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No. 95-09 FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
Tel. 301-415-8200 (Thursday, January 26, 1995)

NRC STAFF PROPOSES TO FINE WOLF CREEK $25,000

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission staff has informed Wolf
Creek Nuclear Operating Corporation (WCNOC) that it proposes to
fine the company $25,000 for an apparent violation of NRC
requirements at the Wolf Creek Nuclear Generating Station near
Burlington, Kansas.

WCNOC has 30 days to respond to the citation. During that
time, it may pay the civil penalty or protest it. If a protest
is denied, the company may ask for a hearing.

This enforcement action results from NRC inspections which
looked into the circumstances of an incident last September 17,
when 9,200 gallons of water - about 10 percent of_the normal ;

inventory -- was pumped out of the reactor coolant system. The )
event happened one day after the plant had been shut down for i

refueling. Operators, responding to control room alarms, halted
the cooling system loss about 66 seconds after it began, and
restored the normal amount of water. There was no damage to the
reactor and no atmospheric release of radiation. No cooling
water escaped from the plant. |

NRC's inspection and WCNOC's investigation determined that
the incident occurred because the operating crew was performing
two essentially incompatible jobs at the same time: (1) bringing
into a service a loop of the system which keeps the nuclear
reactor core cool after a chain reaction has been stopped; and ,

(2) testing a valve which is required to be kept closed when that I

system is being put into operation.

When the valve was opened during testing, it created a
pathway for coolant to be pumped out of the circulating cooling ;

system and into the plant's refueling water storage tank. About !

600 gallons of the total 9,200 gallons of water overflowed out of
the top of this storage tank and into the plant's liquid |

radioactive waste processing system.

NRC Regional Administrator L. J. Callan told WCNOC in a
letter that the agency views this matter seriously for three
reasons: (a) the incident occurred a relatively short time
after plant shutdown, when there was a significant amount of
residual heat in the reactor core; (b) had the event continued,

[h
'

U' U I
9501300132 950126
PDR PRESS R f
HQ-95-09 PDR



_- -

.

.

-2-
,

.

it could have resulted in the loss of emerge
.

in an unnecessary challenge to plant operators. system equipment and complicated a recovery;ncy core coolingand (c) it resulted

Mr. Callan also expressed disappointment that an incident
like this occurred even though WCNOC had taken special steps tocontrol refueling outage activities.
issued advisories about events of this sort and has conveyed itsHe also noted tnat NRC has
controls during the early stages of a shutdown when a plant isconcern to the nuclear industry about the need for tight activitystill cooling down.

WCNOC also has revised its procedures and discussed the eventIn addition to its prompt actions to halt the coolant loss
with all operating personnel and with managers and supervisors

,

the civil penalty being reduced to half the $50,000 base amountWCNOC's prompt response and later corrective measures result d i
.

e n
for a violation of this severity.
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'it could have resulted in the loss of emergency core cooling. j
system equipment and complicated a recovery; and (c) it resulted ~

in an unnecessary challenge to plant operators.
,

'

Mr. Callan also expressed disappointment that an incident
|
,

like this occurred even though WCNOC had taken special steps to :

control refueling outage activities. He also noted that NRC has
- issued advisories about events of this sort and has conveyed its -

,

concern to the nuclear industry about the need for tight activity .

controls during the early stages of a shutdown when a plant is
{still cooling down.
i

! In addition to its prompt actions ~to halt the coolant loss, ,

WCNOC also has revised its procedures and discussed the event
,

with all operating personnel and with managers and' supervisors.
WCNOC's prompt response and later corrective measures resulted in ;the civil penalty being reduced to half the $50,000 base amount ;

for a violation of this severity.
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it could have resulted in the loss of emergency core cooling
system equipment and complicated a recovery; and (c) it resulted
in an unnecessary challenge to plant operators.

Mr. Callan also expressed disappointment that an incident
like this occurred even though WCNOC had taken special steps to
control refueling outage activities. He also noted that NRC has
issued advisories about events of this sort and has conveyed its
concern to the nuclear industry about the need for tight activity
controls during the early stages of a shutdown when a plant is
still cooling down.

In addition to its prompt actions to halt the coolant loss,
WCNOC also has revised its procedures and discussed the event
with all operating personnel and with managers and supervisors.
WCNOC's prompt response and later corrective measures resulted in
the civil penalty being reduced to half the $50,000 base amount
for a violation of this severity.
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