--—?-——--r——uw”-———_--ﬂ-.-:—q——-—-——s—r—r-’—.rmr e e T - PN . T R ERRREREERRR

Docket No. 50-458 FEB 6 1982
| icense Na. NPF.47
£A 91-132

Gulf States Utilities
ATTIN: James C, Deddens
Senfor Vice President (RENG)
p.0, Box 220
St. Francisville, Louisiana 70775

Gentlemen:
SUBJECT: NRC INSPECTION REPORT NO, 50-458/91-26

Thank you for your letters of December 20, 1991, and January 20, 1992, in
response to our letter and Notice of Violatir: dated November 26, 1991, and our
discussions, We have reviewed y ur replies and find them responsive to NRC
concerns and questions, We will review the implementation of your corrective
actions during a future inspection t{ .etermine that full compliance has been
achieved and will be maintained,

Sincerely,
Original Signe

L.A Kmyg//

A, Bi1) Beach, Director
Division of Reacior Projects

cc:

Gulf States Utilities

ATTN: J. E. Booker, Manager-
Nuclear Industry Relations

P.0. Box 2951

Beaumont, Texas 77704

Winston & Strawn
ATTN: Mark J. Wetterhahn, [Esq.

1401 L Street, N.W,
Wasnington, D.C, 20005-3502
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Gulf States Utilities

Gulf States Utilities

ATTN: Les England, Director
Nuclear Licensing

P.0O. Box 220

St, Francisville, Louisiana 70775

Mr. J. David McNeill, 111

William G, Davis, Esq.

Departmenc of Justice

Attorney General's Office

P.0, Box 94095

Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70804-9095

H, Anne Plettinger
3456 Villa Rose Drive
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70806

President of West Feliciana

Police Jury

P.0. Box 192!

St. Francisville, Louisiana 70775

Cajun Electric Power Coop, Inc,
ATIN: Philip G, Marris

10719 Afrline Highway

P,0, Box 15540

Baton Rouge, Louisisna 70895

Glenn Miller, Administrator
Radiation Protection Division

P.0. Box 82135

Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70884-7135

bee to DMB (1E01)

bce Aistrib, by RIV:

R, D, Martin

ORP

Lisa Shea, RM/ALF
DRES-RPEPS

g;gjoct Engineer (ORP/C)

Senior Resident Inspector, Fort Calhoun

Resident Inspector

Section Chief (DRP/C)

MIS System

RSTS Operator

RIV File

Senior Resident Inspector, .ooper
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January 20, 1992
RBG- 36,275
File No. 5%.5, ul5.4.1

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Document Control Desk
Washington, D.C, 20555

Gentlemen:

Rive, Bend Station - Unit |
_Docket No, SQ-458/91-26

Gulf States Utlities Company provided its response to the Notice of Violation
contained in Inspection Report 50-458/91-76 in a letter datea NDecember 20, 1991.
Mr. Phil Harrell, of NRC's Region IV, requested additional information
concerning our initial response. The following information is provided as
requested.

GSU will perform the b* *-ogen mixing system test, wvhich is referred to in
Attachment 1 to our initia: respor.se letter, during t%¢ fourth refueling outage
schedule to begin in March, 1927, This test will be performed on an !8 month
basis as part of the emergency core nov * ~ test. (ISU also confirms that we will
revise documentation to clearly d- .. ¢« DIydrogen igniter system function as
redundant to the combus.ible gas . .o = t%n function during a LOCA. This
October 23, 1991, and was documented in the NRC's letter 10 GSU dated
November 26, 1991. GSU will include this information in the next revision to
the Updated Safety Analysis Report (USAR) scheduled for submittal prior to
August 29, 1992,

If you have any additional questions piease contact David Lorfing at (504) 381-
4157,

H I'

-
Qld 2% ot b R‘f Manager - Oversight
1

River Bend Nuclear Group
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(o NE( Resident Ir SPECLor
P.O. Box 105]
St. Francisville, LA 70775
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NRC PAGE 2

GSU believes that the actions taken as described 'n Attachments | and 2 are
prompt and extensive. These actions have not resulted in the identification of any
programmatic deficiency in either the design process used during construction,
the design process currently being used, or the preoperational test program.

GSU also performed a detailed safety assessment of the condition described in the
Notice of Violauon. Details concerning this assessment are provided in LER 91-
17 Revision 1. The assessment included a license basis analysis, mechanistic
analysis, human reliability analysis, and & probabilistic risk assessment. The
conclusion of this assessment was that the safety significance of the condition was
low.

Should you have any questions concerning this request, please contact Mr. L A,
England at (504) 381-4145.

Sincerely,

W Loidwr
J.C. Deddens
Sr. Vice President

o River Bend Nuclear Group
P /&(27 |
WHO/LAE/PDG/GAB/YRH/DNL/kvm

Attachments

Enclosures

ce: Regional Administrator
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
611 Ryan Plaza Dnive, Suite 400
Arlington, TX 76011

NRC Resident Inspector
P.O. Box 1051
St. Francisville, LA 70775



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMIBSION

BTATE OF LOUIBIANA )
PARIBH OF WEST FELICIANA )
Docket No. 50-458
In the Matter of )
GULF STATES UTILITIES8 COMPANY )

