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SUHHARY

An evaluat1on of the content of a representative sample of the

Licensee Event Reports (LERs) submitted by Nine Nile Point l during the

period from June 1, 1985 to October 31, 1986 was performed. Th1s

evaluat1on prov1des an overview of the quality of the LERs by comparing

the1r contents to the report1ng requ1rements of 10 CFR 50.73(b) and the

guidelines conta1ned in NUREG-1022 and its Supplements Nos. 1 and 2.

This is the f1rst time the Nine Nile Point l LERs have been evaluated

using this methodology. The results of this evaluation ind1cate that the

N1ne Nile Po1nt l LERs have an overall average LER score of 8.3 out of a

possible l0 points, compared w1th the current 1ndustry average of 8.4.

Of the three areas that are evaluated (i.e., the text, abstract, and

coded fields), defic1enc1es 1n the text requ1rements were what kept the

overall average LER score from be1ng average or above. The most

sign1ficant text deficiencies found in this evaluat1on concern the

requ1rements to adequately d1scuss personnel errors and to 1dentify fa1led

components in the text (e.g., by manufacturer and model number). Other

deficienc1es include a lack of adequate date and time information, which

affects the scores for Requirements 50.73(b)(2)(ii)(C) and (H), and no

information be1ng provided concerning Requirements 50.73(b) (5) and

50.73(b)(2)(11)(F). The use of the outline format, wh1ch is suggested in

NURE6-1022, Supplement No. 2, might result 1n improved texts.
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LER ()UALITY EVALUATION FOR

NINE MILE POINT 1

INTROOUCTION

In order to evaluate the overall qual1ty of the contents of the

Licensee Event Reports (LERs) submitted by Nine Mile Point l during the

period from June l, 1985 to October 3l, 1986, a representat1ve sample of
the unit's LERs was evaluated using a refinement of the basic methodology

presented in NUREG-1022, Supplement No. 2. The sample consists of a
1

total of l5 LERs, wh1ch 1s cons1dered to be the max1mum number of LERs

necessary to have a representat1ve sample. See Append1x A for a list of

the LER numbers in the sample.

METHODOLOGY

The evaluation consi'sts of a detailed review of each selected LER to
determine how well the content of its text, abstract, and coded f1elds meet

the criteria of 10 CFR 50.73(b). In addition, each selected LER is
compared to the guidance for preparation of LERs presented in NUREG-l022

2

3
and Supplements No. 1 and 2 to NUREG-1022; based on th1s comparison,

suggestions were developed for improv1ng the qual1ty of the reports. The

purpose of th1s evaluation 1s to prov1de feedback to improve the qual1ty of
LERs. It is not intended to increase the requ1rements concern1ng the

'content" of reports beyond the current requirements of 10 CFR 50.73(b).
Therefore, statements in th1s evaluation that suggest measures be taken are

not intended to increase requ1rements and should be viewed in that light.
However,'he minimum requ1rements of the regulation must be met.

The evaluation process for each LER 1s d1vided 1nto two parts. The

* f1rst part of the evaluat1on cons1sts of document1ng casements spec1fic to
the content and'presentation of each LER. The second part consists of

determining a score (0-10 points) for the text, abstract, and coded fields
of each LER.
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The LER spec1f1c comnents serve two purposes: (1) they point out what
- the analysts considered to be the specific deficiencies or observations

concerning the information pertain1ng to the event, and (2) they provide a

bas1s for a count of general def1c1encies for the overall sample of LERs

that was evaluated. Likewise, the scores serve two purposes: (1) they
serve to illustrate in numer1cal terms how the analysts perceived the
content of the information that was presented, and (2) they provide a basis
for determining an overall score for each LER. The overall score for each

LER is the result of comb1ning the scores for the text, abstract, and coded
fields (1.e., 0.6 x text score + 0.3 x abstract score + O.l x coded fields
score = overall LER score).

The results of the LER quality evaluat1on are d1vided into two

categories: (1) detailed information and (2) suranary information. The

detailed information, presented in Appendices A through D, cons1sts of LER

sample information (Append1x A), a table of the scores for each sample LER

(Append1x B), tables of the number of def1c1encies and observations for the
text, abstract and coded fields (Appendix C), and comnent sheets containing
narrative statements concerning the contents of each LER (Append1x 0).
Hhen referring to Appendix 0, the reader is cautioned not to try to
d1rectly correlate the number of co+vents on a comnent sheet w1th the LER

scores, as the analysts have flexibil1ty to consider the magnitude of a

deficiency when assigning scores (e.g., the analysts somet1mes make

comments relative to a requ1rement w1thout deducting po1nts for that
requirement).

RESULTS

A d1scussion of the analysts'onclusions concern1ng LER qual1ty is
presented below. These conclus1ons are based solely on the results of the
evaluat1on of the contents of the LERs selected for review and as such

represent the analysts'ssessment of the un1t's performance (on a scale of
0 to 10) in subm1tting LERs that meet the cr1ter1a of 10 CFR 50.73(b) and
the gu1dance presented in NUREG-1022 and its supplements.
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Table l presents the average scores for the sample of LERs evaluated

for Nine Nile Point l. ?n order to place the scores prov1ded 1n Table 1 in

.perspective, the distr1bution of the latest overall average score for all
unit/stat1ons that have been evaluated using the current methodology 1s

prov1ded on F1gure l. Figure 1 is updated each month to reflect any

changes in this distr1bution result1ng from the 1nclus1on of data for those

units/stations that have not been prev1ously evaluated or those that have

been reevaluated. (tiote: The previous overall average score for those

un1ts/stations that are reevaluated is replaced with the overall average

score from the latest evaluat1on). Table 2 and Append1x Table S-1 prov1de

a sumnary of the 1nformation that 1s the basis for the average scores in
Table l. For example, Nine Hile Po1nt l's average score for the text of
the LERs that were evaluated is 8.0 out of a poss1ble lD points. From

Table 2 it can be seen that the text score actually results from the rev1ew

and evaluation of ll d1fferent requ1rements rang1ng from the d1scuss1on of

plant operat1ng condit1ons before the event [10 CFR 50.73(b)(2)(11)(A)) to
text presentation. The resultant percentage scores in the text summary

section of Table 2 provide an ind1cat1on of how well each text requirement

was addressed by the unit for the l5 LERs that were evaluated. Based on

'sim1lar methodology, the percentage scores for the var1ous sections of the

abstract and the items in the coded fields were also computed and are shown

in Table 2.

