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ﬁommon,w Edison .
.Dresden Nuclear Power Station ’ ,
R.R. #1

Morris, llinois 60450
Telephone 815/942-2920

BBS Ltr. #77-219 . ‘ March 17, 1977

Mr. James G. Keppler, Regional Director
‘Directorate of Regulatory Operations - Region III

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
799 Roosevelt Road
Glen Ellyn, Illinois 60137

'REFERENCE: Reportable Occurrence report number 50~249/1976-36

Enclosed please find Reportable Occurrence report number 50-249/1977-6.
This report is being submitted to your office in accordance with the Dresden
Nuclear Power Station Technical Specifications, Section 6.6.B.

Statlon Superintendent
- Dresden Nuclear Power Station

BBS:jo

_Enclosure

cc: Director of Inspection & Enforcement .
Director of Management Information & Program Control
~ File/NRC

MAR 211977
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EVENT DESCRIPTION (Continued)

A one-interval violation was identified for the instrument department sur-
veillance entitled "Off-Gas High Radiation Isolation;" two other instrument
department surveillances -- "Turbine lst Stage Pressure —-— 45% Scram Bypass"
and "Main Steam Line Low Pressure Isolation's-- were found to be in violation
of the three-consecutive-interval requirement. Survé&illance test results
indicated that all instrument settings and readings were within specifications,

The number of surveillance items involved in this event represented
less than one-half of 1% of the total number of surveillances conducted during
the period in question, The safety implications of this event, therefore,
were considered to be minimal. Previous surveillance interval violations
for Unit-3 were identified on 12/23/76. (50-249/1977-6)

CAUSE DESCRIPTION (Continued)

of changing surveillance scheduling criteria (which are qutlined in Reportable
Occurrence report no. 50-249/1976-36). Prior to 12/6/76, surveillance sched-
uling by computer was performed on .a frequency basis. This meant that a monthly
item was scheduled for the same time period each month regardless of when it

had been performed the previous month. Consequently, if a monthly dtem, for
example, were performed nine days "early," by the time the item appeared on the
schedule to be performed again, the interval plus 257 would have already elapsed,
resulting in a Tech Spec violation. Since the new quarterly interval criteria
(3.25 times the specified surveillance interval) are row being applieﬁlto
intervals which began prior to 12/6/76, occasional interval violations continue
to occur,

The surveillance "due date" misinterpretation was reviewed with the personnel
involved. It is expected that the surveillance scheduling revisions detailed
in the referenced report will greatly. reduce the number of recurring surveillance
inter¥al violations. The monthly surveillance review described in that report
facilit@ted the prompt identification of these dﬁsérepancies. '





