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PART I8 - EXEMPTIONS
Records subject 10 the request that are described in the enclosed Appendix(es) I are being withheid in their entirety or in part under the
Exemption No.(s) and for the reason(s) given below pursuant to 5 U.5.C. 552(b) and 10 CFR 9,17(a) of NRC regulations.
1. The withheld information is properly classified pursusnt to Executive Order, (Exemption 1)
2 The withheld infarmation relates solely 1o the internal personnel rules and procedures of NRC  (Exemption 2)
3 The withheid nformation is specifically exempted from public disclosure by statute indicated. (Exemption 3)
Sections 141.146 of the Atomic Energy Act, which prohibits the disciosure of Restricted Data or Formerly Restricted Data (42 U.S.C. 2161.2185).
Section 147 of the Atomic Energy Act, which prohibits the disciosure of Unclassified Safeguards information (42 US.C 2167).
The withheld niormation is a trade secret or commercial or financial information thaﬂt'xs being withheld for the reason(s) indicated. (Exemption 4}
The information is considered to be conhidential business (propnetary) information
The information is considered to be proprietary information pursuant to 10 CFR 2 790(di(1)
The information was submitted and received in confidence pursuant to 10 CFR 2 780(4)(2)
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Delibarative Process Disclosure of predecisional information would tend 1o inhibit the open and frank exchange of eas essential to the deliberative process
X X | Where records are withheld in their entirety. the facts are inextrcably intertwined with the predecisional information There also are no reasonably segregable factual
portions because the release of the facts would permit an indirect inquiry into the u(oq!f,!'m‘onu process of the agency 7 .
Attorney work product privilege (Documents prepared by an atlormey n contemplaton of htigation
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Attorney-client privilege. (Confidential co cations b y an attorney and his/her client )
'8  The withheld mformstion s exempted from public disclosure because its disclosure would result in @ clearly unwatranted invasion of personal privacy (Exemption 6)
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I Disclosure would constitute an unwarranted nvasion of personal privacy. (Exemption 7(C))
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Re: FOIAR-95-262

APPENDIX H

DOCUMENTS BEING PLACED IN THE PDR

DRTE

3/15/93

7/21/93

Q7/13/9%4

R7/29/94

R8/03/94

R8/31/94

R9/26/94
10/04/94

12/02/94

12/09/94

Re/09/9%5

R2/10/95

Undated

DESCRIPTION

Memorandum from Partlow to Lieberman (2
pages)

Memorandum from Collins to Rdensam (4
pages

Memorandum from Taylor to Jordan (1
page)

Letter from Taylor to Watkins (32 pages)

Memorandum from Williamson to Callan
transmitting OI Report of Investigation
(86 pages)

Letter from Mattia to Peterson (5
pages)

E-mail from Roe to Lieberman (1 page)
E-mail frcm HMall to Beall (1 page)

Memorandum from Taylor to The Chairman,
et al. (2 pages)

Memorandum from Hoyle to Taylor (1
page)
E-Mail from Olson to Beall (1 page)

Memorandum from Taylor to The Chairman,
et al. (3 pages)

Memorandum from Taylor to The Chairman,
et al. (2 pages)
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Re: FOIA-95-262

APPENDIX 1
DOCUMENTS BEING WITHHELD IN THEIR ENTIRETY
NUMBER DATE DESCRIPTION
1. 11/23/94 Draft SECY-94-28%, subject: Proposed

Civil Penalties concerning violations at
the Cooper Nuclear Station (4
pages)..with attached draft letter from
James '.. Milhoan to Buy Horn regarding
Notice of Violation and Proposed
Imposition of Civil Penalties (18 pages)
Exemption 5
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dune 9, 1998 EREEDOM OF INFORMAT 1L

e ACT REQUEST

' -95- 262
Carlton Kammerer HoTA-95 ab
Director, Division of Freedom of Ru‘cl— b~ 12-95

Infcrmation & Publications Services
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Administraticn
Mail Stop T6E4
Washington, D.C. 20555