S ec1fic Oeficiencies and Observat1ons

As indicated in Table 2, certain requirements or areas w1thin the

text, abstract, and coded fields are causing the un1t difficulty when

preparing LERs. Relatively low percentage scores may indicate that the
unit needs additional guidance concern1ng these requirements, or it may

indicate that the unit understands the basic requirement but has

either: (1) excluded certain less significant information from many of the

discuss1ons concerning that requirement or (2) totally failed to address

the requirement 1n one or two of the selected LERs, Those respons1ble for
prepar1ng LERs should review the LER spec1fic contents presented 1n,
Appendix 0 in order to determine why the unit received less than a perfect
score for certain requirements. The more important def1ciencies and





V a
'h. TASH 1. SUMMARY OF SCORES FOR NINE MILE POINT 1

Text

Abstract

Coded Fields

Overall

Average

8.0

8.7

8.8

8.3

High

9-1

9.2

9.0

Low

6.7

8.2

7.4

a. See Appendix B for a summary of scores for each LER that was evaluated.
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ATTACHMENT A
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Distribution of overall average LER scores

Nine Mile Pt. 1

Nine Mile Pt. 2

9.5 9.0 85 80 75 70
Overall average scores
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STABLE 2. LER REQVIREMENT PERCENTAGE SCORES FOR NINE MILE POINT 1

TE.:

Requirements [50.73(b)] — Descr'ptions

Percentage
a

Scores ( )

(2;l='i)(A)
(2;; ='=) (B)(2)(')(C)
(2)(=i)(D)(2)',ii)(E)
(2)(ii)(F)
(2)(ii)(G)
(2)(ii)(H)(2)(ii)(l)
(2)(ii)(J)(1)
(2)(ii)(J)(2)
(2)(ii)(K)
(2)(ii)(L)
(3)
(4)

(5)
(2i (i)

Plant condition prior to event
Inoperable equipment that contributed
Date(s) and approximate time(s)
Root cause and intermediate cause(s)
Mode, mechanism, and effect
EIIS codes

4

Secondary function affected
Estimate of unavailability
Method of discovery

Operator actions affecting course
Personnel error (procedural deficiency)
Safety system responses

Manufacturer and model no. information
Assessment of safety consequences
Corrective actions

Previous similar event information
Text presentation

80 (15)
b

77 (15)

92 (15)
100 ( 6)

0 (15)

50 ( 4)
83 (15)

100 ( 3)
70 (10)
93 ( 7)

46 ( 6)
95 (15)
87 (15)

0 (15)
81 (15)

ABSTwkCT

Requirements 1.50.73(b)(1)3 — Descriptions

Percentage
a

Scores ( )

Major occurrences(immediate cause/effect)
Plant/system/component/personnel responses

Root cause information

Corrective action information
> - Abstract presentation

97 (15)

96 ( 8)

82 (15)

85 (15)

78 (15)





%ABLE 2. (continued),l~ <

CC::":"" F IELDS

Item Number(s) - Descriptions

Percentage .

a
Scores ( )

1, 2, arid 3

5, 6, and 7

9 arid 10

12

13

14 and 15

Plant name(unit 0), docket 0, page 0s

Title
Event date, LER no'., report date

Other facilities involved

Operating mode and power level
Reporting requirements

Licensee contact information

Coded component failure information

Supplemental report information

99 (15)

55 (15)

100 (15)

100 (15)

100 (15)

100 (15)

100 (15)

92 (15)

93 (15)

a. Percentage scores are the result of dividing the total points for a
requirement by the number of points possible for that requirements
(No=e.: Some requirements are not applicable to all LERs; therefore, the
number of points possible was adjusted accordingly.) The number in
parenthesis is the number of LERs for which the requirement was consideredappl'able.
b. A percentage score for this requirement is meaningless as it is not
possible to determine from the information available to the analyst whetherthis requirement is applicable to a specific LER. It is always given 100Kif it is provided and is always considered "not applicable" when it is not.





observations for the text, abstract, and coded f1eld sect1ons of the LERs

that were evaluated are d1scussed separately below.

Text Oeficienc1es and Observat1ons

Dates and approximate t1mes were cons1dered to be inadequate 1n seven

of the 15 LERs, Requ1rement 50.73(b)(2)( 11)(C). Dates and approximate

times for the ma]or occurrences d1scussed in the LER should be provided

(e .g., occurrences such as scrams, d1scoveries, returning a component or

system to service, and placing the unit in a safe and stable condition).
An addit1onal, but related, requ1rement was also considered to be

deficient. Two of the four events 1nvolv1ng the fa1lure of a safety tra1n

d1d not prov1de an est1mate=of the length of time that the train was

inoperable, Requirement 50.73(b)(2)(11)(H). This latter requ1rement can

usually be sat1sfied if suffic1ent dates and times are prov1ded in the text
fi.e., an estimate, in days or hours, is not necessary if the reader has

the t1me/date of failure and the time/date the system was returned to an

operable status).

The Energy Industry Ident1f1cat1on System (EIIS) component function
identif1er and system name codes were not provided 1n the text of any of
the 15 LERs as is required by 50.73(b)(2)( 11)(F).

Eight of the ten LERs involv1ng personnel error/procedural def1c1ency

were considered to lack informat1on required by 50.73(2)(11)(3)(2). Two

LERs failed to provide 1nformat1on concerning whether the error was of a

cogn1tive or procedural nature and seven failed to provide information
concerning the type of personnel 1nvolved in the event. In add1t1on, one

LER (86-020-00) appeared to involve a personnel error or procedural

def1ciency but it was not d1scussed at all (i.e;, the failure to 'hydro" a

section of pipe after a penetration closure plate-to-pipe weld was

completed).

Unique component ident1f1cation was not prov1ded in the text of four
of the six LERs that involved a component failure, Requirement

50.73(b)(2)(11)(L). Components that fa11 should be ident1f1ed in the text





so that others 1n the industry can be made aware of potential problems. An

event at one stat1on can often lead to the 1dentif1cat1on of a generic

problem that can be corrected at other units or stat1ons before they

experience a similar event. In addition, although not specifically
required by the current regulation, 1t would be helpful to identify
co&ponents whose design contr 1butes to an event even though the component

does not actually fa1l.

Information concerning prev1ous sim1lar events was not provided in any

of the l5 LERs [Requirement 50.73(b)(5)).

The text presentation, while acceptable, could be improved by

presenting the required 1nformation 1n the outl1ne format that is suggested

in NUREG-1022, Supplement Ho. 2 dated September l985, as is presently being
done by N1ne Hi'le Point 2.

Abstract Deficiencies and Observations

Although the Nine Nile Po1nt l LERs, 1n general, have above average

abstracts, reviewing the specific conments relat1ve to abstracts 1n

Appendix D could help to el1minate those problems that do exist. In

particular, the cause and correct1ve action information that is provided in
the text should be mentioned in the abstract. This practice will improve

future abstract scores.

Coded Fields Deficiencies and Observations

~ The ma1n deficiency in the area of coded fields involves the titles,
Item (4). All f1fteen of the titles failed to prov1de adequate cause

information, one failed to adequately ind1cate the result (i.e., why the

event was required to be reported), and eight failed to 1nclude the 11nk

between the cause and the result. Nhile the result 1s considered the most

important part of the t1tle, the lack of cause 1nformat1on (and link, if
necessary) results \n an incomplete title. Example titles are prov1ded in
Append1x D (Coded Fields Section) for many of the titles that are

considered to be deficient.





Table 3 prov1des a summary of those areas of the N1ne H1le Po1nt 1

LERs that requ1re the most 1mprovement. For add1t1onal and more spec1f1c

1nformat1on concern1ng def1c1enc1es, the reader should refer'o the

1nformat1on presented 1n Append1ces C and 0. General gu1dance concern1ng

requ1rements can be found 1n NUREG-1022, and NUREG-1022 Supplement No. l
and 2.

10
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TABLE 3. AREAS MOST NEEDING IMPROVEMENT FOR NINE HILE POINT 1

Areas Comnents

Date/times

Saf ety train unava1labili ty

Date/time information should be provided
for the ma)or occurrences discussed in the
LER, (e.g., occurrences such as scrams,
discoveries, removing from or replac1ng
equipment in service, etc.).

Sufficient dates and times should be
included in the text to enable the reader
to determine the length of time that safety
system tra1ns or components were out of
service.

