UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

REGION IV

611 RYAN PLAZA DRIVE, SUITE 400
ARLINGTON, TEXAS 76011-8064

September 16, 1999

Mr. J. V. Parrish (Mail Drop 1023)
Chief Executive Officer

Energy Northwest.

P.O. Box 968 .

Richland, Washington 99352-0968

SUBJECT: MIDCYCLE PLANT PERFORMANCE REVIEW (PPR) - WNP-2

Dear Mr. Parrish:

On August 18, 1999, the NRC staff completed the midcycle Plant Performance Review (PPR)
of WNP-2, The staff conducts these reviews for all operating nuclear power plants to integrate
performance information and to plan for inspection activities. The focus of this performance
review was to identify changes in performance over the past 6 months and to allocate
inspection resources for the next 7 months.

We did not identify any areas in which your performance warranted additional inspection effort
beyond the core inspection program. Based on this review, we plan to conduct only core
inspections at your facility over the next 7 months.

Enclosure 1 contains a historical listing of plant issues, referred to as the Plant Issues

Matrix (PIM), that were considered during this PPR process to arrive at our integrated review of
licensee performance trends. The PIM includes items summarized from inspection reports or
other docketed correspondence between the NRC and Energy Northwest from October 1,
1998, to July 16, 1999. As noted above, greater emphasis was placed on those issues
identified in the past 6 months during this performance review. The NRC does not attempt to
document alf aspects of licensee programs and performance that may be functioning
appropriately. Rather, the NRC only documents issues that it believes warrant management
attention or represent noteworthy aspects of performance.

Y

This letter advises you of our plans for future inspection activities at your facility so that you will
have an opportunity to prepare for these inspections and to provide us with feedback on any
planned inspections that may conflict with your plant activities. Enclosure 2 details our
inspection plan through March 2000. This date was chosen to coincide with the scheduled
implementation of the revised reactor oversight process in April 2000. Routine resident
inspections are not listed because of their ongoing and continuous nature.
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If circumstances arise which cause us to change this inspection plan, we will contact you to
discuss the change as soon as possible. Please contact Linda Smith at (817) 860-8137 with

any questions you may have.

Sincerely,
. 0(10 LY\ \(,-(,L./
!
Linda J. Smlt’w. Cliief
Project Branch E

Division of Reactor Projects

Docket No.: 50-397
License No.: NPF-21

Enclosures:
1. Plant Issues Matrix
2. Inspection Plan

cc:
Chairman

Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council
P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, Washington 98504-3172

Mr. Rodney L. Webring (Mail Drop PE08)
Vice President, Operations Support/P1O
Energy Northwest

P.O. Box 968

Richland, Washington 99352-0968

Mr. Greg O. Smith (Mail Drop 927M)
Vice President, Generation

Energy Northwest

P.O. Box 968

Richland, Washington 99352-0968

Mr. D. W. Coleman (Mail Drop PE20)
Manager, Regulatory Affairs

Energy Northwest

P.O. Box 968

Richland, Washington 99352-0968

|
|
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Mr. Albert E. Mouncer (Mail Drop 1396)
General Counsel

Energy Northwest

P.O. Box 968

Richland, Washington 99352-0968

Mr. Paul Inserra (Mail Drop PE20)
Manager, Licensing

Energy Northwest

P.O. Box 968

Richland, Washington 99352-0968

Perry D. Robinson, Esq.
Winston & Strawn

1400 L Street, N.W,
Washington, D.C. 20005-3502

Bob Nichols

State Liaison Officer

Executive Policy Division

Office of the Governor

P.O. Box 43113

Olympia, Washington 98504-3113

John L. Erickson, Director

Division of Radiation Protection
Department of Health

Airdustrial Center Building #5

P.O. Box 47827

Olympia, Washington 98504-7827

Max E. Benitz, Jr., Chairman

Board of Benton County Commissioners
P.O. Box 190

Prosser, Washington 99350

Sue Miller, Chair

Board of Franklin County Commissioners
1016 North 4th Street

Pasco, Washington 99301
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ENCLOSURE 1

08723/1999 13:10:27 - United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
IR Report 3 -
p PLANT ISSUE MATRIX
Roglon " By Primary Functional Area
WASH. NUCLEAR PROJECT
Functional Templato item Title
Date Source Area ID Typo Codes  Itom Description
06/12/1999 1999007 Pri: OPS NRC POS Pri: 1A Prompt, conservative operator response to establish contalnment prlor to moving fuel
Soc: : i i i ue
. Sec: 1C il.mensee requirements for estab!ushmem of secondary containment prior to movi i
Dockets Discussed: Ter: 1nol\é<::d; 540\?9'9 u'nclear. Operations responded promptly and conservatively, °¥lhn9199w fuelinto the spent fuel pool
WASHINGTON N A .29 salety evaluation. The resulta B - 1helicensea conducted a thoro
05000397 WASHING UCLEAR2 loads over the spent fuel pool, nt procedure change clarified conditions required for movement oll’g::
06/12/1999 1999007 Prl: OPS NRC POS Pri: 1A In-depth, prompt Investigation of valve out of position
Sec: Sec: 1C  Thelicensee's investigation of a valy
a out of posit
Dockets Discussed: Tor: several other problems and corractive action .53\ lv ':ICJI:: slug ;:Ieeg:' :gghg:‘ompﬂy perormed. The licensee identified
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 order process problems were also identified and corrective actions were in&r;;gsses Minor tagging and clearance
06/12/1999 1999007 Pri: OPS NRC POS Prl: 1A Licensee application of shutdown TS focused on reactor safety
Sec: Sec: 1C  Licensese actions with res i
i pect to interpretation and applicati i
Dockets Discussed: Tor:sg " reactor and public safety concernsrf Conduct of ng)riﬁgg&%:: z:leu;ggwg;fechmcal epocifications ware focused
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 were focused on reactor safety and compliance with the intent of Techni?:al gspt:mi:gg: Baggel;ank discussions that
06/11/1999 1999005 ,P": oPs NRC NEG Pri: 1A Negative porformance Issues Indicated a neod for continued tralning focus
See: Sec: Some negative performance issues were Identified indicaling that personnel pert
Dockets Discussed: Tor: negative parformance issues did not show overall inadequate crew Performance bu sgreoUld @ improved. The
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 continued training focus. This assessment was corroborated b o but remlorged the need for
_ } Y Operators performance during recent plant events
06/11/1999 1999005 Prl: OPS NRC POS Prl: 1A Good operator control board awareness
Sec: Sec: Operators monitored critical |
& parameters well and
Dockets Discussed: Ter: - demonstrated good control board awareness
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 .
06/11/1999 1999005 Prl: OPS NRC POS Prl: SA  Effective self assessment process Identlfled findings
Sec: Sec:5C  Thelicensee’s self-assessment i
process identified worthwhile findin
Dockets Discussed: . manner. However, operation's porformance Indica i o monlo acked and corrected themin a tmel
Ter: tors outside those monitored by the licensed requalification y

