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During the Unit 1 third refueling outage, an inspection of the Unit 1 containment
recirculation sump on October 17, 1989, identified debris in the sump and an
as-built configuration of the sump that was not in accordance with the design
drawings and the FSAR Update. As a result, the Unit 2 sump was inspected. This
inspection also identified debris in the sump and a configuration different from
the Unit 1 sump but in accordance with the design drawings and the FSAR Update.
Further investigation identified other problems with the sumps which included

Unit 1 sump screen as-built construction deficiencies and opening of the sump
access hatch for each unit at various times at-power without adequate consideration
of ECCS operability.

On November 21, 1989, an evaluation of the debris in the Unit 1 sump determined
that the ECCS could potentially be degraded. Based on this evaluation, the
presence of the debris in the Unit 1 sump was reported as a four-hour nonemergency
event in accordance with 10 CFR 50.72(b)(2)(1). Based on a subsequent detailed
evaluation of the conditions, PGYE believes that the ECCS system would have been
capable of performing its intended safety function in the event of a design basis
accident requiring containment recirculation. The root cause of the debris in the
sump was that inadequate inspection guidance was provided in the inspection
procedure and foreign materials exclusion (FME) control was not adequately
exercised during sump maintenance activities. The containment inspection procedure
has been updated to provide specific guidance for the cleanliness inspection of the
recirculation sump. Also, plant procedures will be revised to assure the
application of FME controls to recirculation sump activities.

A supplemental report will be submitted by January lb. 1990, detailing the Unit 1
debris event along with the other problems identified during the investigation.
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