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Burns and Roe.Inc.

.s , , . ,.

6C1 wdhamn Boulev.vd a Richvid. wasnington 99352 e Tel. (509) 9434200 '

SubjecL Work Order 3900-4000
Washington Public Power Supply System Main otro

550 KederHamack MoadSupply System Nucient Projcct 2
10CFR21 Reportable Cond1 Lion iiS2 06 Ovaday miu J.6.n omg

#
Remote Shutdown Panel
Responds to: NA

Aut,ue t ,23, 1361
BRGO-RO-62-006
Response Required: NA

Mr. R. H. Engelken
U. S. Nucler.r Regulatory Commission
Region V
1450 Maria Lane, Suite 210
Walnut Creek, California 94596

Dear Mr. Engelken:

This letter is en inform you of a conditica we have
deemcd to be reportable under the guidelines set forth in
10CFR21.

~he concern is tn.,t the remote shutdown panel on
Supply System Nui_16.u 1%,jeut. E,. 2 dues not tneat its design
criteria as to negate its safety function. Two specific concerns
have been identified. Controls rer n valve required to be operable
from the panel do not exist on the panel. Also, power to r. super-
visory panel in the remote shutdown panel originates in the control
room. Complete details are contained in the attached evaluation.

If you have any additional questione, please contact
either A. T. Luksic (309) 943-8243 or G. W. Brastad (509) 943-8242.

Very truly yours,
e .',

('. ./ .. . s .'. ~ . , t. s , , ,
,

U. G. Coin
Licensing Croup Supervisor

WCC:ATL:jk

Attachr.cnt

ec: 8. A. Holmberg - Supply System
R. T. .inhnson - Supply System
J. G. Tellefsca - Supply System
L. C. Floyd - Supply Eyr. tem
E. LeBlanc - Bechtel
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REMOTE SHUTDOWN PANEL

(82-06)

Description of Deficiency'

GE design criteria (22A3085, Sec. 4.1) states that "the remote ahutdown
system shall be designed to control the required shutdown vyatems from
outside the control room irrespective of shorts, opens, or grounds in
control circuits (in the control room)" which we have committed to '

the FSAR (Sec. 7. '+ .1. 4 . b ) .

The remote shutdown panel controls loop B of the standby service water (SSW).
During a Human Factors Engineering Review, it was discovered that therc
did net exist any controls on the remote shutdown panel to operate valve
SW-PCV-38B. During a subsequent review, it was further discovered that
the Supervisory Control Panel CS-2, which controls valves SW-V-28,
SW-V-12B and SW-V-69B, received-its power from the control room.

Both of these conditions made the nystem dependent on the control room
which is a violation of the design criteria for the system.

Date and Method of Discovery

The condition that the control for valve SW-PCV-38B was not on the remote
shutdoln panel was noted during a Hunan Factors Engineering Review and
de,s,umente.1 un July 21, 1902 eu un la t e mol eut:mu uud um P.m-02-1143).
It was detennined to be reportable by Burns and Roe on August 19, 1982.

Analysis of Safely implication

If the control room is evacuated, and it becomes necessary to bring the
reacter to cold shutdown, the spray ponds may not be available. Reactor
decay heat would he dumped to the auppression pool which ultimately lead
to overpressurization of the primary containment.

Correc,tive Action

The design of the remote shutdown panel has been reviewed and no other
deficiencies have been identified. Control switches for SW-PCV-38B will
be located on the remote shutdown panel and power to the supervisory
panel will be supplied f ruut ouLside the cuatrol room.
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2. Date verbal Notification Received .iplSeg,_ /_O, ,, Re.c.e.iye,d By . .I L-L / c)

3. Date Informat. ion Placed in Dai_ly_ Report - &2.3-il
, _ _ ,

4. Name and Address of , Pef.so.n_ _Prov_i,d_ing Verbal Notifica_tio,n,

a) Name_ - f 5 t< G I C..

b) Company and Address - , @ dtf.#2 ,_?. ,$d d'~
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7. Date 5-day Written Report Due - 9 ,. $_3- Date Received - 3 - 2 [ "h 7_. I7 _

8. Mail, Wri_t_tyn Report to_H,Q's and,_0,ther Affected Regions

a) Date Mailed to. HQ's._(Bill Mills) - ,

b) Date, Mailed to Other Regions - ,

Regions Mailed To -

9. Give Wri_t_ ten Repor_t__to Each Region V, Affecte,d_P,rincipal Inspector

a) Date. _G_iyen to Principal Inspector _(s_)_ , _ _ , _

b) Name(s_) of Inspectors Given To - ,,. ,, _ , _ _ _ _ _ _ _

I10. A.dditional Convents - ,_ , ,__ _.
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