
October 6, 2014 
 
 
 
Rafael Flores, Senior Vice President 
  and Chief Nuclear Officer 
Luminant Generation Company LLC 
Comanche Peak Nuclear Power Plant 
P.O. Box 1002 
Glen Rose, TX  76043 
 
SUBJECT: COMANCHE PEAK NUCLEAR POWER PLANT – NRC INTEGRATED 

INSPECTION REPORT 05000445/2014002 AND 05000446/2014002 ERRATA 
 
Dear Mr. Flores: 
 
Please remove pages 6 through 9 from the NRC Inspection Report 05000445/2014002 and 
05000446/2014002 and replace them with the pages enclosed in this letter.  The purpose of this 
change is to correct the documentation of the completion of the Inspection Procedure 71111.11 
annual review which was performed in the first quarter of 2014 and originally documented in 
NRC Inspection Report 05000445/2013005 and 05000446/2013005. 
 
In accordance with 10 CFR 2.390, “Public Inspections, Exemptions, Requests for Withholding,” 
of the NRC’s “Rules of Practice,” a copy of this letter, its enclosure, and your response  
(if any) will be available electronically for public inspection in the NRC Public Document 
Room or from the Publicly Available Records (PARS) component of the NRC’s  
document system (ADAMS).  ADAMS is accessible from the NRC Web site at 
http://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/adams.html (the Public Electronic Reading Room). 
 

       Sincerely, 
 
       
       /RA/ 
 

Wayne C. Walker, Branch Chief 
Project Branch A 
Division of Reactor Projects 

 
Docket Nos.:   50-445, 50-446 
License Nos.:  NPF-87, NPF-89 
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Letter to Rafael Flores from Wayne C. Walker dated October 6, 2014 
 
SUBJECT: COMANCHE PEAK NUCLEAR POWER PLANT – NRC INTEGRATED 

INSPECTION REPORT 05000445/2014002 AND 05000446/2014002 ERRATA 

   
 

 
 
Enclosure:   
Inspection Report 05000445/2014002 and 05000446/2014002, pages 6-9 
    
cc w/encl:  Electronic Distribution for Comanche Peak 
 
 
 
Add Electronic distribution by RIV: 
Regional Administrator (Marc.Dapas@nrc.gov) 
Deputy Regional Administrator (Kriss.Kennedy@nrc.gov) 
Acting DRP Director (Troy.Pruett@nrc.gov) 
DRP Deputy Director (Michael.Hay@nrc.gov) 
DRS Director (Anton.Vegel@nrc.gov) 
DRS Deputy Director (Jeff.Clark@nrc.gov) 
Senior Resident Inspector (John.Kramer@nrc.gov) 
Resident Inspector (Rayomand.Kumana@nrc.gov) 
Administrative Assistant (Rhonda.Smith@nrc.gov) 
Branch Chief, DRP/A (Wayne.Walker@nrc.gov) 
Senior Project Engineer, DRP/A (Ryan.Alexander@nrc.gov) 
Project Engineer, DRP/A (Thomas.Sullivan@nrc.gov) 
Public Affairs Officer (Victor.Dricks@nrc.gov) 
Public Affairs Officer (Lara.Uselding@nrc.gov) 
Project Manager (Stephen.Monarque@nrc.gov) 
Branch Chief, DRS/TSB (Geoffrey.Miller@nrc.gov) 
RITS Coordinator (Marisa.Herrera@nrc.gov) 
ACES (R4Enforcement.Resource@nrc.gov) 
Regional Counsel (Karla.Fuller@nrc.gov) 
Technical Support Assistant (Loretta.Williams@nrc.gov) 
Congressional Affairs Officer (Jenny.Weil@nrc.gov) 
RIV Congressional Affairs Officer (Angel.Moreno@nrc.gov) 
RIV/ETA: OEDO (John.Jandovitz@nrc.gov) 
Operator Licensing Assistant (Laura.Hurley@nrc.gov) 
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.2 Review of Licensed Operator Performance 

a. Inspection Scope 

The inspectors observed the performance of on-shift licensed operators in the plant’s main 
control room.  At the time of the observations, the plant was in a period of heightened activity or 
risk.  The inspectors observed the operators’ performance of the following activities: 
 

• January 8, 2014, Unit 1, power ascension 
• January 18, 2014, Unit 1, automatic reactor trip 
• February 4, 2014, Unit 2, turbine runback 

 
In addition, the inspectors assessed the operators’ adherence to plant procedures, including the 
conduct of operations procedure and other operations department policies. 
 