{River Bend Station - Unit 1)
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Attachment 1
Rrp'\ to Notice of Violation §0-45K/91.26
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Attachment |
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Attachment |
tested the LOCA overnide feature. This 1s supported by the re
testung that was performed to clear test except PT-254-TE- 1%
for the inlet valves
In conclusio t 18 apparent that if SWE ad followed procedures and work practices, and
mpiemented Ine design change properiy; Lie system would have been correctly built and te
‘ ['he primary root cause s the fallure to properly impiement the design change to the outlet v
- 1
: - " "
CORRECTIVESTEPS WHICH HAVE BEEN TAKEN AND THE RESULTS ACHIEVED
rror was discovered, in accordance with the requirement of the Tecl
Secnon A.UO.4 the hvar gCn mix E system was declar-1 noperapic and the ;”hl
Cur sRUldowl miting NAInon 1or operatior (LCO) action statement at 21.
M IR
- he short-term corrective action was to revise SGP-0040 1o provide operalors with a method
bypass the LOCA signal to the outlet valves s would permit opening of the valves post
LOCA (his method would only beé used when required by | mergency Uperating Procedure
EOP)-002, "Prnimarv Containment Contro Following the incorporation of this method int
¥ ‘
the procedures, the LCO wa ared at UlL0 hours on UM/ 19/Y
L he ong-term Corrective actic wa nodily the wiring 10 pern ne opening of the outie
" alves posi-LOCA i was ( pieted dunng the n yCie 4 outage which dega n
sepliember 199 ] Modificatior ‘H:vg.‘ ICS MR) 914 ) npiemented this change. sSubsequent
testing confirmed that the outlet valves now conform to the design requirements




Attachment |
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Attachment 2

Answer 1o NRC Letter dated November 26, 1991

REFERENCE

oHowiIng 10 atl [ VIiaed 10 gIve YOu & ¢ compiete description of GSU's corrective
acuons NRC's enforcement manual (at 4-7) indicates that a licensee's corrective actions are
0 e considered only after it nas ¢ Car naerstandn B the sCope Of the v olation’

On September 1%, 1991, the condition described in the Notice of Violation was identified by
GSU and reported 1o the NR( Once 1iconufied, GSU ook immediate action to correct the
onaition res ng in the ny e XINg sysiem being returned to an operable status ir
approximately ten hours rollowing mtia! action, GS! npiemented an action pian t
xermanently correc ¢ concerr a entity the root cause. GOSU entered a planned outage o
September 22, 1991, which lasted until October 8, 1991 Even th WEN Consideradie resources
were dedicated to planned outage activities, GSU also pursuex

¢ hydrogen mixing valves. This resulted in a permanent iificat o th

o | a IRt MOGIHICanon 10 tne ".\a‘i-"\’!.fl“". Mmixing
vaive | ¢ design which will allow with a LOCA signal present 'he
valves were subsequently tested 1o Simultaneously, GSI periormed
a comprenensive root cause evaluation as descnped 1in Attachmen! For corrective actions to
De etfecuive root cause evaiuatior st De periormed prio piemeniation of acuons
pBecause this design error occurred approximate S1X ¢ars ago daurnng anstruchion
eterminauon of the cause of the event was difficult L he evaluatio nciuded review i
gocuments and censing documents as weg as interviews wilh personne
ny Wt the process. in addition to evaiuating design frocess, an evaluation of
ne (€St progra Vi nd (o {! uuator discussed 1n Attacnment
€ preoperational Progre not disCover ne condaiion because the 1e W cO icled
ensure that the design features fur ned as retlected the electng giementary diag 1
i e NL with the descnpuor [ the Syslic I mnal i€ Juiremenis ¢
SAR S Lo 2.4 L9 W N states tha A S1ve an( ErioCks unctio
4 S PEC T i giementary gran BeCaust n¢ ICSI1§ , escrbbed
o} niar \gran ide a LOUA erriae 1 { cl ine preoperatio
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Attachment 2

test program ~ould not have been expected to identify the omission. GSU has confidence that
the preoperational test program properly tested systems as designed in elementary diagrams.
This 1s supported by the fact that the inlet valves were tested properly. GSU further believes
that its actions relative to review of logic and elemer.iuiy diagrams will identify any additional
errors in elementary diagrams. If any additional errors are found which might impact system
function, a review of the preoperational test for that system will be conducted 1o ensure that the
system was appropriately tested and will function properly. Based on the above, GSU had
decided prior to the enforcement conference that, while the preoperational test did not identify
the problem, it was not the direc. cause of the problem nor was it a contributing factor. The
reason that the preoperational test did not identify the problem was known and no further
corrective action with respect to the preoperational test program was determined to be warranted
at that time.

In addition to the actions described above, GSU had, prior to the enforcement conference,
performed a review of logic and elementary diagrams with LOCA override features. GSU also
had initial discussions with the RBS architect/engineer concerning a review of other logic and
elementary diagrams. These actions are discussed in Attachment 1. Other actions completed
prior to the enforcement conference included preparation of LER 91-17.

Table 1 (attached) gives the approximate dates of actions and events. GSU believes that the
corrective actions described above were extensive and were promptly implemented as can be
seen in the information in the table. Until GSU reconciled any differences between the I SKs
and ESKs, no meaningful action plan regarding preoperational testing based on ESKs could be
formulated. To the extent that LSKs and ESKs depict correct and identical logic, it does not
matter upon which preoperational testing is based. GSU has confidence in the preoperational
testing of systems because our review to daw has found no other significant differences between
LSKs and ESKs. As described in Attachment 1, correct ESKs resulted in appropnate
preoperational testing.

We therefore conclude that GSU's corrective ~2tions are being appropriately formulated and are
timely.
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