Re: Freedom of Information Act Request
Dear Mr. Kammerer:

Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. § 552(a) (3) and 10 CFR § 9.23(b),,
1 request copies of any NRC documents to include, but not limited
to, notes, meeting minutes, transcripts, recordings, summaries,
electronic messages (E-mail), drafts, reports, and memoranda that
contain factual information that formed the basis of, or relate
to, the following reports or other documents regarding Nebraska
Public Power District’s ("NPPD") Cooper Nuclear Power Station
(Docket No. 50-298):

(1) NRC Systematic Assessment of Licensee Performance
("SALP") report issued to NPPD in June 1992 for the
period January 19, 1992 to April 24, 1993;

(2) Notice.of Violation and Proposed Imposition of Civil
Penalties, dated March 30, 1993, regarding licensee
letter of December 1, 1992 to NRC that was inaccurate
and incompliete in material respects;

(3) Notice cf Violation and Proposed Imposition of Civil
Penalties, and Inspection Report No. 50-298/93-17,
dated October 12, 1993;

(4) NRC Operational Safety Team Inspection ("OSTI") Report
No. 50-298/93-202, dated December 2%, 1993;

(5) Letter from NRC to NPPD, dated January 25, 1994,
regarding declining trend in Cooper’'s performance;
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(6) Confirmatory Action Letter ("CAL") issued to NPPD on

(7)

(8)

(9)

{10)

(11)

(12)

(13)

(14)

(15)

(16)

(17)

(18)

May 27, 1994;

Confirmatory Action Letter issued to NPPD on June 16,
1994 ;

Letter from the NRC to NPPD, dated June 21, 1994,
regarding declining trend in Cooper'’'s performance;

Confirmatory Action Letter issued to NPPD on July 1,
1994;

Letter from the NRC to NPPD, dated July 29, 1994,
formalizing plans to conduct a special evaluation of
Cooper Nuclear Station;

Confirmatory Action Letter issued to NPPD on August 3,
1954 ;

NRC Inspection Report 50-298/94-14, dated September 2,
1994 ; .

NRC Inspection Report 50-298/94-19, dated September 9,
1994;

NRC Inspection Report 50-298/94-16, dated September 12,
1994 ;

NRC Inspection Report 50-298/94-18, dated September 14,
1994 ; :

Letter from the NRC to NPPD, dated November 29, 1994,
and the Special Evaluation Team ("SET") report
regarding interviews and inspections performed from May
to September 1994;

Notice of Violation and Proposed Imposition of Civil
Penalties, dated December 12, 1994; and

NRC letter to NPPD regarding declining trend in
Cooper's performance, dated February 1, 1995.

In addition, please provide any documents that contain
factual information that formed the basis of, or relate to,
statements made to NPPD eofficials during discussions between NRC
officials and NPPD on the following dates (a brief description of
the discusrions and persons believed to be involved are indicated
in parentheses) :




MoRGAN, LEW:iS & Bockius

Carlton Kammerer -
June 9, 1995 .
Page 3
(1) February 18, 1994 (Ronalé W. Watkins, NPPD President

(2)

(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

and CEO, and Leonard J. Callan, NRC Region IV
Administrator) ;

vune 23, 1994 (Guy R. Horn, NPPD Vice President
nuclear, and Leonard J. Callan, NRC Region IV
Administrator) ;

Week ending July 29, 1994 (NRC Headquarters meeting
with NPFD attended by Region ]V representatives,
including Leconard J. Callan, NRC Regicn IV
Administrator);

September 1, 1994 (Public meeting of NPPD Board of
Directors attended by the Cooper Special Evaluation
Team Manager) ;

November 8, 1994 (NRC public meeting held at the Cooper
Nuclear Station to discuss NPPD's work to resolve
issues necessary for restart of the Cooper plant);

November 17, 1994 (NRC public exit meeting at which SET
results were presented by Ellis W. Merschoff, NRC SET
Manager, and the Executive Director For Operations,
James M. Taylor) ;

Any enforcement conferences held between NPPD and the
NRC between January 1, 1992 and February 21, 1995; and

All NRC restart panel meetings regarding Cooper.