05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2

program were primarily quantitative and provided kmited trending data

Item Type (Compliance,Followup,Other), From 10/01/1998 To 07/01/1999
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08/23/1999 13:10:27 United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission -
IR Report 3 PLANT ISSUE MATRIX )
By Primary Functional Area
Region 1V v .
WASH. NUCLEAR PROJECT ’
Functional Tomplate Item Title
Date Source Area iD Type Codes  item Description
05/11/1999  1999007-01 Prl: OPS Selt NCV Pri: 1A Violatlon of TS 5.4.1: fallure to ade
EAH quately monlitor welr {low; fallure to adequately m
o secrn V q y monitor RX level
Dockets Discussed: Tor: The root cause for the inadvertent draindown of the spent fuel pool skimmer surge tank and the i
GO UGLEAR e e o i ot vense ol
rameters . : violation of Technical Specificati i
which is beu"tg treated as a poncuted violation, consistent with Appendix C oﬁl?glﬁlaiggnéfc;r‘é:;nv::\?:’w? o
the licensee’s corcective action program as Problem Evaluation Requests 299-0882 and 299-1021 oley. andisin
05/01/1999 1999004 Pri: OPS NRC POS Pri: SC  Opoerator responded promptly to resolve the color banding issue ‘
Sec: Sec: The inspectors™questions about the adequacy of control room i i
@ nstrumentation col i
Dockets Discussed: ‘ Tet: ':x::;as;s&depzs the operators. In addition, the operators demonstrated a good ques‘:irotr’\?:: :‘t%t:lg;eamr:gx t
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 st . o
05/01/1999 1999004-01 Pri: OPS NRC URI Prl: 18 Adequacy of the design basls of the RHR system
Sec: Sec: 4A  Thedesign basis of the residual heat removal system did not s )
Josigr of du upport the full icabiti i
bockets Discussed: Tor: 3p?ggcagon. I:immng Condition of Operation 3.4.9,."Residuat Hggfﬂemo:al '(?ﬁgféﬁﬁfmzﬂgyog 4 Teschmcal
oo AROTON UAEAA e I T
n [ ons e residual heat removal system i i
o:’g%erauloin} Because the licenses Is continuing to research the design baxs.isylore m;nstyt;?es;uatggm Cooagd MY
additional information is required on (1) related accident analysis assumptions, (2) generic implicati s, (3) pri
system evaluations, and (4) notification, the issue is being identitied as an unresolved item fons. (3) prior
05/01/1999 1999004-02 Pri: OPS NRC NCV - Prl:5A  Fallure to complete corrective actlons assoclated with color banding of Instrumentation
Sec: Sec: Cotrective actions resulting from a 1996 problem evaluation r ,
equest were ne i
Dockets Discussed: Tor: Leq;:’e_st ha;d been generated to address the failure to resolve control room de\;?;:zz‘g‘cie;engfe:ggs‘zgiu!eg i oolor
D o0 WASHINGTON NUGLEAR 2 clan ex(r’\g of control room Instrumentation, as required by License Condition 16. The problem evaluati o0 oquGs Rt
: oS! gnd the work order to resolvp the color banding issue was canceled during a backlog it revie, Gt
g\g{t?gn‘g the \;grk order cancellation for conflict with the license condition. This problemoig ae\;?ol‘:l‘ino?\wc;l‘?(t)hggt
an 0, r;:pfn ix B, _Cntenon _XVI: however, this Severity Level IV violation is being treated as a noncited viol -
and is in the licensee’s corrective action program as Problem Evaluation Request 299-0745 cited viclaton.
04/17/1999 1999004 . Pri: OPS NRC POS Pri: 18 Safo and deliberate licensee performance during reactor shutdown
Sec: Soc: 3A  Key managers as well as quality assurance personnel were i
Y ] : present in the cont
Dockets Discussed: ~ Ter: m@h tic\;‘af;’t:tc;:wtiucted ina safe and deliberate manner. Communications were r;,‘oégo “S‘\t:::r‘:insgor ?v%?gu:\(:owz'
D a7 WASHINGTON NUGLEAR 2 o oparating crew and operator performance during the shutdown were good o gntan
03/20/1999 1999002 Prl: OPS NRC POS Prl: 3A  Thorough and rigorous Plant Operating Committee perfomance
Sec: Sec:38  The Plant Operating Committee (POC) meeting was thorou i
: at gh and rigotous. The divarsity of i
. ) contributed positively to the depth and i i [y of committeo members
Dockets Discussed: Tor: o ante. positively p breadth of questions, and the review packages were well prepared and

