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NOTE TO: James L. Blaha, Assistant for Operations
Office of the Executive Director
for Operations

FROM: James G. Partlow, Associate Director
for Projects
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

SUBJECT: UPDATE STATUS OF REACTORS FOR MARCH 12, 1992
BEVILL HEARING

Enclosed is the update package for the requested plants per EDO
Green Ticket 0007506. Only the following plan*s had a change
from your most current informat‘on:

Fermi 2 Salem Units 1 and 2
Fort St. Vrain Sequoyah Units 1 and 2
Hope Creek Units 1 and 2 Shoreham
Midland Vogtle Units 1 and 2
Oyster Creek Watts Bar Units 1 and 2
Rancho Seco Yankee Rowe

Qriginal Signed by:

James 3. Partlow, Associate LDlrector
for Projects
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosure:
Update Package

ce: J. Sniezek

H. Thompson

T. Murley

F. Miraglia
CONTACT:
Ron Villafranco, NRR
504~1201
RISTRIBUTION:
PRAS R/F R. Wessman E. Tana (G.T. 0007506) tr
PMSB R/F R. Villafranco T. Murley/F, Miraglia ﬁ;gtPl.)ze blige
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FERMI-2

Reactor Type: BwR Vendor: Gf Size: 1093 Mwe

0

IERENT OPERAY A

Plant currently operating at power,

o CURBENT 1SSUES

-

Power uprate evaluation ongoing. Fermi-2 is the lead plant.
Licensing backlog 1s low, with no ftems greater than two years in age.

Licensee 15 working with Chem-huclear of I111inois to resolve a low
Tevel waste storage issve,

o BLCENT LICENSEE PERFORMANCE

Plant operations have been good with continuing improvement in all
areas. Operator performance in abnormal situations 1s good and day-to-
Gay activities are improving.

Historically, inadequate and slow corrective actions to inspection
findings.

During the Main Transformer #2A replacement in the December 199)
outage, @ mobile crane contacted one of the 120-kV transmission )ines
with no plant damage or personnel injuries occurring.

Licensee continues to have difficulties in implementing changes to
their Technica) Specifications,

Last SALP evaluation, May 1981, resulted in:
*1* in Security and Radiological Controls; and,
*2" for Emergency Preparedness, Operations, Engineering and

Technical Support, Maintenance and Surveillance, and Safety
Assessment and Quality Verification.

| CONTACT:
| 7. Colburn
| $04-134) February 1992




FORT ST. VRAIN

Reactor Type: High Temperature Gas Vendor: General Stze: 330 Mwe

Atomics

CURRENT OPERATING STATUS

Permanently shut down on August 18, 1989,
Over 1/2 of core is defueled.
A Possession Only License was issued May 21, 1991.

Licensee is preparing to decommission the facility and is
disposing of some unneeded components.

Licensee plans to repower the facility by installing a gas-fired
boiler to drive the existing turbine-generator,

CURRENT JSSUES

Licensee has contract with DOE to ship spent fuel to DOE-Ildaho.
However, Governor Andrus of Idaho notified the licensee that Idaho
will not allow the shipment. Idaho is in court challenging
shipment of fuel to DOE-Idaho as a violation of Federal law.

Three spent fuel shipments were made to DOE-Idaho before a Court
Order was issued which prevented further shipment.

The licensee has completed and is now placing spent fuel in an
Indezendont Spent Fuel Storage Facility Installation (ISFSFI)
which can store the fuel until a Federal Repository is available.
Of 247 total shipments (1iner plus spent fuel):

85 shipments now in ISFSI

2 shipments in transit to ISFSI

65 shipments in spent fuel storage wells
3 shipments received at DOE-ldaho

92 shipments remain in core

- - L d - °

NRR and NMSS are roviouing the Decommissioning Plan which proposes
immediate dismantlement (DECON).

