








The attachments to this inspection report summarize the
licensee's exercise objectives and the exercise
scenario.

4. General Cbeyrvations
a. Pruceaures

This exercise was conducted in acco dance with 10 CFR

Part 50, Appendix E requirements, using the licensee's
Generating Stations Emergency Plan (GSEP) and related

implementing procedures,

b.  Qeardination

The licensee's response was coordinated, orderly and,
with several significant evceptions, timely. If
scenario eventeg had been real, the actions taken by the
licensee would have been sufficient to miticate the
accident and allow State and local authorities to take
appropriate actions t “rotect the public's health and
safety.

¢.  Observers

The licensee's controllers and evaluators monitored and
cr ‘tigued this exercise, as was independentl ' done by
8ix NRC observers. The performances of State and local
governments' riesponders in Iowa were evaluated by
representatives of FEMA Region VII, who will document

their findings in a separate report to be issued by
FEMA.

d. Exercise Critigue

The licensee held critiques in each facility with the
participants immediately tollowin? the exercise. The
licens~e conducted a summary critique on April 30,
1992, in order to present its self-‘dentified strengths
and weakresses. The inspectore pre.:nted the NRC's
preliminary findings, which were developed
indeperdently, during an exit interview with the
licensee on April 30, 1992. On May 1, 1992, an
inspector summarized 2 NRC's preliminary inspection
findings at a Public Critique hosted by FEMA Region VII
in Cordova, Illinois.






turbine deck, with the exception of the damage
assessment tean

By #:00 a.m., the center desk Nuclear Station Operator
(NSO) received and relayed the following renorts from
the damage assessment team: an 18 inch crack was
visible in the turbine's casing; pieces of turbine
blades were spread around the area; local radiation
levels were slightly elevated; and no injured personnel
had been found. Several minutes later, another report
was relayed to the SE which indicated the presence of a
hydrogen gas leak. The SE verified that the turbine
deck was being evacuated.

The SE was soon told tnat an injured worker had been
found somewhere on the turbi.e deck and that onscene
personnel had requested an ambulance. The SE directed
his staff to call for an ambulance and to inform
station security and radiation protection staff that an
ambulance was expected,

The SE then announced that he was declaring an Unusual
Event for unspecified "conditions warranting the
increased attention of offsite officials". Two
communicators quickly arrived in the CRS and began
filling out proceduralized message forms to State anuy
NRC officials for the Unusual Event declaration.

The SE was then informed that the victim had no pulse
and was not breathing. It vas uncertain whether the
victim was contaminated by radiocactive material. The
SE was also told that onscene personnel were beginning
attempts to revive the victim. The SE briefly reviewed
the EALs and incorrectly concluded that the Unusual
Event declaration was still adequate.

About five minutes later, a senior reactor operator
scanned the EALs and correctly recommended that an
Alert be declared for a "turbine failure causing casing
penetration", The SE accepted this recommendation and
correctly declared an Alert at 8:10 a.m.

However, the SE failed to recognize that his earlier
Unusual Event declaration was an error. No one stopped
the two communicators from continuing efforts to
complete initial notification message forms for the
Unusual Event and then actempting to contact State and
NRC officials regarding this "underclassification". No
one apparently recognized that the Unusual Event EAL
for "conditions warranting increased attention by
offsite officials" was not egquivalent to the Unusual
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Event EAL for “"transport of a contaminated injured
victim to an offsite medical facility". No one gave
the communicators information to relay to offsite
officials regarding what were the unspecified
"conditions warranting their increased attention",
Consequently, the communicetors proceeded under the
assumption that the discovery of an injured worker
requiring offsite transport constituted *the basis for
the Unusual Event declaration, as indicated by mention
of this victim in the notification messages to State
and ARC officlials.

