failed to prov1de verification’
of design safety features.” Violation IB involves two examples in which your
test program failed .to demonstrate component performance during 11m1t1ng accidents:
conditions under which-the: component is expected to operate. Violation IC
involves three examples in wh1ch your test program failed to ensure the use of
proper testing methods -an ropér equ1pment Violation ID involves one examplé
in which your test program failed to verify a design document commitment.

®

Previous Inspection Reports identified similar weaknesses (Inspection Reports
50-482/84-15, 50-482/84-20, and 50-482-84-30). Failures to properly execute .
procedures and to properly document test d1screpanc1es had been identified

previously. In addition, during previous inspections we found a, number of

completed preoperational test packages that were voided during the f1na1 review’

. stages due to administrative errors. These violations and other concerns

involving your failure to provide adequate acceptance criteria and to ‘adequately
evaluate anomolous test results were discussed with you previously.. . Since simil
violations were identified subsequently, it appears.that your. 1n1t1a1 ‘actions we
to resolve these weaknesses on a case-by-case basis rather than in a comprehensi
manner. Insufficient management attention was devoted to identifying and correc
the root causes of these problems. As a result, as documented in NRC Inspection

CERTIFIED MAIL
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Kansas Gas and Electric Company -2-

eport 50- 482/84 57, these violations ‘and toncerhs indicated that a breakdown
n' the execution of your preoperational test program occurred '

[0 emphasize the 1mportance the NRC: p]aces on the execution of your preoperational
test program to ensure that the program demonstrates the functional capab111t1es
structures, systems, and components’ and after consultation with the Director,
ffice of Inspection and Enforcement, "I have:been author1zed to issue the enclosed
1 ce of Violation and Proposed Impos1t jC1v11 Penalty in _the amount of
5, 000 ““This violation‘has ‘been categorized as

everity Level IIIViolation'in' acéordance with the "General Statement of Policy
rocedure for NRC Enforcement Act1ons,“ 10 CFR Part 2 Append1x C 85).

However the Enforcement

base value for this type of violation 1s $50 000

ddress’ these 1tems and prov1de an updated status on, comp]et1on of those
scribed in your December 11, 1984 letter. Your response should also i
specifically the corrective actions which you discussed with the Region IV -
ind’ which you have 1mp1emented to preclude recurrence of this type of
on during the power ascension and operat1on phases at Wolf Creek. You
‘arence. prev1ous correspondence concern1ng these v1o]at1ons. ,

dance with Section 2.790 of the NRC's "Rules of Practice," Part 2,
0,Code of Federal Regulations, a copy of th1s Tetter and 1ts enc]osure
p1aced in the NRC Public Document Room. _ A

ponse d1rected by this letter and the dccompanying Notice is not subject

‘clearance procedures of the Office of Management and Budget as required
e Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, PL 96-511.

1.A-67




Kansas Gas and Electric Company .  =3-

Should you have any questions concern1ng th1s 1nspect1on we w111 be please
discuss them with you. e T

Y 48 T

; Nolf Cr‘ek‘Gqurwt1ng Stat10n
? P. 0. Box 309 o
Bur11ngton Kansas ;756839_

angqs Radi@tiOn@QoﬁﬁtdhpﬁnggnamuDirectonw

A e S SRRSRSTRET AT A
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NOTICE OF VIOLATION
AND
PROPOSED IMPOSITI—N_OF CIVIL PENALTY

nsas Gas and Electr1c Company ' ‘ Docket No -:‘504482
f Creek Generating Station: - " License No.. CPPR-147
: T B SR ‘EA '85-27 : . St

ing October and November:1984 and--February 1- 25‘ 1985 members of the - NRC
conducted a routine inspection of preoperat1ona1 test1ng activities at the

c requ1rements were 1dent1f1ed

t1ona1 test program to ensure that thevprogram“demonstrates the
ona] capab111t1es of structures systems, and*components the NRC: :

- ‘ «and>components perform sat1sfactor11y in serv1ces1s'
_ed and performed 1n accordance w1th wrwtten test procedures:"h1ch
i An {

esign documents.~ Whe test programnws to 1nc1ude,;as appropr1 te;”proof
~prior to 1nsta11atlon preoperatwonal tests, and.operational. .tests -

jucldar ‘power iplant or sfuel: reprocessing: plant ‘operation;: oﬂ.sa

tures;systems:: :and::components:: Iestsprocedures,are*to 1nc1ude

sions for.assuring:that all prerequ1smtes\for=the given:test have been

that adequate.test instrumentation.is.available and .used, and: that

“jig performed under su1tab]e env1ronmenta]fcond1t1ons* Jest*resu]ts

The test program 1nc1udes preoperat1ona1 tests

s rvvce. f?,” ,
and spec al tests,

tests surve111ance tests, pump and va]ve tests

Crieek Generating Station: (WCGS) As ‘a: result ofAthis 1nspectjong vjolat1onsf L