EIIS code EIIS codes should be provided for each
component or system referred to 1n the text.

Personnel error/procedural
def ic1ency

Hanufacturer and model number

Oeta1ls should be explic1tly stated; the
cause of personnel error should be
discussed, (e.g., cognitive or
procedural). Contr1buting factors should
be provided when appropriate as should the
type of personnel involved in the error.

Component ident1f1cation 1nformation should
be 1ncluded in the text whenever a

component fails or (although not
specifically required by the current
regulation) is suspected of contribut1ng to
the event because of its design.

Prev1ous sim1lar events Previous s1milar events should be
referenced (e.g., by LER number) or, as
stated in NUREG-1022, Supplement No. 2, if
none are identified, the text should so
state.

Text presentat1on The present text format should be upgraded
to the one suggested in NUREG-1022,
Supplement No. 2.

Abstracts Cause and corrective action information
from the text should be mentioned in the
abstract. Discuss all informat1on in the
text that is to be summarized in the
abstract. Be sure to use the full space
a va1labl e.
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TASlE 3. (continued)

Areas Comnents

Coded f 1 el ds

a. Ti ties Titles should be wr1tten such that they
better describe the event. In particular, .

cause information and a link between the
cause and result should be prov1ded 1n each
t 1 t'le.

12
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APPENDIX
A'ER

SAMPLE SELECTION
INFORMATION FOR NINE MILE POINT 1





TASLE A-1 ~ LER SAMPLE SEl ECTION FOR NINE MII E POINT

Sample Number LER Number Comments

10

12

15

85-012-00

85-014-00

85-017-00

85-018-00

85-024-00

86-002-01

86-012-00

86-016-00

86-017-00

86-019-01

86-020-00

86-021-00

86-028-00

86-029-00

86-032-00

ESF

SCRAM

SCRAN

ESF

SCRAM

SCRAN,ESF

ESF





APPENDIX B

EVALUATION SCORES OF

INDIVIDUALLERS FOR NINE HILE POINT 1





TABLE B-1. EVALUATION SCORES OF INDIVIDUALLERS FOR NINE MILE POINT 1

1 2

LER Sample Number

Tex « 7.7 7.8 7.6 6.7 7.2 7.3 8.6 7.&

Abs:ract 8.8 8.7 8.6 8.4 8.0 7.9 9.5 8.6

Coded Fields 9.0 8.7 9.0 9.0 8.9 9.2 8.5

Overall 8.2 8.2 8.1 7.4 7.6 7 ~ 6 8.9 7.8

10

a
LER Sample Number

11 12 13 15 Average

Text 8.5 8.2 8.9 8.9 8 ~ 3 8.4 9.1 8.0

Abstract 8.5

Coded Fields 9.2

8.9

8.2

8.5

8.5

9.0

9.0

8.8

8.8

9.5

8.5

9.0

8.5

8.7

8.8

Overall 8.6 8.4 8.7 8.9 8.5 8.8 9,0 8.3

a. See Appendix A for a list of the corresponding LER numbers.





APPENDIX C

DEFICIENCY AND OBSERVATION
COUNTS FOR NINE HILE POINT 1





TABLE C-l. TEXT DEFICIENCIES AND OBSERVATIONS FOR NINE NILE POINT l

Oescr1 t1on of Def1c1encies and Observations
~50.73 2» --77 t 3 tt 0
conditions before the event vere not
included or were inadequate.

Number of LERs with
Def ic1encies and

Observations

Sub-paragraph Paragraph

T I ~T
a b

4 (15)

~50.730 2» B-.tll I 1tl tt
of the structures, components, or systems
that vere 1noperable at the start of the
event and that contributed to the event was
not included or was 1nadequate.

~50.73 2 I 5 —111 t I Id
sufficient date and/or time information.

a. Date information was insuf f1c1ent.
b. Time information vas insuf ficient.

O ( 2)

7 (l5)

~50.73 0 2 II Il —Tl I dl
intermediate cause of the component or
system fa1lure was not included or vas
inadequate.

a. Cause of component fa1lure was not
included or was 1nadequate.

b. Cause of system fa1lure vas not
included or vas inadequate.

50.73 b 2 11 E —The failure mode,
mechanism (imnediate cause), and/or effect
{consequence) for each fa1led component was
not included or was 1nadequate.

a. Fa1lure mode was not included or vas
1nadequate.

b. Hechanism (im.diate cause) vas not
included or was inadequate.

c. Effect (consequence) vas not 1ncluded
or vas 1nadequate.

'3

3 (15)

O ( 6)
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TABLE C-l. (cont1nued)

Oescri tion of Oeficiencies and Observations
~33.733 2» F —Th I byld t
Ident1f 1ca t1on Sys tern component func t 1 on
identifier for each component or system vas
not 1ncluded.

Number of LERs vith
Oef1ciencies and

Observations

Sub-paragraph Paragraph
a bit I ~it

15 (l5)

~33.73 b 2 11 3 —F I 11 f
coeponent vith multiple funct1ons, a list
of systems or secondary functions vhich
vere also affected vas not 1ncluded or vas
ina dequa te.

50.73 b 2 11 H --For,a fa1lure that
rendered a tra1n of a safety system
inoperable, the est1mate of elapsed time
from the time of the fa1lure unt11 the
tra1n vas returned to service vas not
included.

—( 0)

2 ( 4)

~3.733 2 tt I--Th thd fd\ y
of each component fa1lure, system fa1lure,
personnel error, or procedural error vas not
included or vas inadequate.

a . Hethod of discovery for each
component failure vas not included
or vas inadequate.

b. Hethod of discovery for each system
fa1lure vas not 1ncluded or vas
inadequate.

c . Hethod of discovery for each
personnel error vas not included or
vas inadequate.

d. Hethod of discovery for each
procedural error vas not included or
vas 1nadequate.

0

4 (l5)

C-2
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TABLE C-l. (cont1nued)

Oescri tion of Defic1enc1es and Observations
50. 73 b 2 11 3 l --Operator ac t1ons that
affected the course of the event 1ncluding
operator errors and/or procedural
deficienc1es were not 1ncluded or were
inadequate.

50.73 b 2 ii J 2 —'The discussion of
each personnel error was not included or was
1nadequate.

Number of LERs with
Oeficiencies and

Observat1ons

Sub-paragraph Paragraph

T 1 ~T

a b

O ( 3)

S (lo)

a ~

b.

C ~

e.

OBSERVATION: A personnel and/or
procedural error was 1mpl1ed by the.
text, but was not explic1tly stated.

50.73 b 2 1 1 J 2 1 —Oi scuss1on
as to whether the personnel error was
cognitive or procedural was not
1ncluded or was inadequate.
50.73 b 2 11 3 2 ii —O1scussion
as to whether the personnel error was
contrary to 'an approved procedure, was
a direct result of an error in an
approved procedure, or wa's associated
with an activ1ty or task that was not
covered by an approved procedure was
not included or was

inadequate.'0.73

b 2 11 3 2 111 --D1scussion
of any unusual characteristics of the
work location (e.g., heat, noise) that
directly contributed to the personnel
error was not 1ncluded or was
inadequate.
50.73 b 2 11 3 2 iv —Discussion
of the type of personnel 1nvolved
(i.e., contractor personnel, ut111ty
11censed operator, ut111ty nonl1censed
operator, other ut1lity personnel) was
not 1ncluded or was inadequate.