The failure to halt communicators from continuing
efforte to initially notify State and NRC officials of
:he incorrect Unusual Event declaration was one factor
leading to the untimely initial notifications following
the correct Alert declaration. Another factor wae an
actual operability problem with the dedicated Nucl ' r
Accident Reporting System (HHARS) telephone equipme.,.
linking the CRS with two Illinois agencies, one Iowa
agency and the licensee's System Power Supply Office
(6PS0). The NARS equipment malfunction caused one
communicator to make separate initial notification
calls to those four agencies for both the Unusual Event
and the Alert declarations. The second communicator
focused on injtially notifying NRC officials of these
declarations and succeeded in completing this
rotification in a timely manner.

A licensee is required to have the capability to
initially notify State and local officials within 15
minutes of any actval emergency declaration. Unusual
circumstances, such as a previously undetected
operability problem for a dedicated communications
system, resulting in notifications in excess of this
time limit may be cunsidered acceptable on a case by
case basis, providing that the licensee demonstrated
best efforts to promptly complete the notifications.

Illinois officials were initially notified 30 minutes
after the incorrect Unusual Event declaration, while
Iowa officials were not notified for about 34 minutes.
Illinois officials were initially notified of the
correcc Alert declaration about 68 minutes after that
declaration, while Iowa officials were not notified of
the Alert until about 84 ‘inutes after that
declaration. The failure of CRS personnel to initially
notify Illinois and Iowa officials in a timely manner
following the SE's emergency declarations is an
Exercise Weakness (50-254/92004~01 and 50-265/92004~
01).
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CRS personnel did not seek information from the
accident scene regarding the specific location vhere
the victim had been working or what the onscene
personnel believed had caused the victim's conditi.on,
There was an apparent assumption in the CRS that the
victim had been injured by flying debris. The scenario
postulated that a Site Area Emergency would be declared
per the EAL condition that "toxic or flammable yas
(hydrogen, in this case) in life threatening
concentration was present in a vital area (within the
exciter's housing)". The failures of the SE to
correctly assess accident conditions warranting an
Alert declaration in a timely manner and to seek
additional information from the accident scene in order
to determine the potential for an emergency
reclassification is an Exercise Weakness (50-254/92004~
0z and 50~265/92004~-02) .

Shortly before 9:00 a.m., the Technical Support
Center's (T8C's) Station Director (8D) informed the CRS
that he was ready to relieve the SE of overall command
of onsite emergency response efforts and that TSC staff
were ready to assume their duties. 1In order to
preserve the scenario's timeline and to avoid an
artificial delay ir having TSC staff begin performing
their duties, exercise controllers issued the
contingency message for the Site Area Emergency
declaration to the SD rather than to the SE.

No violations or deviations were identified; however,
two Exercise Weaknesses were identified,

Technical Support Center (TSC)

The TSC was activated following the Alert c.claration
in accordance with procedures. The facility was fully
operational within 30 minutes.

After the SD was given the contingency message to
declare a Site Area Emergency for "toxic or flammable
gas at life threatening levels in a vital area," a
commun.cator was tusked with completing the associated
initial notification message to Illinois and lowa
officials. The communicator encountered the same
operability problem with the dedicated NARS telephone
equipment as did his CRS counterpart. This equipment
problem was repaired during the exercise.

lTowa officials were initially notified of the Site Area
Erergency declaration for Unit 2 conditions roughly 30
minutes after that dec.aration, while Illinois
officials were initially notified within about 40










formed; however, several teams could have been
dispatched in a more timely manner after being briefed.
The director and supervisor maintained adequate
communications with TSC decisionmakers andi kept OSC
staff adequately informed of changing plant conditions.

Approximately 22 inplant teame were dispatched from the
O8C during the exercise. An inspector accompanied one
inplant repair team and observed a number of other
teams as they were being briefed or Jdebriefe. in the
08C, Briefings and debriefings were thorough with
respect to the repair tasks and simulated radiological
conditions. The teams exhibited very good
understandings of their assigned tasxs. Team members
were issued appropriate dosimetry. Teams were
accompanied by RPTs whenever appropriate.

