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November 8, 1989

1CAN1189fl1 .

!
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission j

Document Control Desk ;

Me.11 Station P1-137 i

Washington, D. C. 20555

$UBJECT: Arkansas Nuclear One - Unit I !
lDocket No. 's0-313

License No. DPR-51 -

Licensee Event Report No. 50-313/89-033-00 |
!

Gentlemen: |
!

In accordance with 10CFR50.73(a)(2)(1)(B), attached is the subject report [
concerning the power range nuclear instrumentation not being calibrated in
accordance with the frequency established by Technical Specifications due
to inadequate procedural guidance with respect to Surveillance Test Program

,

!
'

implementation.
i

Very truly yours,
,

t

fm -

i

E. C. Ewing ;
General Manager. 5

| -Technical Support ;
'

and Assessment

ECE: RHS: sgw

( attachment j

|

| cc w/att: Regional Administrator
Region IV
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
611 Ryan Plaza Drive, Suite 1000
Arlington, TX 76011

| INPO Recoras Center
1 1500 Circle 75 Parkway
; Atlanta, GA 30339-3064 .
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Fonn 1062.01 A ;

l

NRC Fore 366 U.$. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(9 83) Approved DMB No. 3160 0104 :

Empires: 8/31/86
LIC(N5tt tV(N1 REP 0RT (L t R)

FAC!tlTY NAME (1) Arkansas Nuclear One, Unit One 100 Calf NJ4BlI (2) IPAGL ()) ,

10151010101 31 Il 3l110F1013 r
, "

11Ttt (4) Power Range Nuclear Instrumentation het Calibreted in Accordance with f requency !stablished '
by Technical Specifications Ove to Inapequate Procedural Guidance For Surveillance Test
Progran Implementation

,t

tvtNT~5ITT-(s) i t R NuMett (6) 1 Rip 0RT Dati (7) 1 OTHER rAcio:Tirs iNv0 tyro (e)

l i i i l&equentiell inevisioni L i |
Monthi Day IVeer lYear I i Number i I Number IMonth Day tveer i Facility Names Bodeq Nus$er(s)

I i l i i i i i i l il il0 010 1

11 01 01 91 91 91 81 9t*-l Of 31 31**l 01 01 II at 01 SI 81 91 of ilo Dic I

OPERATINC i ITHl$ R(PORT 16 $UbMITTLD PUR5UANT TO THE REQUIREMLNTS Of 10 CFR 9:
MODI (9) | WI (Check one or more of the followina) (11)'

POWERI l I 20.402(b) 1,,1 20.406(c) l I 60.73(a)(2)(tv) 1.,i 73.71(b)
Liv!Ll 1.,1 20.405(a)(1)(1) 1 ,t 60.36(c)(1) 1 ,1 to.73(a)(2)(v) 1 ,1 73.71(c)
(10) 1017141 1 20.406(a)(1)(11) 1.,1 60.36(c)(2) 1 ,1 60.73(a)(2)(v11) 1.,1 Other ($pecify in

I.,1 20.406(a)(1)(iii) 1 xl 60.73(4)(2)(1) 1,,1 60.73(a)(2)(v111)(A)| Abstract below and
I ,l 20.406(e)(1)(1v) I,,1 60,73(a)(2)(11) 1 ,1 60.73(a)(2)(viii)(B)| in Text. NRC Form
i I F0.40$(a)(1)(v) i I 60.73(a)(F)(111) I i 40.73(a)(P)(s) 1 366A)

8.lCEN$f f CONTACT FOR TH1$ LLR (12)
Name i Telephone Number

IArea i ,

Larry A. Taylor, Nuclear Safety and Licensing $pecialist | Code | *

1510111916141 13111010
COMbtfit ON[ L]N[ FOR [ACH CDMPDNf NT F A] LURE Df 50Rlb[D IN THI$ REPORT (13)

'

| | | |Reportablel | I i i ipoportablel
!Causelsysteel Component Imanufactureel to NPROS I tCautelsysteel Component Imanuf actureel to NPRDS 1

I i i i i l I i i l i
i l i i i l I i l I I i i l I I I I I 1 I i I I 1

i i i l i i l i l I I

i l I I | i I i l I I I I I I I I I I i i 1 l I t
!$Utpl[M[N" R(f' ORT EkPfCTfD (la) i EAPECTED 1 Monthi Day lveer_

| $UBMI5510N | | | !
,

I i Yes (if yes. complete txpected Subsission Date) Inl No 1 DATE (16) i i 1 I I I,

AttTRACT (l.ieit to 14D0 spaces, i.e , approximately fifteen single space typewritten lines) (16)

On October 9,1969, it was determined by plant personnel that the power range nucieer instrumentation
had not been calibrated twice during the previous week as required by the Technical Specifications. i

During stenty state power operation, a test balance calibration of the power range instruments is
performed each Monday and Friday in order to e+et the Technical $pecificat. ion surveillance requirement. ;

However, af ter completion of the calibration on Monday, October 9, it was oetermined that the calibration >

which had been Scheduled for FridRy, October 6, had not been performed. It was also determined that,
prior to October 9, the last heet belance relibration had been performed on October 2,1989. This
event was not safety $10nificant since the celibration performed on October 9 indicated that the power
range instruments hed remained witnin their calioration tolerance and no adjustments w'ere necessary.
The cause of this event was oetermined to be inadequate procedural guidance with respect to specific >

responsibilities for implementation of the Survetilence Test Progree. Interim corrective action
consisted of issvence of a memo specifying additional activities to be performed by Test Coordinators,
Schedulers, and Supervisors responsible for th6 performance of surveillances. The Surve111once Test
Progree is presently bein0 evaluated for determination of long tere corrective action 10 prevent
recurrence.