TABLE C-l. (continued)

Oescri t1on of Oef1c1enc1es and Observat1ons

50.73 b 2 11 |l --Automatic andlor manual
safety system responses were not included or
were inadequate.

~50.73 0 7 \1 1 .-TA 1 t dl
model number of each failed component was
not included or was inadequate.

~50.13 3.-A t 7 td 1 ty
consequences and 1mplications of the event
was not included or was inadequate.

a. OBSERVATION: The ava ilabi l1ty of
other systems or components capable
of mitigat1ng the consequences of the
event was not discussed. If no other
systems or components were available,
the text should state that none
existed.

b. OBSERVATION: The consequences
of the event had it occurred under
more severe cond1t1ons were not
discussed. If the event occurred
under what were considered the most
severe conditions, the text should so
state.

Number of LERs w1th
Oef icienc1es and

Obser va t 1 ons

Sub-paragraph Paragraph

it1 7~1a b

2 ( 7)

4 ( 6)

2 (15)

35 .757753 —A dt 1 f y t1
actions planned as a result of the event
1ncluding those to reduce the probability
of s1milar events occurring in the future
was not included or was inadequate.

6 (ls)





TABLE C-l. (cont1nued)

Oescr1 t1on of Def1c1enc1es and Observat1ons
a. A d1scuss1on of act1ons requ1red to

correct the problem (e.g., return the
component or system to an operat1onal
condit1on or correct the personnel
error) was not 1ncluded or was
1nadequate.

b. A d1scuss1on of act1ons requ1red to
reduce the probab111ty of recurrence
of the problem or s1m1lar event
(correct the root cause) was not
1ncluded or was 1nadequate.

e . 'BSERVATION: A d1scuss1on of act1ons
requ1red to prevent s1m1lar fa1lures
1n s1m1lar and/or other systems (e.g.,
correct the faulty part 1n all
components w1th the same manufacturer
and model number) was not 1ncluded or
was 1nadequate.

~5D.i3 5 --I f t1 1 9 P
s1m1lar events was not 1ncluded or was
1nadequate.

Number of LERs w1th
„Def1c1enc1es and

Observat1ons

Sub-paragraph Paragraph

T
a b

0

l5 (l5)

C-5





TABLE C-l. (continued)

Descri t1on of Oefic1enc1es and Observat1ons
5~D.73 2 —T t p t t1
inadequac1es.

Number of LERs w1th
Oeficiencies and

Observat1ons

Sub-paragraph Paragraph
a

Total s Totals

5 (l5)

a. OBSERVATION: A d1agram would have
aided 1n understanding the text
discussion.

b. Text contained undef1ned acronyms
and/or plant spec1fic des1gnators.

c. The text contains other spec1fic
defic1encies relat1ng to the
readability.

a. The "sub-paragraph total" 1s a tabulation of specific defic1enc1es or
observat1ons with1n certa1n requirements. Since an LER can have more than
one def1ciency for certa1n requirements, (e.g., an LER can be defic1ent 1n
the area of both date and t1me information), the sub-paragraph totals do
not necessar1ly add up- to the paragraph total.
b. The "paragraph total" 1s the number of LERs that have one or more
requirement def1cienc1es or observations. The number 1n parenthes1s 1s the
number of LERs for wh1ch the requ1rement was considered applicable.
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TABLE C-2. ABSTRACT DEFICIENCIES ANO OBSERVATIONS FOR. NINE HILE POINT l

Oescri tion of Oeficiencies and Observations
A sundry of occurrences (iamediate cause
and effect) was not included or was
inadequate..

A su+nary of plant, system, and/or personnel
responses was not included or was
inadequate.

Number of LERs w1th
Oef1ciencies and

Observations

Sub-paragraph Paragraph

Ttt ~Tta b

2 (l5)

2 ( 8)

a. Summary of plant responses was not
1ncluded or was inadequate.

b. Summary of system responses was not
included or was 1nadequate.

c. Sumnary of personnel responses was not
included or was 1nadequate.

A summary of the root cause of the event
was not included or was inadequate.

A summary of the corrective actions taken or
planned as a result of the event was not
included or was inadequate.

9 (15)

8 (15)
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TABLE C-2. (continued)

Descr1 t1on of Defic1encies and Observations
Abs trac t presentation inadequacies.

a. OBSERVATION: The abs trac t con ta1ns
information not included in the text.
The abstract is intended to be a

sugary of the text, therefore, the
text should discuss all information
summarized 1n the abstract.

b. The abstract was greater than
1400 spaces.

c. The abstract contains undefined
acronyms and/or plant specific
designators.

d. The abstract contains other specif1c
deficienc1es (i.e., poor
suoear ization, contradictions, etc.).

Number of LERs.with
Deficiencies and

Observations

Sub-paragraph Paragraph
a b

T 1 T~1
13 (l5)

a. The "sub-paragraph total" is a tabulation of spec1fic def1ciencies or
observations within certain requirements. Since an LER can have more than
one def1ciency for certain requ1rements, the sub-paragraph totals do not
necessar1ly add up to the paragraph total.

b. The "paragraph total" is the number of LERs that have one or more
deficiency or observat1on. The number 1n parenthesis 1s the number of LERs
for which a certain requ1rement was considered applicable.
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TABLE C-3. COOED FIELDS DEFICIEMCIES AND OBSERVATIONS FOR MINE NILE POINT 1

Descr1 t1on of Oefic1encies and Observat1ons
Faci 1 1 ty Name

a. Unit number was not included or
incorrect.

b. Name was not included or was
incorrect.

c. Additional unit numbers were included
but not requ1r ed.

Docket Number was not included or was
incorrect.

Number of LERs with
Def ic1encies and

Observations

Sub-paragraph Paragraph

T i .~T
a b

0 (15)

0 (15)

Page Number was not included or was
incorrect.

1 (15)

T1tle was left blank or was 1nadequate.

a. Root cause was not given or was
inadequate.

b. Result (effect) was- not g1ven or was
inadequate.

c. Link was not g1ven or was
1nadequate.

Event Date

15

15 (15)

0 (15)

a. Date not 1ncluded or was 1ncorrect.
b. Discovery date given instead of event

date.

LER Number was not 1ncluded or was incorrect.

Report Date

a. Date not 1ncluded.
b., OBSERVATION: Report date was not

within th1rty days of event date (or
discovery date 1f appropriate).

Other Facilities information in field is
incons1stent with text and/or abstract.

0 (15)

0 (15)

0 (15)

Operating Hode was not included or was
incons1stent w1th text or abstract.

0 (15)
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TABLE C-3. (continued)

Descri tion of Defic1encies and Observat1ons

Power level was not included or was
inconsistent with text or abstract.

Report1ng Requirements

Number of LERs w1th
Def iciencies and

Observat1ons

Sub-paragraph Paragraph
a bTtt T~1

0 (l5)

0 (l5)

a. The reason for checking the "OTHER"
requirement was not specified in the
abstract and/or text.

b. OBSERVATION: It may have been more
appropriate to report the event under
a different paragraph.

c. OBSERVATION:'t may have been
appropriate to report this event under an
additional unchecked paragraph.

L1censee Contact 0 (l5)

a. Field left blank.
b. Position t1tle was not included.
c. Name was not included.
d. Phone number was not 1ncluded.

