
.. - . . . - . . - . - . . . . - - - - - _ - - - - - -

i

1.

..

JAN 271992 1

Docket Nos. 50-498
t50-499
:- License Nos. NPF-76

NPF-80
,

{
Houston Lighting & Power Company i

ATTN: Conald P. Hall, Group *

Vice President, Nuclear !
. P.O. Box.1700
Houston, Texas 77251 |

Gentlemen: 1

SUBJECT: NRC INSPECTION REPORT NO. 50-498/91-35;50-499/91-35(NOTICEOF ;

VIOLATION)-
'

This refers to the special _ inspection conducted by Mr. J. I. Tapia of this !

office during the period December 26, 1991 through January 3,1992. The
inspection included a review of activities authorized for your South Texas
Project. At:the conclusion of:the inspection, the findings were discussed- (
with you and'those members of , ".sr staff identified in the enclosed report. :

:

The area examined during the' inspection included onsite followup of the Unit 2 i,

reactor trip which occurred-on December 24, 1991. The inspection consisted of
'

selective examination of procedures and representative records, interviews with t
'

personnel, and observations of activities in progress.

-On the' basis of the results of. this inspection, certain of your activities '

appeared to be in _ violation of NRC requirements, as _ specified in the enclosed
NoticeofViolationL(Notice). The violation' relates to.the identification that
the.as-built-condition of the pressuriter spray valve assemblies was different ;

from the previously reviewed and approved, vendor supplied design drawings. |

The violation is of concern because discrepancies between. approved design
documents and'as-built conditions can adversely sffect quality-related components.
In this instance, the nonconforming as-built design directly contributed to the

/ occurrence of a reactor trip and engineered safety features actuation. This -

event also demonstrated a weakness in the area of maintenance implementation.
Prior maintenance on these valves provided several opportunities to' identify .
the discrepancy;~ however, your staff failed to identify the difference between J
the vendor mal drawing;and the field conditions. In our view, the use of *

referen% t? s indor wnals, as opposed to specific work instructions in the :'

;subjec' servicst requesti, contributed to the circumstances which caused the
violat 6 .o'oc ur.

In additicn we concludeo that. operator actions in _ response to the depressurization
event were adequate.-_ However..not all.. expected plant responses occurred as the-
. result of /mplementing thel off-normal procedure. This is indicative of.the
Lneed for reevaluating the adequacy of the procedure'and for~ obtaining a thorough -

: understanding'of-the actual plant hydraulic response to a stuck open spray. valve.'
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Houston Lighting & Power Company 2--

You are required to respond to this letter and should follow the instructions ,

specified in the enclosed Notice when preparing your response. In your
response, you should document the specific actions taken and any additional
actions you plan to prevent recurrence. You should also includa a description
of action taken to ensure that all reactor coolant system hydraulic responses
are adequately anticipated and controlled.

In accordance with 10 CFR Part 2.190 of the NRC's " Rules of Practice," a copy of
this letter and its enclosures will be placed in the NRL Public Document Room.
The response directed by this letter and enclosed Notice are not subject to the
clearance procedures of tho Office of Management and Budget as required by the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, PL 96-511.

Should you have any questions concerning this inspection, we will be pleased to
discuss them with you.

Sincerely.

Ortycl kned By
A 8. BEACH

A. Bill Deach, Director
Division of Reactor Projects

Enclosures:
Appendix A - Notice of Violation
Appendix B - NRC Inspection Report :

50-498/91-35
'

50-499/91-35 w/attachnent '

cc w/ enclosures:
Houston Lighting & Power Company
ATTN: William J. Jump, Mana5er

Nuclear Licensing
- P.0; Box 289
Wadswcrth, Texas 77483

- City of Austin
Electric Utility Department
ATTN: 'O. C Lanier/M. B. Lee

- P.O. Bcx 1088
Austin, Texas -78767

City-Public Service Board-
ATTN: R. J. Costello/M. T. Hardt
P.O. Box 1771
San Antonio, Texas 78296'
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Houston Lighting & Power Conpany -3- j

:

1

Newman & Holtringer, P. C. ;

ATTN: Jack R.-Newman, Esy. !
1615 L Street, NW I

Washington, D.C. 20036 ]

Central Power and Light Company
ATTN: D. E. Ward /T. M. Puckett .

P.O. Box 2121 ,

Corpus Christi Texas 78403
*

INP0
Records Center

- 1100 Circle 75 Parkway
' Atlanta, Georgia _30339-3064

i

Mr. Joseph M. Hendrie
50 Bellport Lane
Be11 port, New York 11713

Bureau of Radiation Control <

State of Texas '

1101 West 49th Street *

Austin, Texas _78756
,

Judge', Matagorda County :
.

'

Matagorda County Courthouse
- 1700 Seventh Street :

'

Bay City. Texas .77414

Licensing Representative
Houston Lighting & Power Company

- Suite 610
Three Metro Center
Bethesda, Maryland 20814 ;

Houston Lighting & Power Conpany
ATTN: Rufus S. Scott, Associate

General Counsel
P.O. Box 61867
Houston,' Texas -77208

bccitoDMB(IE01)
r

- bec distrib. by RIV: -

,

R. D. Martin Resident inspector
'

DRP. Section Chief (DRP/0) ,

DRS MIS System
DRSS-RPEPS .Lisa Shea, RM/ALF
Rly File

.

R. Bachmann, 0GC
RSTS Operator Project Engineer (DRP/0) !
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