~«wspec1f1cat1ons codes, standards, and regulatory requirements. Test program

:to be estab]ishedAby*the Director, Nuclear Operations to
est1ng demonstrates 1tem or: system performance Test1ng is to

3 nical Spec1f1cat1ons draw1ngs, 1nstructlons, procurement documents,

procedures control whenea-test 18 requ1red :and. how it is to.be performed

.;.

lx,.}" LR

Test adm1n1strat1ve procedures test procedures and check11sts emp]oyed dur1ng
tests are to include, as app11cab1e prerequisite conditions; material.-and - i
test equipment requ1rements mandatory ‘hold points; testing method 1nstruct1on5'

11m1t1ng cond1tJons and acceptance/re3ect1on“cr1ter1a,,data co]lect1on method e

Contrary:tonthesaboueasa
E]ectric;Companxﬁhadenp*

{ *;as VR
] ;Procedures 'SU3-AEOL, 'Main :Feedwater :System," : ..
_;team System; ‘and--SU3- NF01 Mi.oad -Shedding -and :Load -
fnotu1nc1ude prov1s1ons to- ver1fy that safety system

Sequencer failed: to demonstrate component performance under
11m1t1ng acc1dent cond1t1ons -

C. Ne1ther the use of proper test1ng equ1pment nor the use of proper
testingsmethods was:ensured-in :that: . (1) .a pressure gauge-of “improper
range was used to measure the performance of Residual Heat Removal :
System pumps in test SU3-EJO1, "Residual Heat Removal System", (2) a
pndféduﬁéfSU3?NEOI$ﬁ”Diese1aGeneratoriElectricali"&did“not specify .

‘;'adéquate‘ConditTOns'for'test ‘performance ~in ‘accordance ‘with-FSAR .

:Section+B.1.4.3; ‘and :(3) the::test:program-did not spec1fy adequate
test1ng of the fa11ure mode of a1r operated va]ves. .

D. Preoperat1ona1 Test Procedure SU3 NK01 125 VDC Class 1E. Electr1ca1
: System,": did'not “incorporatera: comm1tment from FSAR Section:8.3.2.2.1
to measure safety-related battery room hydrogen concentration during
battery operation.

This is a Severity Level III Violation (Supplement II).
Civil Penalty - $25,000

I1.A-70



Notice of Violation -3-

V1o]at1ons Not Assessed a C1v11 Pena]ty

A..

10 CFR Part 50, Append1x B Cr1ter1on V requ1res that act1v1t1es
affect1ng qua11ty ‘be accomp11shed -in.:accordance withinstructions,
procedures, or drawings. Kansas Gas and Electric (KG&E) Adm1n1strat1ve
Procedure ADM 07- 100, Revision 23, also requires -in.Section 3.1 that
the plant be operated and ma1nta1ned 1n accordance w1th approved

procedures. - S , ,uev L

Contrary to the above the fo]]ow1ng fa1]ures to perform act1v1t1es
in accordance w1th procedures occurred

1.

Th1s 1s a Sever1ty Level V v1o]atnon (Supplem nt~1

‘Work Request 02783 85,K'P

R R SR aCA

The sh1ft superv1sor fa1led to obta1n eva]uat1on of 1mpa1rments

*-;,,..A

to: fire protect1on systems' by the fire protection specialist

prior to issuing Impairment-.Control Permits85-47 and -85-87 as
required by ‘KG&E: Adm1n1strat1ve Procedure 13 103y+Revision 1,
Sect1on 2 2 i

On February. 12, 1985;-12"

B

the aux111ary bu11d1ng prOpped open«r”‘ﬁ' ) Gm1nspector

observed Fire Door 31041 from the aux111ary bu11d1ng to the

health physicsi:access+area: open-with the: 1atchsngwmechan1sm

disassembled. In both s1tuat1ons, no 1mpa1rment control perm1t
ned ‘and: posted- as’ : ; GE oS