Coded Component Fa1lure Information

a. One or more component failure
sub-f ields were left blank.

b. Cause, system, and/or component code
is incons1stent with text.

c. Component failure field contains data
when no component fa1lure occurred.

d. Component failure occurred but entire
field left blank.

2 (15)
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TABLE C-3. (continued)

Oescri tion of Oeficiencies and Observat1ons

Supplemental Repor t
a. Neither "Yes "/"No" block of the

supplemental report f1eld was
checked.

b. The block checked was incons1stent
with the text.

Number of LERs with
Oef ic1enc1es and

Observations

Sub-paragraph Paragraph
a b

1 1 .T~T
l (15)

Expected subm1ss1on date informat1on is
1ncons1stent with the block checked 1n
Item (14).

0 (15)

a. The "sub-paragraph total" is a tabulation of spec1f1c def1ciencies or
observat1ons within certain requirements. S1nce an LER can have more than
one def1c1ency for certa1n requirements, the sub-paragraph totals do not
necessarily add up to the paragraph total.

b. The "paragraph total" 1s the number of LERs that have one or more
requirement deficiencies or observations. The number in parenthesis 1s the
number of LERs for wh1ch a certa1n requ1rement was considered appl1cable.
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. TABLE D-l. SPECIFIC LER COHHENTS FOR NINE HILE POINT l (220)

Sect1on Comnent s

l. LER Number: 85-012-00

Scores: Text 7.7 Abstract 8.8 Coded F1elds = 9.0 Overall = 8.2

Text ~50.23 2 \1 0 —tb t 01 I t dt I
cause d1scuss1on concern1ng the gland pack1ng fa1lure
1s not 1ncluded.

Abstract

2.

3.

5.

2.

~50.230 2 11 1 ib 5 ddt d t2
Ident1f1cat1on System code for each component and/or
system referred to 1n the text 1s not 1ncluded.

50.73 b 2 11 L --Ident1f1cat1on (e.g.,
manufacturer and model no.) of the fa1led
component(s) d1scussed 1n the text 1s 1nadequate. Is
there a model number ava1lable wh1ch would un1quely
1dent1fy the valve7

~dtt 3 I —01tb t db t t
d1scuss1on for the gland pack1ng (see text
coi.nt l), 1t 1s not obv1ous 1f replac1ng the
pack1ng 1s adequate to prevent recurrence.

~5073 5 —31 tt 100
events 1s not included. If no prev1ous s1m1lar
events are known, the text should so state.

As 1n the text, the gland pack1ng leak was not
adequately addressed.

Add1t1onal space 1s ava1lable v1th1n the abstract
f1eld to prov1de the necessary 1nformat1on but 1t was
not ut111zed.

Coded F1elds ~Itas a —Tt tie: Causa (g'land packsng fatture) and
11nk (h1gh temperature) are not 1ncluded. A more
appropr1ate t1tle m1ght be 'H1gh Area Temperature due
to a Steam Leak (Gland Pack1ng Fa1lure) results 1n
Automatic Isolat1on of Reactor Cleanup System'.
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TASLE D-l. SPECIFIC LER CONTENTS FOR NINE NILE POINT l (220)

Sec t1on Comments

2. LER Number: 85-Oil-00

Scores: Text 7.8

Text

2.

3.

5.

6.

7.

Abstract

Abs trac t 8. 7 Coded F1e 1ds 8. 7 Overall = 8. 2

~50.730 2 I 0 —bt/t1 tf t1 I t
1ncluded for the scram, stable shutdown, return to
serv1ce for the motor generator set and the feed~ater
pump, and the motor generator set brush connect1ng
w1re break1ng free from 1ts lug.

~50.73 2 11 9 —19 t 0/ I t 0 t
cause d1scuss1on concern1ng hov the motor generator
set brush connect1ng w1re broke free from 1ts lug 1s
not 1ncluded. Has 1t done by the ma1ntenance
electr1c1an dur1ng test1ng (personnel error), by
v1brat1on, or by some other means?

~5II730 2 I I —fh 0 gyld ty
Ident1f1cat1on System code for each component and/or
system referred to 1n the text 1s not 1ncluded.

~dlt73b 2 I II —At1 t1 t ftb
unava1lab111ty of the fa1led tra1n/system 1s not
1ncluded for the ampl1dyne motor generator set or for
the Ill Reactor Feedsater Pump.

~gb.ygb 2 \\ 3 —01 I I t tt 3/
manual safety system responses 1s 1nadequate. 01d an
actual safety 1n)ect1on occur?

5~0.73 2» I —Id tIf1 t1 I .g.,
manufacturer and model no.) of the fa1led
component(s) d1scussed 1n the text 1s not included
for the motor generator set and the feedwater pump
sw1tch.

~50730 5 —If t1 Igb
events 1s not 1ncluded. If no prev1ous s1m1lar
events are known, the text should so state.

~50.730 1--0 0 fth fty yi 0
1s 1nadequate for the same reasons d1scussed 1n text
cotenant number 5.

~50.73 I —0 0 f th t I I II
1nadequate for the same reasons d1scussed 1n text
comment number 2.
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TABLE O-l. SPECIFIC LER COHHENTS FOR NINE HILE POINT 1 (220)

Section Comnents

2. LER Number: 85-D14-00 (Continued)

3. ~53.33 1 —3 1 5 tt t
planned as a result of the event is 1nadequate. A

summary of the repairs performed is not included.

4. Additional space is available within the abstract
field to provide the necessary information but 1t was
not utilized.

Coded Fields l. ~Item 4 —Title: Cause informat1on is not included.
A better title might be: "Broken Hotor Generator Set
Brush Connecting Mire Inadvertently Grounded
(personnel error) Ouring Surveillance Test Results in
Scram".

2. ~Item 13 —Component failure (brush holder eire)
occurred but entire field is blank.
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TABLE 0-1. SPECIFIC LER COHHENTS FOR NINE NILE POINT 1 (220)

Section Com.nts

3. LER Number: 85-017-00

Scores: Text = 7.6 Abstract = 8.6 Coded F1elds = 9.0 Overall = 8.1

Text

2.

~50 73.2 11 0 I—I tl « I 0 th pl t
operat1ng cond1t1ons before the event is inadequate.
@hat was the power level at the t1me of the scram2

~50.73 2 11 0 —Dt ghdt pf tl
provided to give the reader an adequate time history
of the overall event. For example, what was the time
of the scram and when was the Number ll Feedwater
Flow Control Valve returned to service2

3. ~5073 2 I 0 —Ih 0 gyl 0 ty
Ident1ficat1on System code for each component and/or
system referred to in the text is not included.

4.

5.

6.

7.

50.73 b 2 11 3 1 --01d the operators notice the
decreasing level and attempt to do anything about
it2 Oid any alarms precede the scram2

~50.70 0 2 tt 5 —Id tiff kt I .g.,
manufacturer and model no.} of the failed
component(s) discussed in the text is not included.

~5.73 0 —Dl I 1 I tl t k
or planned is 1nadequate. Specifically, what was
done to secure the appropr1ate screws so as to avoid
recurrence of this type of event2 That is, was the
vibration problem fixed, were the screws t1ghtened
using an adhesive, and/or were they t1ghtened to a
new higher torque valve2

~50.73 5 —If tl tgp
events is not included. If no previous similar
events are known, the text should so state.

Abstract 5~II'13 1 —0 y f t I tl
1nadequate. The "v1bration" is not mentioned in the
abstract.