Deployed inplant teams were kept adequately informed of
changing plant conditions. For example, a team sent to
attempt to close several main steam isolation valves
was halted when the associated radiation levels were
correctly determined to have become prohibitive.

There were many instances where inplant teams simulated
the use of protective clothing and self-contained
breathing apparatus. The use of protective clothing
would had added greater realism to the response effort
and allowed a better assessment of the adequacy of
available supplies of these items,.

No violations or deviations were identified.

Emergency Operations Facility (EOF)

The EOF was activated following the Site Area Emergency
declaration. Access control was adequately established
and maintained. 1Incoming staff prepared to perform
their duties in a very efficient, orderly manner.

The Manager [ Emergency Operations (MEO) and his
key aides completed a comprehensive briefing with
the TSC's SD and NRC Site Team representatives
prior to the MEO assuming overall command of the
licensee's response. The MEO had been assured by
his key aices that their groups were adequately
staffed and ready to assume their responsibilities
from TSC counterparts by 10:30 a.m; however, the
TSC's SD correctly requested to maintain command
and control until short term actions associated
with the General Emergency reclassification had
been completed by TSC staff. These actions
included the development of an initial offsite PAR
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No viclations or deviations were identified; however,
one Inspection Follow-up Itewm was identified,

e, Qffsite Radiclogical Survey Teams

The licensee deployed two offsite radiological survey
teams during the exercise. These teams were not
accompanied by NRC evaluators.

Communications between the teams and staff in the TSC
and EOF, wnho were responsible for directing the teams'
activities, were observed. The teams were initially
deployed downwind of the plant site and were later able
to locate and track the simulated plume. Persons
direnting the teams' activities kept the teams
adequately informed of changing plant conditions and
demonstrated proper concern for minimizing the teams'
simulated exposures, which were documented,

No violations or deviations were identified.

f. Jeint Puvblic Information Center (JPIC)

The licensee activated the JPIC, which wae located
adjacent to the EOF, followinyg the Site Area Emergency
declaration. The performance of licensee staff in this
facility was not evaluated during this exercise.

No violations or deviations were identi.ied.

Exercise Objectives and Scenaric Review (IP 82302)

The licensee submitted its proposed scope of exercise
participation, objectives and copies of the scenario within
the established deadlines. The licensee was responsive to
several councerns identified during NRC staff's review of the
objectives and the scenaric.

The most challenging aspect of the scenario was that it
postulated multiple, unrelated egquipment degradations which
warranted Site Area Emergency declarations for each of the
two operating units prior to a General Emergency
declaration. Other challenging aspects of the exercise
included: use of the 0SC, which had been moved in March 1992
to another onsite location; dispatch of approximately 22
inplant teams from the 0SC; use of the CRS; interface with
remotely located and onscene NRC incident responders;
deployment of offsite radiological survey teams; and
activation of the JPIC.

No violations or deviations were identified.
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Exercise Control (IP 82301)

The overall performance of exercise contreollers was good,
No instances were identified where contrcllers improperly
prompted participants to initiate activities which they
might not otherwise have taken.

There were, however, several occasions where controller
intervention was necessary to assure adherence to the
Jcenario's timeline and to support the exercise objectives
of participating State and county agencies. As indicated in
Section 5.a of this report. information in the CRS regarding
the Unit 2 turbine failure was insufficient to allow the {E
to classify the Site Area Emergency, which the scenario
postulated as »eing due to the presence of toxic or
flammable gas at life threatening levels. The lead
controller in the CRS delayed issuing a contingency message
for this emergency reclassification as long as was possible
to allow CRS staff to seek or receive additional information
from the turbine deck. When it became¢ apparent that
insufficient information would be obtained and that the
TSC's SD was ready to assume command and control of onsite
response efforts, a good decision was made to issue the
contingency message for the Site Area Energency declaration
in the TSC, so that transfer of command to the TSC's SD
wiuld not be delayed.