Due to the response already rece1ved and d1scussed in Inspect1on

10 CFR Part- 50 Append1x B Cr1ter1on XI requ1res that ‘@ test progr m*ﬂ

iReport 50~ 482/85-11 no written’ response to th1s 1tem 1s requ1red
Th1s v1o1at1on 1s c]osed ”i“;:-

be estabTished ‘to assure’ that ‘a1 testing requiredto idemonstrate that

structures systems and ‘components will perform sat1sfactor11y
service'is ‘identified ‘and perforfied in' dccordance with writti
procedures‘which ‘incorporate the’ requirements and acceptanc“
conta1ned 1n app11cab1e des1gn documents. A

s

Sectwon 17. 2 11 of the Wolf Creek Addendum to the SNUPPS FSAR requ1res
that testing be performed in accordance with written procedures.

I.A-71




_Notice of Violation -4-

Contrary to the above, Preoperational Test Procedure SU3-EM02,
"Safety Injection Flow Verification," was inadequate in that Data
 Sheet:8.16," "Safety~Injection: Hot Leg Flow: Balance;" spec1f1ed an:
1ncorrect formu]a when convert1ng test data 1nto flow rate /

Th1s is: a Sever1ty Leve] V V1o]at1on (Supp]ement II)

Due to your response a]ready rece1ved and 1nc1uded in. Inspect1on
Report 50 482/85 11 , N0 wr1tten response to th]S 1tem is requ1red.

1rat ve ~rocedure ADM: 02-101 Revision:idl,;: “Temporary
A aragraphsB 1 6 requ1res that lf the procedure

‘va’yes andwthe test: f]anges were not tagged as a
~mod1ficat1on 1n accordance w1th ADM 02- 101

Th1s is a- Sev_
Pursuant to the prov ions: of 10 CFR 2 201 Kansas Gas and Electr1c Company is
hereby required to submit to the Director, Office of Inspection and
Enforcement, US Nuclear:.Commis lon,QWash1ngton, D.C. 20555, with-a copy to the
Regional Adm1n1strator US: Nucaear“Regulatory Commission, Reg1on IV, within 30
t o ‘ .en; statement: oraexplanatlon in. reply,
including for each: alleged viol ( (1): admission or denjial.of the ‘alleged
violation;: (2) the:-reasons for the violation if- adm1tted . (3) the’ correct1ve
steps wh1ch have been taken and the results achieved; (4) the corrective steps
_which will be taken to avoid further violations; .and (5) -the date when full
comp11ance will be achieved. If an adequate rep]y is not received within the
time specified. in this notice, the. D1rector Office of. Inspection:and. -
" Enforcement, may issue: an. order to: show..cause why the 11cense should not be
modified, suspended or. revoked or why. such other. action as my be proper should
not be takenr Cons1derat1on may be .given. to. extend1ng the response time for
good cause shown. Under the author1ty of Section 182 of the Act, U.S.C. 2232,
this response sha]] be subm1tted under .oath or affirmation.

I.A-72
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Within the same time as provided for the response required above under

10 CFR 2.201, the Kansas Gas and Electric Company may pay the civil penalty in

the amount of Twenty-F1ve Thousand Dollars ($25,000) or may protest imposition

of the civil penalty in whole or in part by .a written answer.  Should the Kansas

s and E1ectr1c Company fail to. answer. within_ the time. spec1f1ed the Director, -
Office of, Inspect1on ‘and Enforcement, will issue an order imposing the civil :
nalty in the amount proposed above. Should the Kansas Gas and Electric Company
ect to file an answer in accordance with 10 CFR .2.205 protesting the civil
nalty, such answer may: (1) deny the violation listed in this Notice in whole

n part (2) demonstrate extenuating circumstances; (3) show error in this
‘ ' t'.be imposed. In

such answer may

questing mitigation of the proposed pena]ty, the f1ve'factors :ﬁtained in
on V:B of 10 CFR Part 2, Appendix C (1985) should 'be addressed.” “Any ‘written
r in accordance with 10 CFR 2.205 should be set forth .separately from the
. - 3 ' b,:-g A ) -

ilure to pay any civil pena]ty due wh1ch has beén subsequent]

ned in accordance with the app11cab1e provisions of 10 CFR 2.205, this

may be referred to the Attorney General, and the penalty,.unless.

ised, remitted, or mitigated, may be co]]ected by civil action” pursuant
228 : ,

fwon 234c of - the Act,:42.0,5.€

,Ar]ington;LféXaé
day of May 1985

g
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