05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2

Item Type (Compliance.FoHowup_Omer). From 10/01/1998 To 07/01/1999
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08/23/1999 13:10:27 United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission .
IR Report 3 PLANT ISSUE MATRIX
By Primary Functional Area )
Reglon IV
WASH. NUCLEAR PROJECT
Functional Template Item Titlo
Date Source Area D Type Codes  Item Description '
03/20/1999 1999002 Pei: OPS NRC POS Prl: 38 Operators Improved In self-ldentifcation of poor work practices.
Soc: Sec: Operations department personnel identified multiple occurrences of i i
ation v I > poor work planning, scheduling, and
Dockels Discussed: Ter: ooordx'nabng‘.' ':’thls was recognized asan improvement in performance on the part of operators begause ola
5000397 WASHINGTON NU CLEAR 2 conscious eltort on the pan of operations department management to raise the standards for performance and
0 expectations inside the department and across the station as a whole.
03/20/4999  1999002:01 Pri: OPS NRC NCV Prl: 3A  Violations of TS 5.4.1: LPRM found on prohibited SFP hanger; APRM improperly returned to service; Improg .
Sec: MAINT Sec: A noncited violation (NRC Enforcement Policy, Appendix C) of Technical Specificati P .
! o pecification 5.4.1 was i
Dockets Discussed: Ter: g:gep gg‘r?%lel:& g mee rﬁ:::: e:a'r:plgat occurred when operators failed to comply with a work instr&gﬁg::(:c; ;‘g:ion
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 program as PER 293-0470 (gecﬁ:nn 1004: ‘1’;‘ ?z‘)’?rrr?g %Zgﬁ r;;g:;;!p:g::rca:;l:.edm;\se\go&u?n b tt;e A
. i h 1 € @ licensee fail i
a 'l_’ecm}scal Specs!icauon surveillance proqedure. which resulled in data that determined the naedallc::(:x:noi:\"s‘t‘:f::&t
gain adjust not being documented and reviewed when required. This violation is in the licansee’s corrective action
program as PER 299-0377_ {Section M1.3); and (3) The third example occurred when maintenance technicians
' ma.ppropnataly left two upright ladders aqd an unrestrained hiydraulic control unit accumulator cart immediatel
adjacent to safegy-relate'd egunpment._whnch was contrary to procedures. Additionally, the technicians demon:};'ltated
poor housekeaeping. This violation is in the ficensee’s corrective action program as PER 299-0335
03/11/1999 1999301 Prl: OPS NRC NEG Pri: 38 woak key parameter monltoring during dynamlc scenarlos
Sec: Sac: Operators demonstrated weak key parametar monitairng related to reactor building di it
¢ 0 ‘ 3 ding differential pressure during the
Dockets Discussed: Ter: dynarmwem p:& %:en:sdosé“"rsw:ﬁ ;c; eu:’e a‘:\’g r:zerw: exa(r)mned failed to tecognize that reactor building differential press?ue
B ooe] WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 gency Operating Procedures entry condition.
03/11/1999 1999301 Prl: OPS NRC POS Prl: 38 liconsing exanm/last materlal, pass rate
Sec: Sec: The 11 iniitial license applicants passed the examination. Operators demonstr. icati
\ d 3 onstrated good communications practices,
Dockets Discussed: Ter: gges ruﬁne&lzsa a‘:mn%‘ crot:“v; gr:‘zﬁgg:{e:::\ ilrl‘:?nni?;\ecmelog'gd %?od test material which was adequate for admi?ﬁsu;\ior{ ‘
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 ' 9o Hented.
02/06/1999 1998025 Prl: OPS NRC NEG Pri: 1A Inattontlon to dotail missed a procedure step.
Sec: Sec: The inspectors noted that operators did not initially recognize a procedure ste i
u ) being required. Speciticall
. operators had become accustomed t i o oo Dyeqy Sl
Dockets Discussed: Ter: because of inattention to detail. o performing & relatively simpie fepeliive piocedure other than as wn}}en
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2
02/06/1999 1998025 Prl: OPS NRC POS Prl: 1A Good operator performance duting control rod exercise test
Sec: Sec: During the performance of a control rod exercise test, operators demonstrated inati
scussad: Tor: and poer checks. An operator, when presented with a procedural compliance groble oo O od the ot
Dockets Disc or: foom supervisor, appropriately requested authorization to use a ditferent ¢ o mouy notified tho control
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 the subject procedure. Pt procedute, and Initiated steps to change

Item Type {Comptiance,Followup,

Other), From 10/01/1998 To 07/01/1999
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08/23/1999 13:10:27 United States Nuclear Regulatory Commussnon
IR Report 3
p PLANT ISSUE MATRIX
Roglon IV By Primary Functional Area
WASH. NUCLEAR PROJECT
Functional Template {tem Title
Date Source Area ]s] Type Codes  itom Description
02/06/1999 1998025 Prl: OPS NRC POS Pri: 18 Good operator knowledge of possible system Intoracilons during work
Sec: Sec: Opesators demonstrated )
: T good system knowledge an i i
pockets Discussed: Tor: scram, potentially required beca)t':sse of a stator %oolin%wafgﬂgaeggnﬂug\ig‘p;gc ;vl:‘r‘k"by recognizing that a reactor
05000367 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 %ers_onngl performed work on the circulating water system because of swell followin ?r: lhe:‘work area wnere
aview Board report for the deficiency identified underying problems and was sel(.‘giﬁwp shutdown. The Incident
12/22/1998 1998023 Prl: OPS NRC POS Prl: 1B Operators demonstrated proper safety focus for smoke Issulng from a power supply
. Sec: Sec: Operators demonstrated a proper safety {
ocus when
Dockets Discussed: Tor: transformer In the reactor building, in tl%t appropna“; 3;%%?:’0':%:‘% f;ems%klz é:iu\:‘g from a constant voltage supply
o P CHINGTON NUCLEAR2 event without losing sight of other operational responsibilites. ere given o address and control the
12/10/1998 1998024 Prl: OPS NRC NEG Prl: 1C  Deficlency In requalification examination development process
Sec: Sec: A deficiency in the requalification exami
e ination development process
Dockets Discussod: Tor: address the varification of 10 CFR 55.43 sampling for the wr?nen reqr:‘;:xg?:‘g:‘zg;?nm:;z:e process does nol
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 .
12/10/1998 1998024 Prl: OPS NRC WK Prli: 1A Generlc operator weakness Identified related to control board awareness
Sec: Soc: 1B A generic operator performance weakness
was identified
Dockets Discussed: Ter: tepealated failures of operators to take appropriate teslponsl:st?: :':gzg?; ;op,l‘gr?tl m:\ atwareness which involved
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 zrl:ulg:?::eﬁan Alozo Inconsistent communications were observed during crew bnefmeg:g:;: gﬁ::;; the d
ynamic
11/11/1998 1998022 Pri: OPS NRC POS Prl: 1A Timely and appropriate operator response to a partial loss of annunclators
Sec: Sec: The control room operators demonstrated .
proper safety §
Dockets Discussed: . reactor control board., The crew’s evaluation g‘e the si ty focus in responding to a partial loss of annunciators on the
500397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 Tor: compensatory measures were both timely and appro| gmftlcance of tha avant and thait implementation of
05 isolating the root cause and returning the munggmfé'?o"seﬁ.?f thodical troubleshooting plan was eftective in
11/06/1998 1998301 Prl: OPS NRC STR Pel: 1A Good operator communications during examinations
Sec: Sec: 38 Good operator parformance and communi
cation practice:
Dockets Discussed: Tor: examination. practicas were observed during the initial operator licensing

