
OTICE 'OF VIOLATION

Washington Public Power Supply System Docket No. 50-397
Washington Nuclear Plant No. 2 License No. NPF-21

During an NRC inspection conducted from January 13 through February 14, 1992,
violations of NRC requirements were identified. In accordance with the
"General Statement of Policy and Procedure for NRC Enforcement Actions,"
10 CFR Part 2, Appendix C, the violations are listed below:

WNP-2 Administrative Procedure 1.2.3, Revision 17, dated
November 14, 1991, "Use of Controlled Plant Procedures," paragraph
5.5.7, states tha'any person performing a task for which there is a
procedure '. respons'.ble for '.-'.;ing the job as described by the
procedure."

WNP-2 Administrative Procedure 1.5. 1, Revision 16, dated
February 6, 1991, and Deviation 91-1009, dated October ll, 1991,
"Technical Specification Surveillance Testing Program," prescribes the
following requirements:

Paragraph 1.5.1.5 requires that "Any test results found to be outside
those designated in the procedure or any abnormal circumstances that
prevent completion of the procedure shall be denoted in the,"Comments"
section of the cover sheet by the personnel performing the test," and
"...the Shift Manager or appropriate Craft Supervisor responsible for
the testing shall verify that all blanks have been properly completed
and that any significant observations made during the test are recorded.
Any additional actions necessary for Technical Specification (TS)
compliance...will be determined and referenced on the cover sheet. The
Shift Manager's review and approval signifies acknowledgement of test
completion..."

Paragraph 1.5. 1.6.A requires that "Completed surveillance tests shall be
reviewed for completeness and accuracy within each Department...by
supervisors or alternates," including "review [of] the test results
against acceptance criteria...[I]f an item has been omitted:..
investigate... and review to determine if a Problem Evaluation Report
(PER) is required to document a personnel error., programmatic failure,
etc."

l. Surveillance Procedure 7.4.8.2. 1.24, "quarterly Battery Testing
250 VDC B2-1," Step 6.H, requires the water level of each cell to
be recorded on Attachment A, Column D. Completion of this step is
required to satisfy TS surveillance requirement 4.8.2. I.b;l.

A. - 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix B, Criterion V, "Instructions, Procedureg, and .
Drawings," states: "Activities affecting quality shall be prescribed by
documented instructions, procedures, or drawings... and shall be
accomplished in accordance with these instructions, procedures, or
drawings..."
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Contrary to the above, on data dated December 22, 1991, this step
was marked NA on Attachment A, Column D fear cells 1 through 20,
but this incomplete'item was not noted or resolved'on the test
cover sheet as required by procedure. A Craft Supervisor

signed'or

review of the surveillance procedure and a Shift Hanager
signed that the surveillance procedure was completed.

Surveillance Procedure 7.4.8.2. 1. 12, "18 Month Battery Testing of
E-BO-lA," Step 6.A.7 and 6.A.8, requires that for load discharge
tests of battery chargers, the load be a minimum of 25 amps for
four hours, and that the load current be measured and recorded
every 15 minutes. Completion of this step is required to satisfy
TS surveillance 4.8.2, I.c.4. 1.

Contrary to the above, on data dated Hay 17, 1990, the initial
current was recorded as 2,6 amps, all remaining data was below the
required 25 amps, but the out of tolerance test results were not
noted or resolved on the test cover sheet as required by
procedure. A Craft Supervisor signed for review of the
surveillance procedure an:j a Shift ~anager signed that i.he
surveillance procedure was completed,

Surveillance Procedure 7.4.8.2. 1. 13, "18 Month Battery Testing of
E-BO-lB," Steps 6.B.27 and 6.B.28, requires recording of intercell
resistance readings and verification that the readings are less
than or equal to 250 micro-ohms. Completion of these steps is
required to satisfy TS surveillance 4.8.2. I.c.3.

Contrary to the above, on data dated Hay 28, 1990, all of the
intercell resistance readings were recorded as greater than 250
micro-ohms with a maximum recorded resistance of 0.053 ohms
(53,000 micro-ohms), but these out of tolerance values were not
noted or resolved on the 'test cover sheet as required by
procedure. A Craft Supervisor signed for review of the
surveillance procedure and a Shift Manager signed that the
surveillance procedure was completed.