2. ~5.73 I --0 y f tl tl t k
planned as a result of the event is 1nadequate for
the same reasons g1ven in the text ceanents.
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TABLE O-l. SPECIFIC LER COHHENTS FOR NINE HILE POINT l (220)

Section

3. LER Number: 85-017-00 (Cont1nued)

Coaeents

3. Additional space is available w1thin the abstract
field to prov1de the necessary information but 1t was
not utilized.

Coded fields 1. ~Item 4 —Title: Cause Informatton is not 'Included.
A better title would be 'Low Mater Level Scram Mhen
Feedwater Valve Closed Oue To Loose Spring Screw
(Vibration) 1n Valve Positioner".
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~'ABLE O-l. SPECIFIC LER CONTENTS FOR NINE NILE PO'INT l (220)

Sect1on
Covalent

s

4. LER Number: 85-018-00

Scores: Text 6.7 Abstract = 8.4 Coded Fields = 9.0 Overall = 7.4

Text,

Abstract

Coded F ields

5~0.23 b 2 lt Il —llh t th 1 h

17 month delay 1n modifying the systems

2. ~50.730 2 11 0--lh I gy ld ty
Identification System code for each component and/or
system referred to in the text is not included.

3. ~50.73 2 I 4 —0377 th 1 ll d

technically the components do not have to be
identified, identification would be helpful to others
trying to determ1ne 1f they have the same problem.

4. ~50.73 b 3 —37th gh ih t 2 t t th t 11

suppress1on was available, it 1s not clear if this
'eansfrom other systems (if this is the case they

should be described) or from the automatic start
feature (if this is the case, then the consequences
of not being able to start the puaps manually if
needed should be discussed).

5. ~50.73 b 4 --0 t 11 I th 077 tl t
discussed.

'0. ~50.73 5 —I I tl I g 0
events 1s not 1ncluded. If no previous sililar
events are known, the text should so state.

7. The lack of details as d1scussed in previous text
counts makes the text hard to follow.

I ~00.700 I 0 y f tl tl tt
planned as a result of the event is inadequate. The
modifications to the procedure were not mentioned.

t. ~Iten a —Tttle: Cause ts not tncluded.
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TABLE D-l. SPECIFIC LER COMHENTS FOR NINE HILE POINT l (220)

Sect1on Comnents

5. LER Number: 85-024-00

Scores: Text = 7.2

Text

2.

3.

Abstract = 8.0 Coded F1elds = 8.9 Overall = 7.6

~50.730 2 11 0 —Bt/tl 17 tl t
resett1ng HPCI and return1ng the reactor water level
to a stable pos1tion was not included.

~50.735 2 I —10 I bylf ty
Ident1f1cation System code for each component and/or
system referred to in the text 1s not 1ncluded.

50.73 b 2 11 3 2 1 --Discussion as to whether
the personnel error was cognit1ve or procedural is
not 1ncluded. The text does.not explic1tly state a

personnel error was involved 1n this event.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

50.73 b 2 11 3 2 iv —D1scuss1on of the type of
personnel involved (e.g., contractor personnel,
utility 11censed operator, utility nonlicensed
operator, other utility personnel) is not included.

~50.73 b 2 11 3 —Bl f t tf 0/
manual safety system responses 1s inadequate. Mas
fluid actually in)ected'?

~50.73 I —0\ \ f I t t 3
or planned is inadequate. A discussion of actions
required to reduce the probability of recurrence
(i.e, correction of the root cause) 1s 1nadequate.
Mhat type of 1nstruct1ons are being reviewed with
operators during requalif icat1on training2

~50.73 5 --I f tl I 0 0
events is not included. If no previous similar
events are known, the text should so state.

Acronym(s) and/or plant, specif1c des1gnator(s) are
unde f1ned. The acronym, GE-HAC, is undef ined.

Some 1deas are not presented clearly (hard to
follow). The text is not clear whetger or not the
operators knew about the discrepancies in
1nstrumentation compensat1on.
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'TABLE D-l. SPECIFIC LER CQHHENTS FOR NINE HILE POIHT l (220)

Section Cooments

5. LER Number: 85-024-00 (Continued)

Abstract 5~3.13 1 —.5 1 1 « t1 1 t
planned as a result of the event is 1nadequate.
Long-term correct1ve act1ons sundry is not included.

2. Additional space 1s available w1thin the abstract
field to provide the necessary informat1on but it was
not utilized.

Coded F1elds l. ~Item a —T1tle: Cause 1s not 1ncluded. Acronyms ln
the title should be avoided unless space is limited.
A better title might be: "Fa1lure to Recogn1ze
Differences 1n Level Instrumentation Compensation
(Personnel Error) Causes High Pressure Coolant
In)ection Initiat1on".

2. ~Item 13 —Component fat lure i1eld conta1ns data uhen
no component fa1lure occurred.
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TABLE D-l. SPECIFIC LER COHHENTS FOR NINE HILE POINT 1 (220)

Sect1on Cennents

6. LER Number: 86-002-01 (Cont1nued)

8.

~50.13 b —01 \ I t1 t1 t 1

or planned 1s inadequate. Pr1or to the proposed
Technical Specif1cation change, what w111 ensure that
the un1t will be shutdown 1f required (the Station
Shift Supervisor instructions)7 liat was done to
prevent dirt from building up 1n OGESHS pump 12 1n
the future2 Hill it be cleaned periodically'as
the m1croch1p fa1lure cons1dered to be random or an
end of life failures Mas anything done to try to
prevent future failures of this board7

~50.13 5--If tt «100
events 1s not 1ncluded. If no prev1ous s1milar
events are known, the text should so state.

9.

10.

A logical trans1tion does not exist between all ideas.

This LER should probably have been submitted as two
events (1.e., two separate LERs).

If the informat1on provided 1n Inspection
Report 50-220/86-03 1s considered important to the
understanding of this event (or provided requ1red
information), this informat1on should have been
presented 1n the text rather than prov1ding a
reference, wh1ch 1s not ava1lable to most readers.

Abstract

2.

,~50.13 b I —I y f 51 01
cause(s) and effects(s)] 1s 1nadequate. The abstract
fa1led to explain that pump gl2 was on because
pump gl was taken out of service.

~50.130 1--0 y I If tl
inadequate. The fact that the problem w1th pump gl
was a heat sensitive microchip on board 88226 should
have been mentioned.

3. OBSERVATION: The abstract 1s intended to be a
sugary of the text; therefore, the text must 1nclude
all information sumnarized in the abstract. This
abstract contains informat1on that was not included
in the text.
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TABLE D-l. SPECIFIC LER COHHENTS FOR NINE HILE POINT 1 (220)

Section

6. LER Number: 86-002-0l (Continued)

Comments

Coded Fields l. ~Item 4 —Tttle: Cause tnformatton ts not provtded
and the result and link are inadequate. A better
title m1ght be "Two Separate Stack Gas Sample Pump
Failures (Failed Hicroch1p and Dirt 1n Pump Internals
Respectively) Result In Not Sampling Continuously As
Required--Un1t Not Shutdown as Required on First
Fa1lure". (Note: From th1s title it should be
apparent that this 1s really two events. See text
comment number 10.)
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TABLE 0-1. SPECIFIC LER CONTENTS FOR NINE NILE POINT 1 (220)

Sect1on Conments

7. LER Number: 86-0l2-00

Scores: Text = 8.6 Abstract = 9.5 Coded Fields = 9.2 Overall = 8.9

Text ~fd.ld 2 I I —13 I gyt d ty
Identification System code for each component and/or
system referred to in the text is not included.

