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EVENT DESCRIPTION AND PROBA8t.E CONSEQUENCES hiO
l o 12 | | OPERATORS WHO WERE ABOUT TO ENTER IIPPER CONTAINMENT FOUND THE OUTER AIR LOCK 000R |

,o,3, | OPEN. THIS WAS CONTRARY TO T.S. 3.6.1.3 AS THE AIR LOCK WAS NOT BEING USED FOR |

o i4i | ENTRY / EXIT AT THAT TIME. THE INTERLOCK WHICH PREVENTS SIMULTANE0US OPENING OF |

o s | BOTH AIR LOCK D0 ORS WAS OPERABLE. LEAKAGE TESTS CONDUCTED PURSUANT TO T.S. |

Io is i | 3.6.1.3.b WERE ACCEPTABLE BOTH PRIOR TO AND AFTER THE EVENT. THIS IS THE FIRST I

lolil| OCCURRENCE OF THIS TYPE. NO PROBABLE CONSEOUENCES RESULTED. I
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CAUSE DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS h
liloli RESPONSIBILITY COULD NOT BE PLACED ON A SPECIFIC PARTY. A CONTRIBUTING FACTOR I

li til I RESULTED WHEN A REMOTE ANNUNCIATOR WAS ACKNOWLEDGED BY AN UNKNOWN INDIVIDUAL. A I

i a 1 DESIGN CHANGE HAS BEEN PROPOSED WHICH WILL MOVE THE DOOR UNLATCHED ALARMS INTO I

l i 121 1 THE CONTROL ROOM. IN ADDITION THE REQUIREMENTS OF T.S. 3.6.1.3 WILL BE STRESSED I

iii4i i WITHIN ALL DEPARTMENTS. SEE ATTACHMENT I
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SUPPLEMENT 'IO LER 82-050/03L-0

CAUSE DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS

The last documented Upper Containment entry was made by Chemistry
Technicians. When interviewed they stated they were certain they closed
the air lock door behind them. The Control Room Operator on duty at the
time recalls specifically that the Control Room alarm cleared. This.

alarm only indicated that the status of an unmanned remote panel in the
Aux. Bldg. had changed, that is the door unlatched alarm on this panel
could have cleared or been acknowledged. There is a possibility that
during the 12 hours and 34 minutes after the last documented entry until
the door was observed open that an entry could have been made without
being monitored by the Security computer. A normal entry is documented
when the person entering Containment calls the Control Room. In any
case, entry is controlled by the locked high radiation gate adjacent to
the air lock door to which only Operations and Radiation Protection are

~

,

issued keys. Neither of the groups have a record'of entry during this -

-

time.
~

The condition had initially been noticed 5 hours and 36 ' minutes earlier
by a Security Guard and Operator performing a door functional check on
the adjacent gate. The functional checks wcre required after" returning-
the Security computer to service. The Security Guard did not report the
incident because the Auxiliary Equipment Operator'had' inferred that work.
was.being done on the door seal, this inferrence was based on a Job
Order Tag hanging on the gate adjacent to the air lock door which read
" grease air lock seals". The exact time the door was.left open could
not be established, a conservative estimate based upon the last documented
entry and exit would indicate that the maximum time would be 12 hours
and 34 minutes. The individual responsible for leaving the door open -
could not positively be identified because of the Security corepute.r

,

being removed from service during the day.
.

A design change has been proposed which will move the door open alarms
directly into the Control Room which will eliminate the ability to
acknowledge the alarm at a remote panel. In addition, the' requirements
of the Technical Specification 3.6.1.3 to maintain the doors closed
except for entry or exit will be stressed within all departments.
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