Surveillance Procedure 7.4.8.2. 1. 12, "18 Month Battery Testing of
E-BO-lA," Step 5.B.25, requires a visual inspection of the battery
and the results of the inspection recorded in Attachment B, Column
A (titled " Internal Cell Inspection" ) and column B. Completion of
this step is required to satisfy TS surveillance 4.8.2. I.c. l.
Contrary to the above, on data dated Hay 17, 1990, Column A was
left blank, but the failure to record the results of the internal
cell inspections was not noted or resolved on the test cover sheet
as required by procedure. A Craft Supervisor signed for review of
the surveillance procedure and a Shift Manager signed that the
surveillance procedure was completed.
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Surveillance Procedure 7.4.8.2. 1.24, "quarterly Battery Testing
250 VDC B2-1," Step 6.R, requires the specific gravity of each
cell to be compared „to the average specific gravity of all the
cells to verify that no single cell has a specific gravity mor'

than 0.02 below the average.

Contrary to the above, on data dated March 24, 1991, cell 8 was
recorded as having a specific gravity of 0.023 below the average, .
but the out of tolerance reading was not noted by the technician
on the test cover sheet as required by procedure. A Craft
Supervisor signed for review of the surveillance procedure and a

Shift Manager signed that the surveillance procedure was
completed.

Surveillance Procedure 7.4.8.2. 1.21, "quarterly Battery Testing 24
VDC BO-lA, B0-1B, B0-2A, B0-2B," Step 7.6. 14, requires the battery
float voltage to be measured, and if below a minimum value
(26.8 VDC) the Shift Manager is to be contacted, the voltage
adjusted and the results recorded on the "comments" section of the
data sheet.

Contrary to the above, on data dated on September 10, 1991, an out
of tolerance float voltage (26.63 VDC) was recorded; however, the
out of tolerance reading was not noted in the comments section of
the procedure and the voltage was not r'eadjusted as required by
the procedure. A craft supervisor signed for review of the
surveillance procedure and a Shift Manager signed that the
surveillance procedure was completed.

Surveillance Procedure 7.4.8.2. 1.24, "quarterly Battery Testing
250 VDC B2-1," Step 6.H, requires level to be recorded as a
deviation from center line in one-quarter inch increments, with 0

being the midpoint between the high and low level.

Contrary to the above, on data dated December, 22, 1991, the, level
for cells 21 through -171 and cells 173 through 232 was recorded as
"OK" rather than in one-quarter inch increments. A Craft
Supervisor signed for review of the surveillance procedure,
and a Shift Hanager signed that the surveillance procedure

was'ompleted.

Surveillance Procedure 7.4.8.2. 1.24, "quarterly Battery Testing
250 VDC B2-1," Step 6.g, requires the performance of a specific
gravity calculation .and the recording of the results of that
calculation as a specific gravi.ty deviation in Attachment A,
Column H.

Contrary to the above, on data dated Hay 9, 1991, the technician
recorded "OK" rather than a calculated specific gravity deviation
in Attachment A, Column H. A Craft Supervisor signed for review
of the surveillance procedure and a Shift Manager signed that the
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surveillance procedure was completed, even though the results of
the specific gravity calculation had not been properly recorded.

Surveillance Procedure 7.4.8.2. 1.22, "quarterly Testing 125 VDC

Bl-1 and Bl-2," Step 17, requires the technician to initial the
step signifying the completion and the recording of the results of
a calculation for battery specific gravity; Step 25 requires the
technician to initial the step signifying that the Shift Manager
has been notified after the testing of the battery is completed.

10.

Contrary to the above, on the data dated Hay 30, 1991, the
technician marked Step 17 as NA and Step 25 was left blank. A
Craft Supervisor signed for review of the surveillance procedure
and a Shift Manager signed that the surveillance procedure was
completed, even though all the procedure steps had not been
completed as required by the procedure's instructions.