2. ~5ll.i33 2 I I —dl I I th thy I
discovery of the Technical Specificat1on Violation is
not 1ncluded.

Abstract

Coded Fields

3. 50.73 b 2 11 3 2 --Hore detail about how the
error occurred would be helpful (e.g., person 1n too
much of a hurry).

50.73 b 2 11 3 2 iv —Discussion of the type of
personnel 1nvolved (e.g., contractor personnel,
utility 11censed operator, utility nonl1censed
operator, other utility personnel) is not included.

d. 5~0.13 h 5 --I I t'I I 2 2
events 1s not included. If no previous s1m1lar
events are known, the text should so state.

l. No convent.

1. ~Item 4 --Tttle: Cause (personnel error) ts not
included.





TABLE D-l. SPECIFIC LER COHHENTS FOR NINE HILE POINT 1 (220)

Section Coments

8. LER Number: 86-016-'00

Scores: Text = 7.3

Text

Abstract = 8.6 Coded Fields = 8.5 Overall =.7.8

~50.730 2» —gt/tl I I tl
1nadequate for the 1984 refueling outage
modifications and the 1986 refueling outage
modi f1 cat 1 ons.

2. ~50.730 2 ll I —70 I gyl 0 y
Identification System code for each component and/or
system referred to in the text is not included.

50.73 b 2 11 3 2 —Discussion of the personnel
error/procedural deficiency is inadequate. Why were
the-1984 limit switch modifications not tested
immediately after installation7

50.73 b 2 11 3 2 iv --Discussion of the type of
personnel 1nvolved (e.g., contractor personnel,
utility licensed operator, utility nonlicensed
operator, other utility personnel) is not included.

4.

5.

50.73 b 2 11 L —It would be helpful to state the
manufacturer and model number of the limit switches,
which were incorrectly procured.

5 .73fyt—Ill f tl
or planned is inadequate. A discuss1on of actions
required to reduce the probability of recurrence
( i.e, correction of the root cause) 1s inadequate.
Nhat act1ons were taken to ensure adequate testing of
future modi f ications immediately after installation2

A supplemental report ~ould be appropriate to
describe the results of the Des1gn Engineering
modifications of the lim1t switches if these results
significantly change the reader's percept1on of the
event and/or require addit1onal corrective actions be
taken.

6. ~5II.» 5 —I » g 0
events is not 1ncluded. If no previous s1milar
events are known, the text should so state.
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TABLE i)-1. SPECIFIC LER COtHHEHJS FOR NINE RILE POINT 1 (220)

Section Comnents

8. LER Number: 86-D16-00 (Continued)

Acronym(s) and/or plant specific designator(s) are
undefined. "Nl-POT-2338" and "SORC're undefined..

Abstract

8. Some ideas are not presented clearly (hard to
follow). The number of sw1tches, the number of
contacts, and the number of flow control valves
involved w1th each modification 1s not clear in the
text. The concept of the "reset or dead band'lso
1s not clearly presented.

~50.73 1 --0 y 7 « Il dl t
cause(s) and effects(s)] 1s inadequate. The 19S4
outage modifications are not included.

7. ~50.73 1 —0 y f t1 t1 t 0

planned as a result of the event 1s inadequate for
the same reasons discussed 1n text comment3number 5.

3. OBSERVATION: The abstract 1s intended to be a
su+nary of the text; therefore, the text must include
all information sumnarized 1n the abstract. Th1s
abstract contains information that was not 1ncluded
in the text. The additional 1nformation concerning
the channel 12 feedwater flow control valve and the
high reactor water level susta1ned for ten seconds to
automatically tr1p the feedwater pumps 1s not
adequately presented in the text.

Coded Fields 1. ~Item a —T}tie: Cause (personnel error} and 1}nk
(testing of mod1f1cat1ons) are-.not included.





TABLE 0-1. SPECIFIC LER COHHENTS FOR NINE HILE POINT 1 (220)

Sect1on Comnen ts

9. LER Number: 86-017-00

Scores: Text = 8.5 Abstract = 8.5 Coded Fields = 9.2 Overall 8.6

Text- ~5073710 —tbdt fth0d" hg
and satisfactory completion on the surveillance test
would be good informat1on to provide.

2.

3.

4.

~50.700 7 I 0--th 0 gytd ty
Ident1ficat1on System code for each component and/or
system referred to in the text 1s not 1ncluded.

50.73 b 2 11 3 2 —Discussion of the personnel
error/procedural deficiency is 1nadequate. Has the
"further lower1ng of the reactor water level 1n an
attempt,to 1ncrease the rate at which the flow
control valve was opening" part of the surveillance
procedure or d1d the operator do th1s on his own?
Has there a low level alarm pr1or to the scram?

50.73 b 2 ii J 2 1v —Oiscuss1on of the type of
personnel 1nvolved (e.g., contractor personnel,
utility licensed operator, ut1lity non11censed
operator, other util1ty personnel) is not 1ncluded.

~50730 5 —If t1 I gp
events is not included. If no prev1ous similar
events are known, the text should so state.

Abstract

5.

2.

3.

The text appears to contradict itself. For example,
the third sentence of the third paragraph on page 2
of 3 appear s to tell the reader tha t the ac tua 1 wa ter
level does not change dur1ng the surve111ance test.

~50730 I —0 0 f yt p
inadequate. The fact that "no other ESF system was
affected'hould have been mentioned in the abstract.

~5.7» —0 y I f tt
inadequate. The abstract should state that
procedural def1c1ency was the cause of the event.

Nore of the background informat1on that is prov1ded
in the text is needed 1n the abstract. Additional
space 1s available w1thin the abstract field to
prov1de the necessary information but it was not
ut 1 1 1 zed.
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TABLE 0-1. SPECIFIC LER COHHENTS FOR NINE NILE POINT 1 (220}

Section

9. LER Number: 86-017-00 (Cont)nued)

Coments

Coded Fields l. ~item 4 —Title: . Cause (procedural deficiency) 1s
not 1ncluded.
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TABLE 0-1. SPECIFIC LER COMHENTS FOR NINE MILE POINT 1 (220)

Sect1on Currents

l0. LER Number: 86-019-01

Scores: Text 8.2

Text

2.

3.

5.

Abstract

2.

Abstract = 8.9 Coded F1elds = 8.2 Overall = 8.4

~50.73 2 I 0 —it t I dd t
Add1tional dates/t1mes are needed for 1mportant
occurrences dur1ng the event (e.gge correct1ve
act1ons).

~50.730 2 11 7--70 7 gyld ty
Ident1f1cat1on System code for each component and/or
system referred to 1n the text 1s not 1ncluded.

~50.73 b 2 II II --0 tt tl t t th
unava1lab1l1ty of the fa1'led tra1n/system 1s'ot
1ncluded (see text cow,nt 1).

~M.'73 0 0 —111th lb th \ I I I 0 01
could a rod actually be'moved out of sequence? If
so, the poss1ble consequences of mov1ng the wrong rod
should be d1scussed along w1th safeguards that would
help e1n1m1ze the consequences.

~50730 5 —I I tl I gp
events 1s not 1ncluded. If no prev1ous s1m1lar
events are known, the text should so state.

~5.73 I —0 y I t t t t
that the problem was an 1ndex1ng error 1n the
computers. software.