RECENT LICENSEE PERFORMANCE

CONTACT:

Headquarters and Regional staff are monitoring the licensee's
efforts to plan and carry out decommissioning and the transfer of
spent fue! to the ISFSFI,

Peter Erickson, NRR/PONP March 2, 1992

504-1101




HOPE CREEK GENERATING STATION
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Lonservative and safety conscious attitude Good
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period which ended April 14, 1991. GPUN

y 1 in Emergency Preparedness In a1l other
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SALEM NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION
UNITS 1 AND 2

MWe (Net
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, the main turbine trips at Salem 2,

amaging the three low pressure turbines, the

ene ) X C . The reactor tripped as designed and was

juently plac shutdown Region dispatched an AIT to

tigate the event. ‘e AIT ‘ound equipment failures and personnel
were main contributors to the event

experienced a reactor trip on June 16, 1991. when } ightning
e B main power transformer.
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rently operating at 100% power and has

level since completing its last refuel
'S age
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.
ng down for its next refueling outage
March 13, 1992. Unit 2 has been on line
11Ch exceeds Vogtle's prior record of 27¢
1

rently at 88% power due to fuel depletion
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-ial team inspection in August 1990, the
oncluded that licensee officials provided
unsworn, oral statcmrents conZerning topics
responsibilities. During its exit
in 1ts nspection report January 11, 1931
] 9¢ the team cited fcur examples
arding ( con \nmen isolation valves (2) snubber
uperintendent ahhu“ntatAllty,
';gatwOﬁ 3.0.3 actions. After
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amples which eakheq different ccnclusxuns from those
the inspection report. The NRC decicded not to issue
enforcement action for the violations of 10 CFR
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1 that, in October 1988, chemical injection

,:quz.ed by Technical Spekz‘.caL‘,us to be
and locked during shutdown were intentionally
opened to facilitate operations. The NRC issued
Demands for Information to Georgia Fower Company and
three operators on June 3, 1991. Writte: responses
were received August 28, 1991. After an enforcement
conference held con September 19, 1991, NRC issued a
Level III violation and a proposed civil penalty of

<0
s O

0




S‘ALJ,'»J». .

on December 31, 19%1. The licensee denied
the viclation in their response dated January 30, 1992,
The NRC 1s reviewing the Georgia Power letter and is
drafting a response. The NRC sent letters to the three
individuals stating that no enforcement action would be
takcn and indicating that their performance in this
matter had not met expectations. Mr. R. P. McDonald,
Executive V.P., wrote a letter to Chairman selin on
February 3, 1922, stating that they believed the
enforcement action is an example of inappropriate
requlatory action. ‘he Office of Enforcement has
provided the Chairman with a draft response back to Mr.
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ictober 26, 9 ¢ 11 i was shutdown
efueling 3 hi ) C y was lost
minutes during draindown to replace the vessel
loss was due to a common mode failure of
cavity level instruments. All level
provided inaccurate indications because
wére vented to the pressurizer head and a negative
ssure was drawn on the pressurizer when Health
1Cs connected a fan and HEPA filter to collect
lal releases in conjunction with an activity
aused a decrease in water level. The false
s allowed cavity levels at or near mid-loog
§ evidenced by cavitation of the RHR pump.

discovery of the problem, appropriate wvater level
re-establisheu using the other RHR pump. The NRR
patched an augmented inspection team (AIT) to review

incldent. Following issuance of the AIT's report,
enforcement panel was held to consider procedure and
‘eporting deficiencies and inadequate systm
modification controls. These were determined to be
Severity Level IV and no escalated enforcement was
imposed.
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On July 3, 1991, the licensee discovered that its
calibration procedure did not include a hydrostatic
head correction factor for the st tirc column of water
in the instrument tubing used to sense pressurizer
pressure. The effect of this oversight was that the
small break LOCA, as analyzed in the FSAR, exceeded 10
CFR 50.47% criteria. The NRC starf identified three
violations in Inspection Report 50~424,425/91-15. At
an enforcement conference August 19, 1991, the licensee
discussed Westinghouse's subseguent reevaluation of the
small break LOCA analysis using m re realistic but
conservative assumptions regarding the timing of
adverse conditions in the containment. The new




onstrated compliance with 10 CFR 50.46,
Jevel IV violation was cited.
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YANKEE ROWE
Westinghouse PWR - 175 MWe

1. CURRENT OPERATING STATUS

The Ticensee voluntarily shut the plant down on October 1, 199], after
issuance of our September 30, 1991, Memorandum to the Commission
recommending such a shutdown. By letter dated October 25, 1991 ihe
Ticensee further committed not to continue to seek a restart of the plant
prior to tie scheduled April 1992 outage. On February 26, 192 the
licensee announced that the plant is to be permanently shutdown. The
Ticensce cited economics and regulatory uncertainty as the key factors for
its decision The 570 employees of Yankee Atomic were assured that the‘r
employment would continue at least until the end of 1992. The NRC was
informed tSat the licensee will seek a Possession Only License, in the
rear fulure, as the first step towards decommissioning.

Contact: M, Fairtile 504-1442 February 27, 1992