05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2

Item Typoe (Compliance.Followup.Other), Fr

om 10/01/1998 To 07/01/1999
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08/23/1999 13:10:27 United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission ‘ '
IR Report 3
ep PLANT ISSUE MATRIX
Reglon W By Primary Functiona! Aroa
WASH. NUCLEAR PROJECT
Functional Template Item Title
Date Source Area D Type Codes  ltem Daescription ’
11/06/1998 1998301 Pri: OPS NRC WK Prl: 1C  Poor examination submittal
Sec: Sec: The licansea initiatly failed to submit an a inati
¢ ccaptable exam ini i :
Dockets Discussed: ) Tor: the operating test portion of the examinali ons? The fital ;f;?gx: ‘l‘o; fazi:‘r;::;gzuon to operator license apphicants for
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 NUREG-1021 and was considered good qualty. rret the fequitements of
11/05/1998 1998022-01 Pri: OPS NRC viotv  Prl: 1A Fallure to log and track the status of the standby liquid control systom .
Sec: Sac: During performance of a quarterl i ificati i
y Technical Specification s -
Dockets Discussod: ] the procedure nof control foom ogs adequatelp acked urvel_llance on th.e stat}dby liquid control system, neither
Ter: term outage times allowed by Techni ly tracked the equipment configuration to verity adh
05000397 WASHINGTON NU CLEAR 2 eperabla could notb y Technical Specifications. As a result, the status of system o abh,efenf:e to short
inop ould ne o accurately raconstructed. The failure to fog and track the statu ‘pe rability with both lrains
b)éi:m wa:; identified as a violation of the equipmant conlrol process and Technical S S S standby liquid control
use of appropriate corrective actions, no fESponse was required. pecification 5.4.1.a; however.
06/12/1999 1999007 Pri: MAINT NRC POS Pri: 28  Malntenance work conducted rellably with management oversight
Sec: Sec:3A  Maintenance work observed by the ins
) ; pectors was cond i ;
Dockets Discussed: Ter: the station. More effective and fraquent management o:scet?vdalt?o?\ g;af:;;anr‘::;!nensurqd‘ foliablo, safe operation of
05000397 WASHINGTON MUCLEAR 2 - Ca activities was observed,
05/27/1989 1999006 Prl: MAINT NRC POS Pri: 3A  Satisfactory testing program for the control room emergency filtration system
) Sec: Sec: ;fh% licensee implemented a satisfactory testing program for the control room emer. iltrati
Dockets Discussed: Ter: osting interval and method met Technical Specification requirements gency firaton system. Tha
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2
05/17/1999 1999007 Pri: MAINT  Llicensee  NEG Pri: 2B interim repalrs to turbine bullding roof not succossful resulting electrical panel fire d .
. . i . re duoe to raln
Sec Sec: 3C ;&‘r:gihcens_eq made comprehens'lve repalrs to the turbine building roof to prevent furth i i
Dockets Discussed: Tor: urbing bux_ldmg. However._lntenm proteclive measures, dusing instaliation, we urther trainwater intrusion into the
D rone7 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 sudden rainstorm resulted n a small fire In a lighting panel. » Were not totally successiuf since a
04/25/1999 1999004-03 Pri: MAINT NRC NCV Pri: 2A  Violations of Technical Specliication 5.4.1: unsecured eyewash station and tallure t
) . ) » ure to posta
‘ Sec: PLTSUP Sec: 3A ?gggzs?:ﬁlg gnd material condition were genaerally good; however, the inspectors fo! ':wd -
Dockets Discussed: Ter: y station too closa to the high pressure core spray batteries in violation of ;’rocggulrjgls f:c;‘t:;gments -

05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2

This is one example of a Severity Level IV violation of T
i ] echnical Specificati i
noncited violation and Is in the licensee’s corrective action brograrm a5 :?gggrg'gé?dam’r‘a?q?eigtg 290.0088 )

Radiological controls associated with the unloadin:

‘ g of fresh fuel were genaraily good

?:q ‘:x?:sd peb;sonnel me:lma%:' e:;posute ALARA. However, the licensee failed to ;yx?sl or amn:"t: :agn‘t):gis‘ aiod aron
procedure. This is one example of a Severity Level IV violation of Technical Spedﬂcaﬁof? 212‘11 tgeaarlrg?s

being treated as a noncited violation. This defi i i ' i
D o ot 269-0718 iciency is in the licenses’s corrective action program as Problem -

item Type (Compliance.Followup.Omer). From 10/01/1998 To 07/01/1999
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08/23/1999 13:10:27 United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
IR Report 3 PLANT ISSUE MATRIX
By Primary Functlonal Area
Region IV -«
WASH. NUCLEAR PROJECT
Functional Tomplate Item Title
Date Source Area ID Type Codes  Item Description .
0471171999 1999004 Prl: MAINT NRC NEG Pri: 28  Procedural woakness for scaffold eraction
Sec: Sec: The inspectors Identified a procedure weakness that allowed potential interf
| dent erences betw it
bockets Discussed: . instrument sensing lings to be evaluated by the craft erecting the scatfolding. Thi incon s._caﬂoldnpg o
oc Ter: “ ; ) 6 cral g S was inconsistent with other
° e WRSHINGTON NUGLEAR Z . guidance in the procedure which required engineering evaluation and a 10 CFR 50.59 reviewfor potential
5000 interferences batween scatfolding and important-to-safety components. At the close of the inspection, engineeri
was plar}mng lt_) revise the scaffolding Procedure to ensure that potential interferences with instrument' serﬁJ i rmg
will receive a similar degree of evaluation as other safety-related components snglines
03/20/1999 1999002 Pri: MAINT NRC NEG Prl: 2B Licensea identification of poor work planning.
Sec: Sec: 3A  During review of licensee-generated PERs, the inspector noted several instance: i
€ I ed | . | s of poor planning, coordinati
Dockets Discussed: Ter: grnd execution of maintenance activities. These resulted in: (1) salety-telated equipment being ir?operagl:‘?;;?;ér
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 e:cne::irs\; :igi?e%é;)u?s’?r\?(lg;elg:q u;m&r;t‘be;ing Drolocton oy am eaed inoperable, (3) SFP temperaturo
. . po or fire protection system compensatory measures to be incotrectly
02/06/1999 1998025 Pri: MAINT NRC POS Pri: 3A  Maintenance personnel used good 3-way communications, peer checking during SDV malntenance
Sec: Sec:38  Personnel performing a surveillance test at the scram discharge volume limit swi
6! pe arveill t switches used good three-
Dockets Discussed: Ter: g‘ém‘;‘glcea)“&:i-ﬁzgr verification, procedure adherence and place-keeping, and ALARA (asglow asrre%;vo?\‘;bly
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 ’ ’
01/29/1999  1998025-01 Pri: MAINT NRC VIOIv Prl:3A  Scatfolding Installed without a required evaluation and falture to properly adjust the scram valve limit switch
Sac: Sec: 48  The first example of a violation of Technical Specification 5.4.1.a was identified i
) C s 4.1. because the | i
bockets Dlscussed: Ter: perform the re_l%unred evaluations for scaf_foldu_ng that was supported by a non-load bearing :\elf:t;‘:regl ?lggs:: 1
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 component. The secgnd example of a violation of Technical Specification 5.4.1.a and plant procedures occurred
becguse per§onnel failed to follow_the wiitten procedures for adjusting the outlet scram valve limit switch Bue'ég
the licensee mpl_emented appropriate correcpve actions, no response was required. Maintenance perso}\nel e
performance during control rod drive hydraulic control unit refurbishment demonstrated knowledge deficiencies in
the proper use of, adherence to, and change of procedures. In addition, mechanic’s knowledge on the proper
. lal:ﬁ:s;mcr;lt 3::5":“::1 ::g‘t)cet:ieys a:f:;gmss:f(;séutﬁeelanl andmpo?tmaimenance testing did not identity that the outlet scrgm valve
usted. Because the li i i i i
o onee e soiron j icensee implemented appropriate corrective actions, no
10/07/1998 1998022-02 Pri: MAINT NRC viotv  Prl: 3A  Fallure of maintenance to perform SGT B testing In accordance with the written test procedure
Sec: Sec: 28  Maintenance personnel performance during Technical Specilication requi i ‘
quired testing of the standby ga:
Dockets Discussed: Ter: system demonstrated knowledge deficiencies in the proper use of and adherence to procedures. yl’ges(:ili?g?: ':\:IO