Surveillance Procedure 7.4.8.2. 1. 12, "18 Month Battery Testing to
E-B0-1A," Step 6.B.3, ". equires that for battery discharge tests,
the load current that was recorded in the load- current '.~st of
step 6.B.2, is to be subtracted from 24 amps and that the step
6.B.3 value is to be used for the discharge test.

Contrary to the above, on data dated Hay 17,, 1990, the current
measured and recorded in Step 6.8.2 was 3.8 amps; however, 3.0
amps'nstead of 3.8 amps was used in the calculation of Step
6.B.3. A Craft Supervisor signed for review of the surveillance
procedure and a Shift Manager signed that the surveillance
procedure was completed, even though a wrong value was used in
Step 6.B.3.

Surveillance Procedure 7.4.8.2. 1.24, "quarterly Battery Testing
250 VDC B2-1," Step 6.G, requires a temperature correction factor
to be recorded, and Step 6.M requires the measured specific
gravity to be corrected by the factor recorded in step 6.G, and
recorded.

Contrary to the above, on data dated December 22, 1991, Steps 6.G
and 6.M were not accomplished. The temperature correction factor
was not recorded and the specific gravity was not corrected and
recorded. This incomplete item was not noted or resolved on the
test cover sheet as required by procedure,. A Craft Supervisor
signed for review of the surveillance procedure and a Shift
Manager signed that the surveillance procedure was completed.

This is a Severity Level IV violation (Supplement I).
10 CFR Part 50, Appendix B, Criterion V, "Instructions, Procedures, and
Drawings," states: "Activities affecting quality shall be prescribed by
documented instructions, procedures, or drawings, ... and shall be
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accomplished in accordance with these instructions, procedures, or
drawings.

Safety Related Plant Procedure 1.6.2, Revision 12, dated January 20;
1992, "Control. of Drawings and Support Data," Section 5.2, states that ,

"Controlled Top Tier Drawings are promptly revised to show an up-to-date .

as-built configuration through the red-lining process."

Contrary to the above, as of February 13, 1992, the following Controlled
Top Tier Drawings, which were located in the control room, were not
promptly revised to show an up-to-date as-built configuration through
the red-lining process:

Controlled Top Tier Drawing E519, -"Motor Valve and Miscellaneous
Control Elementary Diagram," Sheet 35, showed fuse F2 to be a 10A
fuse; however, RFTS-90-10-13, dated October 10; 1990, identified
the fuse installed at F2 as a 20A fuse.

2. Controlled Top Tier Drawing E526, "Miscellaneous Equipment
Elementary Diagram," Sheet 1, shaved a 1A fuse at terminal point
320 !d, awing coordinates K,?); however, RFTS-90-08-030, sated
October 16, 1990, identified the installed fuse as a 1-4/10 A
fuse.

3. Controlled Top Tier Drawing EWD-81E-0001, "Electrical Wiring
Diagram Reactor Building Emergency Cooling System Sample Room
Filter REA-SU-115," showed a 3A fuse for FU1 and FU2 (drawing
coordinates E,4); however, RFTS-91-08-030, dated August 6, 1991,
identified the installed fuses as 3-2/10 A fuses.

This is a Severity Level IV violation (Supplement I).
10 CFR Part 50, Appendix B, Criterion V, "Instructions, Procedures, and
Drawings," states: "Activities affecting quality shall be prescribed by
documented instructions, procedures, or drawings, ... and shall be
accomplished in accordance with these instructions, procedures, or
drawings. ..."
Safety Related Plant Procedure 1.6.2, Revision 12, dated January 20,
1992, "Control of Drawings and 'Support Data," Section 5.2, states that
"Controlled Top Tier Drawings are promptly revised to show an up-to-date
as-built configuration through the red-lining process." Section 5.4
requires that "Top Tier drawings shall be v'edlined upon completion of
field work and prior to returning equipment to

operation."'ontrary

to the above, as of February 14, 1992, for equipment which had
been modified and returned to operation some time between 1985 to 1991,
a Controlled Top Tier Drawing was not red-lined to show an up-to-date
as-built configuration. Specifically, Controlled Top Tier Drawing E508,
"Power and Instrumentation AC Power Panels Schedules," Sheet 1, Revision
80, in the control room, showed that breaker 6 on power panel PP-7A-F
supplied power to a chlorine analyzer; however, Breaker 6 was a spare
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breaker. The breaker was converted to a spare breaker by Project
Engineering Directive (PED) 218-E-C358.