,

l.

|



ec

.

*
.

;

Form 1062.018 i.

WRC Fore M4A U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Consissioni

i (9*ts) Approved OM8 No. 3160 0104 |
Lapires B/31/Sb i

LICIN5([ (VINT k! PORT (LER) itKT CONTINUAT10N ,

, !
'

FACILITY NAmt (1) IU006ll NLMb(R (2) | Llk NLMSlR ($) | PAGt (3) {
l i i pequentiell inevisioni .

Art.ansas Nuclear One. Unit One i L Yeart i Number i i Number |
,

1016l010101 31 11 31 61 91- 1 01 31 at ~ t 01 010 Florl013 |
TEXT (If more space is required, use additione) NRC f ore 366A's) (17) i

A. Plant Status

At the time of this event. Arkansas Nuclear One. Unit 1 (AND*1) was operating at approximately 74
,

percent of rated power.

8. (vent Description f
,

On October 9. 1989, it wa6 determined by plant personnel that the power range nuclear instrumentation ;

channels (Ir0 had not been calibrated twice during the previous week as required by the Technical +

$pecifications.

During steady state operating conditions, a heat balance calibration of the power range instruments
is scheduled to be performed each Monday and Friday in order to a+et the Technical Specifications
surveillance requirement. Af ter completion of the calibration on Monday. October 9.1989. it was
determined that the calibration which haC been scheduled for Friday. October 6. had not been
performed. It was also deterstned that prior to October 9. the last heat balance calibration had
been perfora+d on October 2.1989. Since the heat balaxe perfors+d on October 9 indicated that
no nucisar instrumentation adjustments were necessary. no immediate corrective actions were
necessary.

C. Safety Significance

This event was not safety significant since the power range nuclear instruments were verified to
,

have remained within their calibration tolerance and therefore operable even though a scheduled
3

surveillance was missed.
,

D. Root Cause [,

Although the survetilence test discussed in this report was properly scheduled, the associated
.

work package was never delivered to the appropriate eatntenance department to be performed. This ;

error was not detected by maintenance personnel. In addition maintenance did not recognise that
a scheduled surveillance had not been performed.

The root cause of this ever.t was deterstr.ed to be inadequate procedural guidance with respect to
specific responsibilities for laplementation of the present $urve'.11ance Test Program. The
procedure did not specifica1?y direct the craf t coordinator to ensure that work packages for all !

Iof the scheduled surveillances were in the appropriate department or to verify completion of the
tests, in addition, the procedure did not direct the supervisors responsible for performance of !

the surveillances to verify that all items on their schedules we*e completed. !
,

'
C. Basis for Reportability

ANO 1 Technical Specification. Table 4.1*1. Item 3 requires that a heat balance calibration of the
power range nuclear instrumentation be performed twice weekly during steady state operating
conditions. Since this specified surve111ance interval was not met. this condition was determined
to be reportable pursuant to 10CFR50.73(a)(2)(1)(8) as operation prohibited by the plant's Technical
Specifications,

t

F. Corrective Actions

interim corrective actions taken with respect to this event included the issuance of a memo
specifying additional activities which are to be performed by Surveillance Test Coorcinators.
Schedulers and Supervi'ers responsible for performance of surveillances. These additional activities
include perschal verification of the proper scheduling and completion of surveillance tests by
responsible individuals, discussion of surveillance tests scheduled for upcoethy shif ts during the
daily scheduling meetings, and color coding of the following deys surveillance tests on the daily
schedule. In addition, the Surveillance Test Program is presently being evaluated to determine
appropriate long term corrective actions to prevent recurrence. This evaluation is scheduled to
be completed by November 13, 1989.
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tlc (N$[[ (V(NT Rfe0RT (L(R) 1[XT CONTINUATION
l
j F ACILily h4ME (1) | DOC ALT NJ4BER (2) | tia Numb |R (6) | FALL (3)
-

i i i isecuentisii iRevisiooi
Arkansas Nuclear One, Unit One | | Yearl i Number l i Number i

10l$1010101 31 11 31 61 91--I of 3t 31- I 01 J101310F1013
TikT (If more space is required, use adottional NRC f ore 366A's) (17)

|

G. Aeditional Information

There have been no previous similar events reported in which a scheduled surveillance test was
not performed due to ina0 equate procedural guidance regardin0 Surveillance Test Program
implementation. However, LERs 60 366/89 002 00 and 50-368/89 017 00 reported missed
surveillances due to schedulin0 errors and LtR 60 36B/89 010 00 reported a surveillance which was
missed due to the improper updating of a Test Pro 0rae log. As a result of these events, the
Surveillance Test Program is being evaluatsd to cetermine appropriate enhancements to prevent the
recurrence of missed surveillances.

Energy Industry Identification System (!!!$) todes are identified in the text as (XX).
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