05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2

instances to properly conduct the standby gas treatment system test was identified i
ncos | C ) y as a violation j
fg?‘qmt;og 345:\:pr I:)cla:dn:,rr\g :tr:; :dzhng (otr mg work diallled to ensure that all prerequisites werzor:g?lgr?;r to the

: were not performed in se . i i i
start of tho ! e Toconss was roaned p quence. Since the licensee implemented appropriate

item Type (Compliance,Followup,Other), From 10/01/1998 To 07/01/1999




o’ )

F]

Page: 7of12 7 . ‘
08/23/1999 13:10:27 United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission -
I «
R Report3 PLANT ISSUE MATRIX
By’
Reglon 1V y Primary Functional Area
WASH. NUCLEAR PROJECT
Functional Template ltem Title
Date Source Area D Type Codes  item Description
06/12/1999 1999007-02 Prl: ENG Sell NCV Pr: 4C  Violations of Critorlon 118 related to overcurrent relay setpoints; new fuel vault TS; and litting ball {
Sec: . ; i ! ’ all for new fue
_ . Sec:  ASeverty e o CFR Pant 50, Appendix B, Criterion I, *Design Control,” with ths
Dockets Discussed: Ter: . averity Level IV violation is being treated as a noncited violation consist.ent with ::pg:gri:%e:lv:: S
. o

NRC Enforcement Policy. (1) Incortect overcurrent rel i
. . : ay selpoints were install ivisi
fgxlg:ae);earf wﬁr(l)on ;orrect design information was available but not accurale?g t?:nt:!::eot;\i':;?n ; sa((’ety-relaxod
(Prodlem = :‘; ien met%uest 299-1193). (2) Technical Specification 4.3.1,2.b allowed less restr'i)égsg baci
Pomaost 299-1238)5 o Fe ne:vé h;el vault than that required by plant procedures and analysis (Ptoblerr? %avm?g o .
: : loc than 1000 b.* however Si:r&'?,s"é‘n“??é?:%‘iﬁﬁ%m?f o s b Tt vt vied a1 @ b""a"l;’a}:;ge
o 1700 pounds (Problam Evaluation Roquests 299-1289). uel Iifting bails yiald at a pull up force between 1500

05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2

06/12/1999 1999007-03 Pri: ENG Licensee URI Pri: 1A Analysls for potential effects on ABB fuel assemblles during long-term operation with miss!
. . ) ) missing or bork
Sec: Sec:3A  Anunresolved item was identified related to a new fuel manufacturing defect. The i identi : issi e
Dockets Discussed: Tor: extpypa! compression springs on two new fuet assemblies. This itemis unreéolved cen;ee ldennﬁed_ ool
oo000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR » facilities resolution of this condition. pending NRC review of the
05/01/1999 1999004-04 Pri: ENG NRC URI Pri: 4o violation of 10 CFR 50.59; Technical Specification Table 3.3.1.1+1 note (d) no longer epplicabl
. . s . oy Y ° p cabie.
Sec Sec: 5A ;od\nical Specification 3_.3.6.1. Primary Containment Isolation Instrumentation,® Functi *Resi
D ockets Discussad: _ emoval Shutdown Codling Systam Isolation,' and th ; 0. Function S, Rasidua Heal
Ter: Soeefications were nol \ o associated bases section were incorrect. The Techni
05000397 WASHINGTON NU CLEAR 2 updated when the controls for the outboard isolation valve wate (emoVe;s from ;e ;}{f,?:,m

remote iti i
raoied vih o oacior igh pessuro lslaion Insiumentation, when oly o adst. This e s damite
pr jon i , when only two exist. Thi i i
\a;nr.n "t:rg:lsoagd irtem because additional information is required in order to con)t’irm the ‘satc“g:;isug e onsas
y two pressure switches and to review the 10 CFR 50.59 evaluation for the change onginalylicensed

03/20/1999 1999002-02 Pri: ENG NRC NCV Pri: 48  Violations of Critarlon lil: Undessized pwr supply & insufficient penetration overcurrent protoctl
: - . ) protection
Set: . Sec: !n 1988, ltge hgensee had instafted an undersized power supply in the emergency diesel
Dockets Discussed: * Tor: l{\;:r:ock circuits, The ln§pectors concluded that the marginal design of the po:gr sy . ggg\erator (€06) . pood
D aa WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 risk for common modae failure of the Divisions | and Il EDGs. Howaver, the failure to ggzec't?yns?;m: ;o?«%?gfx:g:y

is one example of a noncited violation (NRC i i
O nsian Coctiole ( Entorcoment Policy, Appendix C) of 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix B,

