APPENDI X
U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
REGION 1V
NRC Inspection Report: 50-298/88.25 Operating License: DPR-46
Docket: 50.298
Licensee: Nebraska Public Power District (NPPD)
P.0, Box 499
Columbus, Newraska 68601
Facility Name: Cooper Nuclear Station (CNS)
Itspection At: CNS, Nemaha County, Nebraska
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In i
nspecti duc ust 1-31, 1988 (Report 50-298/88-25

%;**;_lgggggggg: Routine, unannourced inspection of Information Notice
olTowup, operational safety verification, monthly surveillance and maintenance
observations, ESF walkdown, radiological protection, and security.

Resul ;.duithin the areas inspected, no violations or deviations were









and conduct were observed to be well controlled and well coordinated,
Activities were conducted in a professional manner, Discussions with
rators revealed that they were cognizant of plant status and understood

the importance of, and reason for, each 11t annunciator. The SRI observed
selected shift turnover meetings and verified that information concerning
plant status was communicated to the oncoming operators. Tours of
accessible areas at the facility were corducted to confirm operability of

lant equipment, The SRI performed a walkdown of DC electrical systems,
esults of this walkdown are documented in paragraph 9 of this report,
Overall plant cleanliness was observed to be good throughout the
inspection period,

On August 25, 1968, at 12:40 a.m., a reactor trip from 100 percent power
occurred, All systems operated as per design during the transient. The
SRI responded to the reactor trip and monitored licensee actions
subsequent to the scram, [n addition to the maintenance action documented
in paragraph 8, the licensee tested hand-held radios to verify

that they could not generate the signal that caused the plant trip. The
trip was determined to have been caused by coise from an unknown source,
This noise generated a high main steam line radiation signal which caused
the reactor trip. The SRI reviewed the completed Conduct of Operations
Procedure 2.0.6, "Reactor Post-Trip Review and Restart Authorization
Procedure," Revision 4, dated Apri) 14, 1988, for the reactor trip,

On August 27, 1988, the SRI witnessed the reactor startup following the
reactor trip on August 25, The startup was performad in a controlled,
cautious manner fn accordance with General Operating Procedure 2.1.1 "Col¢
Startup Procedure," Revision 52, dated June 2, 1988, The reactor was
declared critical at 2:12 a.m, on August 27, and synchronized to the gria
at 2:59 p.m, on August 27,

No violations or deviations were identified in this area,

Monthly Surveillance Observations (61726)

The SRI observed and/or reviewed the performance of the following
Surveillance Procedures (SPs):

N SP 6.3.4.1, "CS Test Mode Surveillance Operation," Revision 23, dated
June 16, 1988; and SP 6.3.4.2, “CS Motor Operated Valve Operability
Test,"” Revision 16, dated March 3, 1988: These surveillances were
performed to verify Core Spray (CS) system operability to meet
Technica) Specification (TS) requirements after the Migh Presture
Coolant Injection (HPCI) system was declared inoperable after failing
a surveillance test. The SRI observed the performance of these
surveillances on August 10, 1988, The tests were performed by
qualified operators who were cognizant of all precautions and
limitations in the procedures, Prerequisites were properly verified
and the surveillances were performed in accordance with written
instructions., Test results met acceptance criteria of the procedures
and TS,
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Exit Intervi 30703

An exit interview was conducted on September 2, 1988, with licensee
representatives (identified in paragraph 1). During this interview, the
SRI reviewed the sc and findings of the inspection., Other meetings

between the SRI and licensee management were held periodically during the
inspection period to discuss fdentified concerns.




