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EVENT DESCRIPTION AND PACS ASLE CONSECUENCES h
lo|2] |On 5/18/78 during a review of T.S. 3.3.3. 6. it was discovered that the surveillance i

I o l a 1 1 requirement was not being entirely ec=pleted. Table 3.3-10 listing nu=ber 22 "Contain-i

| ment Air Recirculation Fan Status" was being perfor=ed on a 9'2 day- basis instead of |
joi. |

1

||o|s| |the required monthly. T.S. 3.3.3.6 is required while the unit is in Modes 1, 2 or 3. j

i

io is | |The unit was in Mode 6 at the time of the discovery of the surveillance deficiency. 1

[ [ o j 7 | |There was no danger to the health and safety of the public or unit personnel. Opera- |

!

bility of the containment air recirculation fan was proven by the 92 day test. I
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CAUSE CESCRIPTION AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS

j i ; o ; | The cause of this occurrence is procedure error. Centain=ent Recirculation System Surg

, , , , ; , veillance Test was written as a 92 day test instead of the required 30 day test. A i

! procedure modification was prepared to increase the test frequency to monthly. The ;,, , , g

g,,,jjtest frequency of all the re=aining ite=s listed on Table 4.3-10 was verified as j

; being perfor=ed at the required interval. ;
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TOLEDO EDISON COMPANY
DAVIS-BESSE UNIT ONE NUCLEAR POWER STATION

O SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION FOR LER NP-33-78-66
,
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DATE OF EVENT: May 18, 1978

FACILITY: ~ Davis-Besse Unit 1

IDENTIFICATION OF OCCURRENCE: Technical Specification 3.3.3.6 Surveillance Require-
ment listing number 22 not completed

- -

,

The unit was in Mode 6, with Power (MRT)' = 0, andConditions Prior to Occurrence:
Load (MNE) = 0.

Desetiotion of Occurrence: On May 18, 1978 during a review of Technical Specifica-.

tion 3.3.3.6, it was discovered that the surveillance require:ent was not being
entirely completed. Table 4.3-10 listing nu=ber 22 "Containcent Air Recirculation
Fan Status" was being performed on a 92 day basis instead of the required monthly.
Technical Specification 3.3.3.6 is required while the unit is in Modes 1, 2 or 3.
The unit was in Mode 6 at the time of the discovery of the surveillance deficiency.

Designation of Anoarent Cause of Occurrence: The cause of this occurrence is proce-
/'~'N dure error. Surveillance Test ST 5065.06, " Containment Recirculation System Surveil-
\ _,) lance Test", was written as a 92 day test instead of the required 30 day ~ test.

Analvsis of Occurrence: There was no danger to the health and safety of the public
or to unit personnel. Operability of the contain=ent air recirculation fan was
proven by the 92 day test.

Corrective Action: A procedure modification was prepared to Surveillance Test
ST 5065.06 to increase the test frequency to monthly. This will assure the
surveillance is perf or=el when required in Modes .1, 2 or 3. The test frequency

' of all of the re=aining items listed on Table 4.3-10 was verified as being perfor=ed
at the required interval.

Failure Data: This is not a repetitive occurrence.
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