These activities constitute completion of one quarterly licensed operator performance sample as 
defined in Inspection Procedure 71111.11. 

b. Findings 

No findings were identified. 

.3 Annual Inspection 

The licensed operator requalification program involves two training cycles that are conducted 
over  
a 2-year period.  In the first cycle, the annual cycle, the operators are administered an operating 
test consisting of job performance measures and simulator scenarios.  In the second part of the 
training cycle, the biennial cycle, operators are administered an operating test and a 
comprehensive written examination.  For this annual inspection requirement, Comanche Peak 
Nuclear Power Plant was in the first part of the training cycle. 

a. Inspection Scope 
 

The inspectors reviewed the results of the operating tests for the plant to satisfy the annual 
inspection requirements. 

On January 2, 2014, the licensee informed the lead inspector of the results: 

• 15 of 16 crews passed the simulator portion of the operating test 
• 88 of 94 licensed operators passed the simulator portion of the operating test 
• 92 of 94 licensed operators passed the job performance measure portion of the operating 

test 
 

All the failures were successfully remediated prior to being returned to licensed duties.  

These activities constitute completion of one annual licensed operator requalification program 
sample as defined in Inspection Procedure 71111.11. 

b. Findings 
 

 No findings were identified. 
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1R12 Maintenance Effectiveness (71111.12) 

a. Inspection Scope 

The inspectors evaluated the performance and condition of the Unit 2 generator gas cooling 
system.  The inspectors reviewed the extent of condition of possible common cause structure, 
system, or component failures and evaluated the adequacy of the licensee’s corrective actions.  
The inspectors reviewed the licensee’s work practices to evaluate whether these may have 
played a role in the degradation of the structures, systems, or components.  The inspectors 
assessed the licensee’s characterization of the degradation in accordance with 10 CFR 50.65 
(the Maintenance Rule) and verified that the licensee was appropriately tracking degraded 
performance and conditions in accordance with the Maintenance Rule. 

 
These activities constituted completion of one maintenance effectiveness sample as defined in 
Inspection Procedure 71111.12. 

 
b. Findings  

 
No findings were identified. 

1R13 Maintenance Risk Assessments and Emergent Work Control (71111.13) 

a. Inspection Scope 

The inspectors reviewed the licensee’s evaluation and management of plant risk for the 
maintenance and emergent work activities affecting risk-significant and safety-related equipment 
listed below to verify that the appropriate risk assessments were performed when removing 
equipment for work: 

• January 8, 2014, Unit 1, turbine driven auxiliary feedwater system testing during  
345kV switchyard maintenance 

• January 13, 2014, Unit 1, maintenance on service water train B 
• February 18, 2014, Unit 2, service water cross tie to the auxiliary feedwater system and  

safety injection pump 2-01 
• February 20, 2014, Unit 2, 138kV switchyard maintenance and auxiliary feedwater  

system testing 
• March 25, 2014, Unit 2, refueling outage 2RF14 risk profile 

 
The inspectors verified that these risk assessments were performed timely and in accordance 
with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.65 (the Maintenance Rule) and plant procedures.  The 
inspectors reviewed the accuracy and completeness of the licensee’s risk assessments and 
verified that the licensee implemented appropriate risk management actions based on the result 
of the assessments. 
 