In 1998, the licensea discovered that the primary containm i
ent penetration for Valv . {
) foovre't;:urz;g{r’\lt ;txotggﬁdon requirements of Regulatory Guide 1.63, *Penelration Assen?b?:si?nMC%:t:i: ot St
) for % Fsiar- 00 ed Nuclear Power Plants,” Revision 0, as committed to in the WNP-2 Final sament e
port (| ). The failyre to translate the design basls specified in the license application into m'eettiye,s\l;?\‘ﬁfhe

facility is one example of a noncited viclation i i
B, Criterion Ill, *Dasign Control.” (NRC Enlorcament Poiicy, Appendix C) of 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix

02/01/1999 1998025 Pri: ENG NRC POS Prl: 38 PMT rovlew identifled a need for a TS change.
Sec: Sec:48  The evaluation of postmaintenance testing requi )
[ : ing required for the repalr of Circulati i '
Dockets Discussed: Tet: maz‘ Th rt:i and Technical Specification fmuiremenls?%entiﬁezic mi"gge? ?;?;l?‘l_.gnmp ?éallngw'.‘g any impact
D ae7 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 ge. The licensea completed the repair and testing of Circulating Water Pump C without incide‘r)\?qﬁcahm

ltem Type (Compliance,Followup.Omer). From 10/01/1998 To 07/01/1999
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By Primary Functlonal Aroa
Reglon IV
WASH. NUCLEAR PROJECT
Functional Template Item Title
Date Source Area ID Type Codes  Item Description
12/07/1998  1998023:01 Pri: ENG NRC violv  Pri: 4A  LPCS out-of-service annunclator not in conformance with Final Safety Analysis Report.
Sec: Sec: The configuration of the low pressure cote spray (LPCS) out-of-service annunciator did not conform to Final Safet:
Discussed: Tor: Analysis Report (FSAR) Figure 7.3.9, in that out-of-service signals from Battery B1-1, Diesel Generator 1, and v
Dockets Discu : : Service Water A were not supplied to the annunciator. This design deficiency was not identified during ongoing
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 efforts 1o review the accuracy of the FSAR. The failure 10 ensure that the design basis, as specilied in the license
iépphcallﬂrl\l. wgs oorrecc‘:lty\y tr?nslated into drawings was identified as a violalion of 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix B
riterion 111, *Design Control.® However, because the licensee implemented appropriate ive acti ,
response was required. N ppiop cotrective aclions, no
10/10/1998 1998021 Pri: ENG NRC NEG Prl: 4C  Tho manual startup & shutdown of RCIC, followlng the March 1998 MSIV closure, challenged operators
Sec: Sec: The man_ual stanu_p anq shutdown of the reactor core isolation cooling system for lsvel control, following th
. d: Tor: 1998 main steam isolation valve closure, challenged the operators. The proceduralized method to co|:lgrél ?ert;:)crh
Dockets Discussed: or: vassel level by diverting reactor core isolation cooling flow through the test return line could not be accomplished
05000397 WASHINGTON NL}CLEAR 2 because o[ valvc_a design deficiencies. The method used to maintain the reactor core isolation cooling system test
return line isolation valves decreased the reliability of the system and challenged the containment isolation function
since the valves may not have closed against high differential pressure. Unresolved item 50-397/98005-05,
involving exclusion of the reactor core isolation cooling test return line valves from the scope of the maintenance
rule, was determined not to be a violation of NRC requirements (EA 98.203)
10/07/1998 199802203  Prk: ENG NRC violy  Prl:4C  Inadequate procedural guldance for performance of SGT charcoal filter bypass leakage testing
Sec: MAINT Sec:28 The procedure for conducting bypass leakage testing of the standby gas treatment system charcoal fil
i g Tor: inadequate in that the procedure laileq to provide sutficient instructions for injection gf the challenge ;;Z'?o\ﬁmssure
Dockets Discussed: - proper mixing in the filter plenum. A violation of Technical Specification 5.4.1.e was identified for the inadequate
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 procedure. As a result, dispersion of the challenge gas has not always been sufficient to challenge all portions of
the charcoal filters in order to verify Technical Specification bypass leakage requirements. The inadequate
proce;!ure dld‘t?\o}wimlt ml as Safq:ly issue, ag subsequent testing with proper challenge gas dispersion demonstrated
compliance with Technical Specifications. Since the licensee implemented appropri i i
tesponse was required ppropriate corrective 8CtI°r:s. no
06/12/1999 1999007 Pri: PLTSUP Licensee  POS Pri: 1A Good radlologlcal controls. -
Sec: Sec: 5A  Theinspectors observed that radiological controls were generally good and that ili ; -
an adverse trend in contractor radiation work practices . ye the facility appropriately identified
Dockets Discussed: Tor:
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 -
05/27/1999 1999006 Prl: PLTSUP NRC STR Prl: 3A  Good radioactive gﬂluent management program
Sec: Sec: The licensee maintained a good radioactive effluent management program. Radioactivity In effluent releases was
Dockets Discussed: Ter: low. The licensae’s radioactive effiuent sampling, analysis, and dose projection program met the requirements of

05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2

the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual. Etfluent radiation monitors were calibrated at interval

vee e ., s ca“
nuclear power facilities. anhry assurance personnel conducted a good audit of the radioacﬁ%g‘emz;\ster:o%toﬁn
program l:d1a 9:;:‘ Tt;_: audz‘t’ _tteam lnd‘:ge'd a technical specialist who provided performance-based findings and ’
recomme, s. The audit scope, while not completely comprehensive, provided i i
good insights into the program performance. d P P ed icensea managemant with