Finally, I request any NRC documents that contain factual
information relating to the following NPPD documents, or any
versions of these documents:

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

The Cooper Nuclear Station Near Term Integrated
Enhancement Program, dated May 20, 1994.

NPPD draft Business Plan dated May 21, 199%§;

NPPD’'s internal Diagnostic Self-Assessment Team report
dated September 1, 1994;

The Cooper Nuclear Station Startup Plan, Revision 1,
dated September 15, 1994; and

Cooper Nuclear Station Performance Improvement Plan,
Phase 1, Revision 2, dated October 6, 1994;
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(6) Cooper Nuclear Station Performance Improvement Plan,
Phase 2/3, Revision 1, dated December 9, 1994; and

(7) Cooper Nuclear Station Startup and Power Ascension
Plan, Revision 3, dated January 31, 1995.

To the extent that the requested iniormation is included in
documents or records that contain the advice, opinions or
recommendat ions of NRC staff, please produce all factual
information that can be reasonably segrégated, in accordance with
10 CFR § 9.19(b).

1 ag:.e in advance to pay any fees associated with this
request up to § 500.00. I request that you notify me if the
coste will be more than $ 500.00. I can be reached by telephone
at (202) 467-7541. Thank you in advance for your assistance.

Sincerely,

=

Scott J. Patterson
Legal Assistant
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Paant March 5, 1993 )

Docket No. 50-298
License No. DPR-46
EA 92-030

MEMORANDUM FOR: James Lieberman, Director
Office of Enforcement

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

SUBJECT: PROPOSED LEVEL JII VIOLATIONS - COOPER NUCLEAR STATION

The Division of Reactor Projects - III/IV/V has reviewed the Regional
Enforcement Recommendation regarding Cooper Nuclear Station. We concur with
the action proposed by the Region.

The review was performed to ensure that the violations were properly evaluated
from an overall agency perspective, and has the concurrence of C. McCracken of
the Division of Systems Safety and Analysis technical staff. NRR believes
that the proposed enforcement action is appropriate and supports it. Our
specific comments on the Enforcement Action are enclosed.

JF_J\‘\Q%
A
0

s G. Partlow
ociate Director for Projects
fice of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosure:
As stated

CONTACT:

H. Rood, NRR
504-1352
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QFFICE OF NRR COMMENTS ON REGIONAL ENFORCEMENT RECOMMENDATION
EA 93-030
Were the violations technically accurate and factual?

Yes.

Did the region properly assess the root causes of the violations and the
adequacy of corrective actions?

Yes.

Were the licensee’s prior and current performance and prior notice of the
violations properly reflected?

Yes, except that our review of Inspection Report 50-298/89-03 indicates that
the discovery of the startup strainer in the fan coil unit in the RHR service
water booster pump room occurred in May 1988, rather than in 1989 as stated on
page 5 of the Enforcement Recommendation Worksheet and page 4 of the letter to
the licensee. Also, on page 4 of the letter to the licensee, there is a
reference to a "coil fan" unit. This should be changed to "fan coil" unit.

Is the regulatory significance of the violations or root causes properly
evaluated?

Yes.

Is the licensee's position, if known, regarding the violations properly
reflected?

Yes,
Is the message given to the licensee appropriate to the situation?
Yes.

Is a significantly different type of enforcement action appropriate (Order,
Suspension, etc.), and if so, why?

No.

Any other comments on factual or technical issues.

The EA number on the NOV should be EA 93-030 rather than EA 93-010. Also, the
NOV on the 50.9 violation states that the licensee's letter of December 1,
1992, was "...inaccurate and incomplete...." We suggest deleting the words
"and incomplete,” since the 50.9 violation is only for inaccuracy.

NRR Office Contact: H. Rood, 504-1352

DATE: 03/12/93
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