These activities constitute completion of five maintenance risk assessments and emergent work 
control inspection samples as defined in Inspection Procedure 71111.13. 

b. Findings 

No findings were identified. 
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1R15 Operability Determinations and Functionality Assessments (71111.15) 

a. Inspection Scope 

The inspectors reviewed the following operability determinations and functionality assessments 
that the licensee performed for degraded or nonconforming structures, systems, or components: 
 

• Condition Report CR-2013-010348, operability determination of Unit 2, safety injection 
accumulator 2-03 

• Condition Report CR-2013-010561, operability determination of Units 1 and 2, reactor  
shutdown margin 

• Condition Report CR-2014-001867, operability determination of Unit 2, safety injection  
pump 2-01 

• Condition Report CR-2014-002011, operability determination of Unit 1, motor driven 
auxiliary feedwater pump 1-02 
 

The inspectors reviewed the timeliness and technical adequacy of the licensee’s evaluations.  
Where the licensee determined the degraded structures, systems, or components to be operable 
or functional, the inspectors verified that the licensee’s compensatory measures were appropriate 
to provide reasonable assurance of operability or functionality.  The inspectors verified that the 
licensee had considered the effect of other degraded conditions on the operability or functionality 
of the degraded structures, systems, or components. 
 
These activities constitute completion of four operability determination and functionality 
assessment inspection samples as defined in Inspection Procedure 71111.15. 

b. Findings 

No findings were identified. 

1R18 Plant Modifications (71111.18) 

a. Inspection Scope 

The inspectors reviewed a permanent plant modification associated with the placement of 
threaded caps on vent, drain, and test connections inside containment.  The inspectors reviewed 
the design and implementation of the modification and specifically Design Change Notice 07064.  
The inspectors verified that the activities involved in implementing the modification did not 
adversely impact operator actions that may be required in response to an emergency or other 
unplanned event. 
 
These activities constitute completion of one permanent modifications sample, as defined in 
Inspection Procedure 71111.18. 

 
b. Findings 

No findings were identified. 
 

1R19 Post-Maintenance Testing (71111.19) 

a. Inspection Scope 

The inspectors reviewed the following post-maintenance activities that affected risk-significant 
structures, systems, or components: 
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• January 13, 2014, Unit 1, service water system testing following vacuum breaker 
replacement 

• February 11, 2014, Unit 2, main steam isolation valve testing following actuator O-ring 
replacement 

• February 18, 2014, Unit 2, safety injection pump testing following rework of oil leaks 
• February 27, 2014, Unit 2, motor driven auxiliary feedwater pump testing following circuit 

breaker secondary stab replacement 
• March 4, 2014, Units 1 and 2, low grid voltage relay testing following adjustment 

 
The inspectors reviewed licensing and design basis documents for the structures, systems, or 
components and the maintenance and post-maintenance test procedures.  The inspectors 
observed the performance of the post-maintenance tests to verify that the licensee performed the 
tests in accordance with approved procedures, satisfied the established acceptance criteria, and 
restored the operability of the affected structures, systems, or components. 

These activities constitute completion of five post-maintenance testing samples as defined in 
Inspection Procedure 71111.19. 

b. Findings 

No findings were identified. 

1R22 Surveillance Testing (71111.22) 

a. Inspection Scope 

The inspectors observed the following risk-significant surveillance tests and reviewed test results 
to verify that the tests adequately demonstrated that the structures, systems, and components 
were capable of performing their safety functions: 
 
Pump or Valve Inservice Test 

• February 18, 2014, Unit 2, safety injection pump 2-01 testing in accordance with  
Procedure OPT-204B, “SI System,” Revision 12 

Routine Surveillance Testing 

• March 6, 2014, Unit 2, diesel generators 2-01 and 2-02 lube oil inventory verification in 
accordance with Procedure MSM-P0-3374, “Emergency Diesel Generator Monthly Run  
Related Inspections,” Revision 3 

The inspectors verified that these tests met technical specification requirements, that the licensee 
performed the tests in accordance with their procedures, and that the results of the test satisfied 
appropriate acceptance criteria.  The inspectors verified that the licensee restored the operability 
of the affected structures, systems, and components following testing. 
 
These activities constitute completion of two surveillance testing inspection samples (one pump 
or valve inservice testing sample and one routine surveillance testing sample) as defined in 
Inspection Procedure 71111.22. 

b. Findings 

No findings were identified. 