@

ttem Type (Compliance,Followup_Omer). From 10/01/1998 To 07/01/1999
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05/27/1999  1999006-01 Pel: PLTSUP  NRC NCV Prl: 3A  Effluent radiation monltor alarm setpolnt calculatlon error.
‘ Sec: Sec:3C  The radwaste and turbine building effluent radiation i i
v g ol monitor alarm setpoin, i it
Dockets Discussed: Ter: bC:'lcultanone:!anual metpodo[ogy in violation of Technical Speciﬁcatior‘\x;l.f':i wg’rl:sn 2252:%33 ‘IN;{? (_)ﬂsu!e D_ose
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 g ,g’:g as a noncited violation, consistent with Appendix G of the NRC Enforcement Poficy, T Vi
aNsea s corrective action program as Problem Evaluation Request 299-1207 The ki o). o s violation is
opportunity to identify and correct the alarm setpoint problem in September 1995 but the go'r‘;entsiee hacan
was weak and did not ensure that the problem was addressed completely ' ective action program
03/20/1999 1999002-03 Pri: PLTSUP NRC NCV Prl: 3A  Fallure to ensure flame spread rate criterlon was met for decontaminable floor coverin .
Sec: Sec: 4B A noncited violation (NRC Enforcement Poli i i gs.
4 . cy, Appendix C) of a Licens i j ified i
Dockets Discussed: Ter: :;cengee failed to implement apg maintain in effect all provis)ions of the ai)ggzg'g(;i?ewparitlg:p o that the
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 thescnbed in the FSAR. Specifically, the licenses failed to ensure that decontaminable coat'lon Fused on fivors i
8 reactor building had a flame spread rate less than 25. This violation isintheti s o ead on floors in
program as PER 299-0278. @ ficensee’s corrective action
03/18/1999 1999003 Pri: PLTSUP Licensee NEG Prl: 28 Poor pre-job planning for refurblshing CRD hydraullc controt units
Sec: Sec: Poor pre-job planning and preparation for control rod h drauti
. R Ragiy © aulic i i P
Dockets Discussed: . underestimation of projected man-hours and Personnelyex ;ufomm unit refurbishment caused a significant
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 Ter: not using a dedicated team as originally planned ineﬁectiv? mogk f p?ca_fxq o onsoaidentilied deficiencies included
performed, inadequate procedural guidance, and ineffective use of ir‘\’d::iltrr‘;ng;g;i?r:::n: 1ALARA. reviow of the job
. .
03/18/1999 1999003 Pri: PLTSUP NRC POS Prl: 1C  Overall RP activitios conducted well.
Sec: Sec: Overall, radiation protection activities were conducted w
A oS ell and de i i —_—
Dockets Discussed: . of contaminated areas was effective in that the total number of manslialod animproving trend. Dacontamination
Ter: since October 1998. Radiologi contaminated areas was reduced f
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 0 Sctover 1998. Radiological areas ware controlled and posted as required. Radiat; oS s
raggo:oggcal surveys were clearly written and provided accurate radiological conditions ;ang’“ work permits and
:\a ﬁlgr:tg;gal ';ogntrols. Portable radiation survey instrumentation and personnel oonlaminatif.:)ns lab|1§hed b opor
Salibratex and response checked at the frequencies required by station procedures using N Hoaators wera
s and Technology traceabls sources. ing National Institute of
03/18/1999 1999003 Prl: PLTSUP NRC POS Prl: 1C  Licensee otforts resulted In ALARA dose reduction
Sec: Sec: The Senior Site ALARA Committes was actively involved in ¢ ] j
dltind ed i i
Dockets DIscussed: . long-term initiatives. The station 3-year avarag‘{a axposures have showrn & om0 imPlemanting short- and
267 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 Ter: average dose dropped from 565 person-rem in 1992?0 303 er: :hown_a Soea g trend sinca 1996; the 3-yoar
05000 challenging dose goals of 203 and 53 person-rem for 1999 a‘:'nd 2%0:)9‘::3'5‘;3;33&!; he staton estabiished
03/18/1999 1999003 Prl: PLTSUP NRC POS Pri: 2o Good housekeoplng In contaminated areas
Sec: Sec: Houssekeeping in the radiological controlled area was Equi mann
- good. Equipmen i
Dockets Discussed: Ter: were free of debris, and potentially contaminated trash was prgpeei‘; slctnv;gslns :gg?e;g ggn‘:;:q::ri of areas

05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2
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03/18/1999 1999003 Prl: PLTSUP NRC POS Pri: 5A Thorough QA audits of RP program.
Sec: Sec: The licensee performad a thorough evaluation of the radiati i
\ ) adiation prote ram i —_
Dockets Discussed: Ter: 33;?;3;2"?{? 8355“'3"09 surveillances, two quality assurance &chn?gaolr;‘s);%g'sm:\‘::‘ :n%a:ilxar;?s? n‘ghs B et
: epartment self assessments. These evaluations were probi ive, ¢ fadiation protection
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 with accurate information on radiation protection pmg'a;fe:lggisggezmprehenswe, and provided management
03/05/1999 1999001 Pri: PLTSUP NRC POS Pri: 3A  Security statfing and response to OSRE satisfactory
Sec: Sec: On-shift statfing of security armed response i .
! ; k personnel was in accord d ini i y
Dockets Discussed: Ter: ghy_sscal se_cumy\p{an. During the OSRE, the licenses successfu“;dgn:::nv;rmalwig';\g&umt reéu.;nemems: of the
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 osign basis threat. o o delendageinstine
02/06/1998 1998025 Pri: PLTSUP  NRC NEG Prl: 2A  Plant material condition mixed
Sec: Sec: Matarial condition of and housekeeping in areas toured
was generall idantfi
Dockets Discussed: Ter: lrolcln a ﬂagge below a control rod drive filter housing. A oomgmina?eg g?:: ;N:lso :I:lv g;}r‘aﬂp?;‘:'lwas identified leaking
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 yellow and magenta tape was not used on a small section of floor to designate a contaminat?ad"::::ed. Speciically.
02/04/1999 1999001 Prl: PLTSUP NRC POS Prl: 1C  Highly effective security program Implementation.
3 Sec: Sec: Secutity program implementation continued to be hight ive il
effect i
Dockets Discussed: . personnel, packages, and vehiclos was maintained.g'n{ o D inost areas. An effactive program for searching
Ter:  implemented. A highly effect e compensatory measures program was effectivel
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 r R ghly effective lock and key control program was maintained and implament b
security programs and plans were reported to the NRC within the required time ! manted. Changes to
procadures met the performance requirements in the physical security plan T?xe‘ime' e Amplomenting
security events; event records were accurate and neal. An excellent training progr:cn“mw staff correctly reported
program management was effective. was implemented. Security
02/04/1999 1999001 Pri: PLTSUP NRC STR Prl: 1C  Excellent, Intruslve titness for duty audit
Sec: Sec: The annual audit of the Fitnass-for-Duty Program
. was excellont. i i i
Dockets Discussed: Tor: i . The audit was intrusive and performance based.
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR2
12/15/1998  1998023-02 Prl: PLTSUP NRC IFI Prl: 4C  Kaowool fire soal not Installed per design.
Sec: Sec: 28  Thelicenses did not effectively ensure that th i
' he fire seal for Containment Penetration i
Dockets Discussed: Ter: licensee drawings and not degraded, as evidenced by the loosely packed penetrationx 8089; maaf :Qsﬂg?ﬁm‘;“:s‘