In order to support offsite agencies' exercise objectives,
the scenario included a contingency message for an overly
conservative offsite PAR. The TSC's lead controller
demonstrated good judgement by waiting until decisionmakers
discussed PAR cptions and formulated a procedurally cirrect
offsite PAR hefore issuing the contingency message for the
overly conservative PAR,

No viclations or deviations were identified.

Licensee Critigues (IP 82301)

The licensee's contreollers held critiques with participants
in each facility immediately following the exercise.
Participants were also requested to complete critique forms.
On April 30, a lead controller summarized the licensee's
self-identified performance strengths and weaknesses, which
were in good agreement with the NRC inspection teams'
independent evaluations.

No violations or deviations were identified.
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that bus resulted in a loss of power to one
recirculation pump so that reactor power decreased from
about 100 to ahout 44 percent. The Alert was
terminated after electrical power was restored to the
vital bus and the associated control room annunciators.

On Apri. 10, 1992, an Alert was declared due to a loss
of all Uni- 1 and common panel control room
annunciators. A contractor installing scaffolding had
inadvertently opened a circuit breaker associated with
the power supply to these annunciators as well as a
vital bus. The loss of power to that bus resulted in a
loss of power to one recirculation pump so that reactor
power decreased from about 100 to about 40 percent.

The Alert wae terminated after power was restored to
the vital bus and the associated control room
annunciators.

The EP coerdinators compiled and thoroughly evaluated
all licensee records associated with the six actual
emergency plan activations. Corrective actions were
initiated on several concerns regarding proper
completion of notification message forms to offsite
officials.

No violations or deviations were identified.

Emergency Plan and Procedures

A selected review of Emergency Plan Implementing
Procedures (EPIPs) revieions since November 1991 was
conducted. The '/SC was relocated in March 1992,
Appropriate EPIrs were adequately revised to reflect
the relocation of this onsite facility.

The provisions for assembling and accounting for all
onsite personnel and for evacuating nonessential onsite
personnel were described in seversl EPIPs and
associated checklists. Procedure QEP 400-1, "Plant
Assembly", was revised to indicate the location of the
new 0SC. Procedure QEP 400-2, "Site Evacuation",
included gond guidance to avoid evacuating nonessential
onsite personnel into a greater radiological or
environmental hazard than they might encounter by
remaining in their onsite assembly areas. QEP 400-82,
"Site Evacuation Checklist", included instructions to
have security force personncl patrol the Owner
Controlled Area to assure that persons in that area
would also evacuate the site in the event that
nonessentials within the Protected Area were being
evacuated.
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The LP aspects of several Operating Abnormal (QOA
series) procedurec vere reviewed. QOA 010-10, "Teornado
Warning/Severe Winds", included adequate guidance for
utilizing the plant's public address system to warn
persons in the Protacted and Owner Controlled areas to
immediately seek shelter in the necarest predesignated
location in the event that a tornado was reported to be
approaching the plant site. Subsequent actions listed
in the procedure included references to the EPIPs for
event classification and offsite agency notification,
.8 well as considering the need for a precautionary
assembly of onsite persunnel as one means of
determining whether someone was missing and perhaps
injured.

Procedures QOA 010~5, "Plant Operation with the Control
Room Inaccessible", and QOA 5750U~13, "Toxic Air or
Smoke in the Control Room", adequately referenced the
EPIPs with respect to emergency classification,
notification of offsite agencies and activation of the
licensee's emergency organization.

No violations or deviations were identified.