~5.» I —0 y «tl
planned as a result of the event 1s 1nadequate. The
update to the procedure and further 1nvest1gat1on by
S.E. were not ment1oned.

3.

Coded F1elds 1.

2.

The abstract conta1ns greater than 1400 spaces. By
keep1ng the abstract to less than 1400 characters 1t
w1ll be able to f1t 1n the space prov1ded on page one.

~Item 4 —Title: Cause (coeputer softuare error) ls
not 1ncluded. The use of acronyms 1n the t1tle
should be avo1ded unless space 1s a problem.

~Item 14 —Neither 0Yesg/"No'lock of the
supplemental report f1eld 1s checked.





TABLE D-l. SPECIFIC LER COHHENTS FOR NINE NILE POINT l (220)

Sec t1on

ll. LER Number: 86-020-00

Co@ments

Scores: Text = 8.9

Text

2.

3.

4.

Abstract

2.

Coded F1elds

Abstract = 8.5 Coded Fields = 8.5 Overall 8.7

50.73 b 2 11 C —Date/t1me information for the
complet1on of repa1rs, the testing of the sample line
disconnect1on, and the return of the plant to startup
mode is not included.

~5.73h 2 I I —73 I gyl ty
Ident1fication System code for each component and/or
system referred to in the text 1s not included.

50.73 b 2 11 3 2 —It appears that personnel
error and/or procedural def1c1ency may be involved in
this event, but it 1s not discussed. Shy was the
sample 11ne not hydrostatically leak-tested after the
completion of al,l welding2

~5073b 5 —if 11 Igg I 111
events is not 1ncluded. If no previous s1milar
events are known, the text should so state.

~5II.73 b I —3 y I t I I tl f
the sample line leak and the fa1lure to
hydrostatically leak-test after all welding was
completed 1s not 1ncluded.

Additional space 1s available w1th1n the abstract
field to prov1de the necessary informat1on but it was
not utilized.

~Item a --Title: Cause tnformatton (pre-extsttng
p1pe flow and failure to hydrostatically leak-test in
t1mely manner) and link (d1scovered during v1sual
inspection) 1s not included.
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TASLE O-,l. SPECIFIC LER COHHENTS FOR NINE HILE POINT 1 (220)

Section Comnents

12. LER Number: 86-021-00

Scores: Text = 8.9

Text

2.

Abstract

Abstract = 9.0 Coded Fields = 9.0 Overall = 8.9

~50.'13 7 II I —73 I dy I 0" t I
Identif1cat1on-System code for each component and/or
system referred to in the text is not included.

~50730 5 —If t\ 110
events is not included. If no previous sim1lar
events are known, the text should so state.

~50.730 1--0 y I 11 t\
inadequate. The fact that the cause of the spur ious
noise spike is not known should be aentioned 1n the
abstract.

Coded F1elds

2. The first sentence of the second paragraph of the
abstract can give the reader the m1staken idea that
the fuse replacement caused the event.

~Item 4 —Title: Cause tnformatton ls not Included
and the 11nk is 1nadequate. The fact that the cause
of the IRH spike was not determined should have been
1ncluded in the title. For example, "Reactor Scram
and HPCI Init1ation Occurred During Haintenance
Activit1es Oue To An IRH No1se Spike of Unknown
Or 1 g1n. "
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TABLE 0-l. SPECIFIC LER CONHENTS FOR NINE NILE POINT 1 (220)

Sect1on Comnents

l3. LER Number: 86-028-00

Scores: Text = 8.3 Abstract = 8.8 Coded F1elds = 8.8 Overall = 8.5

Text

Abstract

2.

3.

4.

5.

~50. 3 2» g--ll 11 7gt pl t
operating condit1ons before the event is not included.

~50730 2 1 —Ih I gyl 0 ty
Identif1cat1on System code for each component and/or
system referred to 1n the text 1s not included.

~50.73 2 \ I —gl I I tb thy I
discovery of the sampling problem is inadequate. It
would be helpful to know what activ1ty led to the
discovery of the closed valve.

50.73 b 2 11 3 2 iv --01scuss1on of the type of
personnel 1nvolved (e.g., contractor personnel,
utility l1censed operator, ut111ty nonlicensed
operator, other util1ty personnel} 1s not included.

~50730 5 —If tt 1gp
events is not included. If no previous similar
events are known, the text should so state.

~50.73 I —0 y I «tl tt t 0

planned as a result of the event is inadequate.
Corrective Action text Items 2 and 3 were not
s umnar 1 zed.

2. Additional space is ava1lable w1thin the abstract
field to provide the necessary information but it was
not util1zed.

Coded F1elds l. ~Item 3 —Page number on page tmo ts not 1ncluded.

2. ~Item 4 —Ttt'le: t Ink (matntenance acttvtty) and
cause information (sample valve closed) are not
1nc luded.
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TABLE D-l. SPECIFIC LER CONHENTS FOR NINE HILE POINT 1 (220)

Sect1on Col.nts

14. LER Number: 86-029-00

Scores: Text = 8.4 Abstract = 9.5 . Coded Fields = 8.5 Overall = 8.8

Text

2.

~50.73 I I I —I il I 0 th 01 t
operat1ng conditions before the event 1s not included.

~50.703 I 11 7--70 I gyld iy
Identification System code for each component and/or
system referred to 1n the text is not included.

3. ~50.700 7 tl I —01 I I th th0 I
discovery of the fa1lure to perform the surve1llance
test is inadequate. Mho performed the review of the
1986 surveillance test schedule?

Abstract

4.

5.

5O.73 b 2 11 3 2 iv —D1scussion of the type of
personnel involved (e.g., contractor personnel,
ut111ty 11censed operator, util1ty nonlicensed
operator, other utility personnel) 1s not included.
Hho (by type of personnel or t1tle) was the
"responsible personnel" who failed to comply with the
Techn1cal Spec1f ication requirements2

~50 73 5 —If t1 I g 0
events 1s not 1ncluded. If no previous s1m1lar
events are known, the text should so state.

~50.7 I —I y I t I I tt
concerning personnel type is 1nadequate. See text
cogent number 4.

Coded F1elds ~Item 4 —Tttle: Cause tnformatton (tnadequate
procedure for test interval) and link (d1scovered
dur1ng a rev1ew of the surve1llance test schedule)
are not 1ncluded.
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TABLE O-l. SPECIFIC LER COHHENTS FOR NINE HILE POINT l (220)

Section Comments

15. LER Number: 86-032-00

Scores: Text = 9.1 Abstract = 9.0 Coded Fields = 8.5 Overall 9.0

Text

2.

~50.73 7 11 —.70 I gy I 0 t'

Identification System code for each component'and/or
system referred to in the text is not 1ncluded.

5~0.13 0 5 —I 7 11 I 0 0
events is not 1ncluded. If no previous s1m1lar
events are known, the text should so state.

Abstract ~50.73b I —0 y 7 t1 tk
planned as a result of the event 1s inadequate. The
abstract should indicate. that no corrective actions
were cons1dered necessary to prevent recurrence of
th1s or s1milar events.

2.

Coded Fields l.

OBSERVATION: The abstract 1s intended to be a
su+nary of the text; therefore, the text must include
all information sumnarized in the abstract. This
abstract contains informat1on that was not included
in the text. The fac t that the IKE Per sonnel was
"qualified" was not included 1n the text.

~Item 4 —Tttle: Cause and ltnk tnformatton are not
provided.
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