This is a Severity Level IV violation (Supplement I).
Technical Specification 6.8. 1 states that written procedures shall be
established, implemented, and maintained coveri~g:

"d. Surveillance and test activities of safety-related equipment."

Contrary to the above, as of February 14, 1992, the licensee did not
implement administrative controls to maintain updated surveillance
procedures for certain facility design changes. Specifically, several
thermal overload devices had been changed for motor operated valves, but
these changes were not incorporated into the Valve Data Sheets for
valves MS-V-20, MS-V-16, RWCU-V-I, HPCS-V-15, SW-V-4C, SW-V-54 and
HPCS-V-I in Surveillance Procedure 7.4.8.4.3.3, Revision 4, dated May
10, 1990.

This is a Seve:ity Level IV violation (Supplement I).
10 CFR Part 50, Appendix B, Criterion V, "Instructions; Procedures, and
Drawings," states: "Activities affecting quality shall be prescribed by
documented instructions, procedures, or drawings, ... and shall be
accomplished in accordance with these instructions, procedures, or
drawings.

Maintenance Procedure 10. 1.5, Revision 13, dated March 9, 1989,
"Scheduled Maintenance System," Section 7.2. 11, states that "The
Maintenance Manager will biennially form a committee... [to] review the
scheduled Maintenance Program..." This requirement was unchanged in
Revision 14 of this procedure issued May 13, 1991.

Contrary to the above, as of February 14, 1992, no committee had been
formed.

This is a Severity Level V violation (Supplement I).
10 CFR 50.71(e) requires licensees to update the originally submitted
Final Safety Analysis Repor't (FSAR) no less than annually and ."tates
that the revision shall reflect all changes up to a maximum of '6 months
prior to the date of filing the revision.

Contrary to the above, as of February 14, 1992, the following are
examples where the WNP-2 FSAR was not updated to reflect changes:

The FSAR (pg. 9.5-50) provides an unreferenced number of 22,000 Btu/min
or 1,320,000 Btu/hr for room heat load. The FSAR was not updated to
reflect 1989 heat load test results of 1,627,000 Btu/hr.
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Section 8.3. 1. 1. 1 of the WNP-2 FSAR, on page 8.3-2, states that "...
startup transformer circuit breakers are interlocked to close only after
the normal source circuit breakers have opened.:." The interlocking
arrangement was not installed, and had not been, since startup in 1983,
but the FSAR was not revised.

This is a Severity Level IV violation (Supplement I).
Pursuant to the provisions of 10 CFR 2.201, Washington Public Power Supply
System is hereby required to submit a written statement of explanation to the
U.S.Nuclear Regulatory Commission, ATTN: Document Control Desk, Washington,
DC, 20555 with- a copy of the Regional Administrator, Region V, and a copy 'to
the NRC Resident Inspector, WNP-2, within 30 days of the date of the letter
transmitting this Notice. This reply should be clearly marked as "Reply to a

Notice of Violation" and should include for each violation: (1) the reason
for the violation, or if contested, the basis for disputing the violation, (2)
the corrective steps that have been taken and the results achieved, (3) the
corrective steps that will be taken to avoid further violations, and (4) the
date when full compliance will be achieved. If an adequate reply is not
received witi~in the time speci:ied in this Notice, the Commission,nay issue an
order or a demand ;or inform ..'.'an as to whv the licens" should not be
modified, suspended, or revoked or why such other action as may be proper
should not be taken, Where good cause is shown, consideration will be given
to extending the response time. Under the authority of Section 182 of the
Act, 42 U.S.C. 2232, this response shall be submitted under oath or
affirmation.

Date at Walnut Creek, California
this/0"day of ~vs E', 1992