Erergency Response Facilities, Eqguipment and Supplies

The onsite Emergency Response Facilities (ERFs) were
toured. In March 1992, the OSC was relocated from the
old gatehouse buiiding, which also housed the TS8C, to a
large meeting room in the expanded service lbuilding.
The new OSC was an improvement with reepect to its size
and its proximity to the radiologically contrelled
area's access control point. Relocation of the 0S8C
approximately doubled the amount of floorspace that
could be used for the TSC within the old gatehouse
building. By the time of this inspection, the licensee
had relocated bookcases holding reference documents,
file cabinets, and document reproduction equipment from
the TSC workspace into the adjacent room which had
previously been the OS8C. The licensee also created an
area in the rear of the former OSC as a private meeting
room for NRC Site Team personnel in addition to the
exieting counterpart seating arrangements, The
licensee was considering further modifications of the
internal layout of the old gatehouse building in order
to create an improved TSC workspace.

Records indicated that all required, periodic
inventories of emergency supplies and communications
equipment tests had been conducted since September
1990, These inventories and communications equipment
tests related to the onsite response facilities, the
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QUAD CITIES NUCLEAR POWER STATION
1992 GSEP EXERCISE
APRIL 29, 1992

4. fEmergency Facilities
Objectives

a. Demonstrate the ability to establish minimum staffing
in the TSC and OSC within thirty (30) minutes of an
Alert or higher Classification during a daytime
event in accordance with procedures. (TSC, 0SC)

b. Demonstrate the ability to augment the Control Room
staff within thirty (30) minutes of an appropriate
Emergency Classification in accordance with
procedures. (CR)

¢. Demonstrate the ability to transfer Command and Control
authority from the Control Room to the TSC. (CR, TSC)

d. Demonstrate the ability to transfer Command and
Contro! authority from the TSC to the EOF/CEOF. (TSC, EOF, CEOF)

¢. Demonstrate the ability to transfer Command and Control
authority from the CEOF to the EOF, (TSC, EOF, CEOF)

f. Demonstrate the ability to establish minimum staffing
in the Emergency Operations Facility and Joint Public
Information Center within approximately one (1) hour of
the Site Emergency classification in accordarce with
procedures. (EOF)

9. Demonstrate t'e abiifty to establish minimum staffing
in the Corporate Emergency Operations Facility and
Joint Public Ir "ormation Center within approximately
one (1) hour of the Site Emergency classification in
accordance with EOF and JPIC procedures. (CEOF, JPIC)

h. Using information supplied by the Exercise scenario,
demonstrate the ability to record, track, and update
information on the Status Boards at least every thirty
(30) minutes. (CR, TSC, OSC, EOF, CEOF)

i. Demonstrate the ability to document Operations and
Maintenance Team activities in logs and on
appropriate Status Boards. (0SC)

. Demonstrate the ability to track in-plant job status

in logs and or appropriate Status Boards.
(CR, TSC, 0SC, EOF, CEOF)

IQUAD/121/4



QUAD CITIES NUCLEAR POWER STATION
1992 GSEP EXERCISE
APRIL 29, 1992

k. Demonstrate the ability to olchango counterpart
activity information between the ERFs at least every
sixty (60) mirutes. (CR, TSC, OSC, EOF, CEOF)

1. Demonstrate the ability to update and disseminate
information from the Electronic Status Board.
(1SC, EOF)

£ tmergency Direction .nd Control
Objectives

a. Demonstrate the ability of the Directors a~d
Managers to exert command and control in their
respective area of responsibility as specified in
procewures. (CR, 0SC, TSC, EOF, CEOF)

b. Demonstrate the ability to coordinate and expedite
| Operations and Maintenance activities durin
abnorma) and emergency situatior-. (TSC, OSC, EOF, CEOF)

t. Demonstrate the ability to prioritize resources for
Operatiors and Maintenance activities durin
abnormal and emergency situation. (7SC, OSC, EOF, CEOF)

d. Demonstrate the ability to acg'ire and transport
emergency equipment and supplies necessary to
mitigate or control unsafe or abnormal plant
conditions. (TSC, OSC, EOF)