05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2

Based on gas analysis, the licensee confirmed that gas was not from containment. In addition, the Initial slow

response to the inspectors’ concem of a warm gas issuin i
eooial safofy Sigait ot tho finding. gas issuing from a penetration was not commensurate with the

Item Type (Compliance.Fo!lowup,Omer). From 10/01/1998 To 07/01/1999
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12/14/1998  1998023-03  Prl: PLTSUP  NRC violy Prl:3A  Secutlty offlcer reading unauthorized material at SAS
Sec: Sac: The Inspectors found a secutity officer readin i ;
< g a magazine, unauthor i i i
Dockets Discussed: . Tor: :;Ihar:i\ c:;t]at»on (SAS). This was a violation of License Condition 2.E lo‘rzgi’h?r\: ‘t%":\‘émgz %’L‘,’Q’,},";Zme secondary
: security plan; however, sil i i ’ " 3 ission-approved
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 teqyu!red. ty pl er, since the licensee implemented appropriate corrective actions, no respggse was”
12/08/1998 1998023 Prl: PLTSUP NRC NEG Prl: SC  Generally weak corrective actions for a contamination zone - .
Sec: Sec: The immediate corfective actions associated with w; {
ater leaking | i ;
Dockets Discussed: . adequate. However, the corrective actions resulting from g lfom an esiablished contamination zone were
Ter: leaking from the contamina g from pravious incidents wete weak, as evidenced by water
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 ; ination zone. Y

.

10/13/1998 1998022-04 Prl: PLTSUP Licensee - NCV Pri: 24 Fallure to malntaln PASS at the apporpriate priority to ensure oparablility commensurate with saf.
with safety.

Sec: Sec:28  The failure to assign the appropriate priority for i i

N ) performing mainte, : . .
Dockets Discussed: Ter: SA mh?s \:a'?‘ui‘dgnufged as a noncited violation of Technicgl Specil{:?%?\?d‘fi gﬁﬁ'dmae"i:\ffm'c"eg A
05000397 WASHINGTON NUCLEAR 2 stontwih Section VLB.1ofthe Enorcement Polcy. Rolabilty and avaiabily of t post accdant samping

system had been adversely impacted by both repetitive limit swi i

ste bothre, switch failures and untimel i

&%ont{aﬂac‘ed upon Qaintenance of the limit switches left the systemin a degraded conyd:t'i‘::\n;gﬁgce. b

A ge @ for appro. mately 2 months, until the failure of a quarterly operability surveiltance el e:Sn o st
ubsequent actions were more timely and comprehensive to address the reliability concems evatednoissue.

‘ Item Type (Compliance,Fonowup.Omel). From 10/01/1938 To 0710\.11999
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~ Legend

Type Codes: Templato Codes: ’ Functional Areqs:

BU  Bulletin 1A Normal Operations 0PS Operations
CDR  Construction 1B Operations During Transients MAINT  Maintenance
DEV  Devialion 1C  Programs and Processes ENG Engineering
EEl  Escalated Enforcement ltem 2A  Equipment Condition PLTSUP  Plant Suppon
{Fi Inspector {ollow-up item 2B  Programs and Processes OTHER  Other

LER Licensee Event Report . |8A  Work Perlormance .
LIC  Licensing Issue 3B KSA v
MISC Miscellaneous =~ 3C  Work Environment J -

MV Minor Violation 4A  Design

NCV  NonCited Violation 4B  Engineering Support

NEG Negative 4C  Programs and Processes

NOED Notice of Enforcement Discretion SA  ldentification

NON Notice of Non-Conformance SB  Analysis

OTHR Other SC  Resolution

P21 Pan21

POS  Positive

SGl  Safeguard Event Report

STR  Strength ID Codes:

URI  Unresolved item NRC NRC

VIO  Violation Self Sell-Revealed

WK  Weakness Liconsee  Licenses

EEls are apparent violations of NRC Requirements that are being considered for escalated enforcement action in accordance witl . :
Enforcement Action® (Enforcement Policy), NUREG-1600. However, the NRC has not reached its final enforcement decision on g;higst?e?i(:j’:;ﬁsl!zctjegmm OF Folicy and Procedure for NRC
modified when the final decisions are made. 16d by the EEls and the PIM entres may be

URIs are unresolved items about which more information is required to determine whether the issue in question is an acceptable i iati
may also be a potential violation that is not likely to be considered for escalated enforcement action. However, the NRC hgs not :Lz?’.‘:ddewauon, a fonconfor
entries may be modified when the final conclusions are made.

3 C mance, or a violation.
Its final conclusions on the issues, andht?\g P‘l\MURl

Item Type (Compliance,Followup,Other), From 10/01/1998 To 07/01/1999
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ENCLOSURE 2
WASH. NUCLEAR PROJECT

Inspection / Activity Plan
09/01/1999 - 03/31/2000

Number of NRC Planned Dates Inspection
[Units ] inspection Activity } | Title } [_Inspectors / Individuals Start End Type
2 IP 73753 Insetvice Inspection 1 09/27/1999  10/01/1999 Cote
2 IP 81700 Physical Security Program For Power Reactors 1 10/25/1999  10/29/1999 Core
2 IP 40500 Effectiveness Of Licensee Process to Identify, Resolve, And Pravent Problems 2 01/10/2000  01/14/2000 Core
2 IP 84750 Radioactive Waste Treatment, And Effluent And Environmental Monitoring 1 01/10/2000 0171412000 Core
2 IP 86750 Solid Radioactive Waste Management And Transportation Of Radioactive Mate 1 01/10/2000 01/14/2000 Core
2 IP 40500 Effectiveness Ol Licensee Process to Identify, Resolve, And Prevent Problems 2 0172412000  01/28/2000 Core
2 1P 83750 Occupational Radiation Exposure 1 02/07/2000 0211 172000 Core
2 1P 82701 Operational Status Of The Emergency Preparedness Program 1 02/28/2000  03/03/2000 Core
2 1P 37001 10 CFR 50.59 Safety Evaluation Program 1 02/28/2000 03/17/2000 Core
2 1P 93809 Safety System Engineenng Inspection (SSES) 5 02/28/2000 03/17/2000 Core

W

This report does notinclude INPO and OUTAGE activities.

This report shows only on-site and announced inspection procedures.