¢.  Demonstrate the tbilitg of the Shift “agineer,
Station Director, OSC Director and MEO to provide
briefin?s and update concerning plant status, event
classification, and activities in progress at least
every sixty (60) minutes. (CR, TSC, OSC, EOF, CEOF)

f. Demonstrate the ability to provide access for the
NRC Site Team in accordance with Access Control
procedures. (T5C, EOF, CEOF)

g. Demonstrate the ability to interface with the NRC
Site Team. (TSC, EOF, CCOF)

h. Demonstrate the abllit{ to identify and designate
non-essential personnel within thirty (30) minutes
after deciding to evacuate the site. (1SC, EOF, CEOF)

i. Demonstrate the ability of individuals in the
Emergency Response Organization to perform their
assigned duties and responsibilities as specified in
Genaric GSEP. (CR, TSC, OSC, EOF, CEOF)

2QUAD/12175
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QUAD CITIES NUCLEAR PUWER STATION
1992 GSEP EXERCISE
APRIL 29, 1992

£, Public Information

Objectives

a. Demonstrate the ability to respond to Media requests
within s.xty (60) minutes inaccordance with CECo
policies and procedures. (JPIC)

b. Demonstrate the ability to prepare accurate Press
Releases withing “nety (90) minutes of sigrificant
event while in a Site or General Emergency classification.
(JPIC)

t. Demonstrate the ability to present Media Briefing
within ninety (90) minutes of significant events
while in a Site or Gereral Emergency classfication, (JPIC)
d. Demonstrate the ability to use visual alds to support
Media Briefing information in accordance wi‘h CECo
policies and procedures. (JPIC)
¢. Demonstrate the ability to maintain of CECo
representative in the JPIC at all times. (JPIC)
Recovery

Objectives

a. Demonstrate the abiiity to determine long-term
recovery staffing requirements. (TSC, EOF, JPIC)

ZQUAD/121/6
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QUAD CITIES NUCLEAR POWER STATION
1992 GSEP EXERCISE
APRIL 29, 1992

1. Demonstrate the abi'ity of the Security force to respond
to an emergency situation in accordance with procedures.
(Security)

m. Demonstrate the ability of the Security force to
coordinate actions and interact with the Emergercy
Response Organization. (Security)

9. Public Information
Objectives

a. Demonstrate the ability to ¢xchange event information
with Non<CECo JPIC representatives for Media
Briefings in accordance with CECo policies and
procedures. (JPIC)

b. Demonstrate the abi'ity to coordinate information
with Non-CECo JPIC representatives for Media
Briefi s in accordance with CECo policies and
procedures. (JPIC)

t. Demonstrate the abilty to activate Rumor Control. (JPIC)

10. Recovery

Objectives

a. Demonstrate the ability to identify the criteria to
enter a Recovery classification in accordance with
procedures . (TSC, EOF)

b. Demonstrate the ability to generate a Recovery Plan
which will return the plant to normal operations in
accordance with CECo policies and procedures. (TSC, EOF)

¢. Demonstrate the ability to coordinate recovery
actions with the State. (TSC, EOF)

d. Demonstrate the ability to coordinate recovery actions
with the NRC. (TSC, EOF)

ZQUAD/121/8
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QUAD CITIES NUCLEAR POWER STATION
1592 GSEP EXERCISE
APRIL 29, 1§92
NARRATIVE SUMMARY

(U-2)
(0830 -~ 1100)

At ~ 0830, it is reported by EMD personnel that one of their workers was
overcome by hydrogen gas in the U-2 exciter housing, and appears to be dead.

EXPECTED ACTIONS

Radiation Protection (RP) personnel should be dispatched to attempt to revive
the incividual, but will be unable to. This should result in a declaration of
a Site Area Emergency per EAL 79 (1oxic or flammable gas at life thre:iening
levels in a vital area). The deceased worker should be transported offsite.

(U-1
(0910 - 1025)

At 0910, Unit One Transformer TR12 (U-1 Reserve Aux. Transformer) trips and
tha fire suppression deluge system activates. Auxiliary power successfully
transfers to TR-11 (Unit Aux Transformer). At ~ 0935 the Control Room
e«periences a CRD flow controller problem (fails high).

EXPECTED ACTIONS

An operator should be dispatched to TR-12 to investigate and notices that the
transformer has ruptured, the deluge system has been activated (spraying) and
NO FIRE 1s evident This should result in a declaration of an Unusual Event
per EAL 3d (loss o: normal power to a units 4dkv ECCS busses). The operator
should follew actions per QOA 6100-1, “Loss of Transformer 12 During Power
Operations®. The U-1 operator should take manual control of the CRD Flow
Controller a~d call the OSC to have Instrument Maintenance investigate.

SITE EMERGENCY U-1
(1025 - 1100)

At 1025, Unit One experiences a spurious main turbine trip causing a reactor
scra . A hydraulic lock causes the control rods to stop at ~ ncotch 18, with
reactor power at ~20%. At 1027, the main generator trips on reverse power
which cause; a loss of Auxiliary Power. This loss ¢ power causes the U-1 and
U-1/2 Emergency Diesel Generators (EDGs) to start and load to their respective
emergency buses. The initial power/pressure spike will cause the safeties to
1ift one time, and minor fuel damage occurs.

"THIS IS AN EXERCISE"
ZQUAD/131/2



QUAD CITIES NUCLEAR POWER STATION
1992 GSEP EXERCISE
APRIL 29, 1992

NARRATIVE SUMMARY
" "IS Is E!l EEEB;ISE“

EXPECTED ACTIONS

This should result in the declaration of a Site Emergency per EAL 3k (failure
of RPS to inftiate a scram, ATWS). QCOP 300-28 directs the operator to
attempt to insert rods. Due to the unavailability of normal feedwater makeup
to the vessel, the NSO should use FPCI or RCIC to maintain level as directed
bv the QGA's. The loss of Bus 14 wi'l result in losing the operating CRD
Pump. The crew should backfeed Bus 14 from 14-1 to restore CRD and drive
rods. Not all rods can be driven in, and HCU venting wi'l be required.

R U-1
(1100 - 1300)

At 1040, the Main Steam Line (MSL) breaks at the equalizing header. The fuel
damage incurred during the major power spike when the ATWS initially occurred,
will propagate. When MSL Radiaticn levels reach 15x Normal or when reactor
level is decreased to -59" IAW QGA 101 (ATWS Power Control), a group I
isolation (MSIV Closure) will occur, but MSL C will not completely isolate.
High drywell radiation as well as numerous high area rudiation conditions in
the Reactor Building and Turbine Building will occur. During the reactor
scram, the reactor building exhaust dampers will not isolate. An operator
investigeting that damper failure will be contaminated due to steam leaking in
the turbine building. At 1100, the release rate reaches the General Emergency
Tevel.

EXPECTED ACTIONS

The EOF should declare a General Emergency per EAL 2v (instantaneous nchble gas
release rate is » 4.39 E7 uCi/sec.) The release cannot be isolated prior to
the time jump at 1300 hours. To reduce the release, the reactor should be
emer?ency depressurized when the release rate approache: the General Emergency
level.

RECOVERY

At 1300, a 24 Ljour time jump will be introduced. Control Room and OSC
participation will terminate. All rods are inserted, and all outboard MSIV's
are closed. Bus 13-1 is being supplied by the 1/2 D/G and Bus 14-1 is being
supplied via the U-2 cross tie. The B-loop of PHR is in the shutdown cooling
mode.

EXPECTED ACTIONS
The EOF s expected to plan recovery for the plant, pursuant to the conditions

provided above, as well as plan starfing requirements for Field Teams and the
Emergency Response Facilities.

ZQUAD/131/3
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