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Jaauar~ 15, 1991

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
ATTN: Document Control Desk
Washington, D.C. 20555

PLANT HATCH - UNIT 2
NRC DOCKET 50-366
OPERATING LICENSE NPF-5
LICENSEE EVENT REPORT

p X l.l - l. ' h“ l‘
SED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SUR

Gentlemen:

In accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.73(.)(2&(1). Georgia
Power Company 1s submitting the enclosed Licensee Event Report (LER)
concerning a condition which existed that was prohibited by the plant
Technical Specifications. This event occurred at Plant Hatch - Unit 2.

Sincerely,
“&' J /('/:‘;‘T_,...::_:
W. G. Hairston, 111
SWR/CT/rw
Enclosure: LER 50-366/1990-014

¢: (See next page.)




0
i

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
January 15, 199]
Page Two

¢! amcau En,gg: cmgnx
r. H. L. Sumner, General Manager - Nuclear Plant

Mr. J. D. Heidt, Manager Engineering and Licensing - Hatch
NORMS

Mr. K. Jabbour, Licensing Project Manager - Match

gr. S. g. !bnoter. acqionaq *dm1n1:trltor

Mr. L. D. Wert, Senior Resident Inspector - Match

00195
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PERSONNEL ERROR CAUSES PROCEDURAL INADEQUACY AND MISSED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SURVEILLANCE
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On 12/19/90, at approximately 1400 CST, Unit 2 vas in the Run mode at an
approximate pover level of 2436 CMVt (approximately 100% rated thermal pover).
At that time personnel fro~ the Safety Audit and Engineering Reviewv Department
vere auditing compliance with Technical Specifications surveillance
requirements. 1t vas found that channel check surveillances on reactor vatet
level instruments 2B21-N6BOA/B/C/D (EIIS Code JM) required by Unit 2 Technical
Specifications Table 4.3.2-1 item 6,a. had not beer performed during the last
Unit 2 refueling outage. These channel chevks are requirved to be performed once
per shift during all operating conditions, but vere not performed vhen the
reactor vas in operating condition 4 or 5. Reviev of the maintenance history
for these four level instruments since 1987 revealed a reliable performance
record,

The cause »f this event vas a deficient procedure caused by personnel ervor.

Corrective actions for this event included counseling the responsible personnel,
revising the affected procedure, checking corresponding Unit 1 requirements,

and performing a line-by-1line review of the subject procedure. The first three
setions are complete. The procedure reviev will be completed by 3/31
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PLANT AND SYSTEM IDENTIFICATION

General Electric - Boiling Vater Reacto:
Energy Industry ldentification System codes are identified in the text as (EIlS
Code XX).

SUMMARY OF EVENT

On 12/19/90, at approximately 1400 C8T, Unit 2 wvasg in the Run mode at an
approximate pover level of 2436 CMWt (approximately 100X rated thermal pover).
At that time personnel from the Safety Audit and Engineering Reviev Depaitment
vere auditing compliance with Technical Specifications surveillance
requirements, It was found that channel check surveillances on reactor vater
level instruments 2E21-N6BOA/B/C/D (EI1S Code JM) required by Unit 2 Technical
Specifications Table 4.3.2-1 item 6.4, had not been performed during the last
Unit 2 refueling outage. These channel checks are required to be performed once
per shift during all operating conditions, but vere not performed vhen the
reactor vas in opecating condition 4 or 5. Reviev of the maintenance history
for these four level instruments since 1987 revealed a reliable petformance
record.

The cause of this event vas a deficient procedure caused by personnel ertvor.
Corrective actions for this event included counseling the responsible personnel,
revising the affected procedure, checking corresponding Unit 1 requirements, and

performing a line-by-line reviev of the subject procedure. The first three
actions are complete. The procedure reviev will be completed by 3/31/01,

DESCRIPTION OF EVENT

On 12/19/90, at approximately 1400 CST, personnel from the Safety Audit and
Engineering Reviev Department were conducting a routine audit of Technical
Specifications surveillances. At that time it vas diescovered that procedure
J48V-SUV-019.28, "Surveillance Checks," contained an error regarding the
applicable operating conditions under vhich a channel check vas required to be
performed on reactor vater level instruments 2B21-N6BOA/B/C/D (E118 Code JM).
Three separate Technical Specifications govern the surveillance requitements and
applicable operating conditions for these instruments. Technical Specifications
Table 4.3,1-1 item 4, requires a channel check to be performed vhen in eperating
conditions 1 and 24 Technical Specifications Table 4.3.2-1 item l.a.1. requires
a channel check to be performed when in operating conditions 1, 2, and 33 and
Technical Specifications Table 4.3.2-1 1tem 6.a. requires a channel check to be
performed when in operating conditions 3, 4, and 5. Therefore, the surveillance
on tnese instruments is required in all operating conditions, Howvever, contrary
to the trquirements of the Tr~hnical Specifications, the procedure required the
channel check to be performea only in operating conditions 1, 2, and 3, A
subsequent spot check of the surveillance history of this procedure revealed
that the channel check had not been performed during the last Unit 2 refueling
outage vhen the reactor vas in conditions 4 and 5.
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CAUSE_OF EVENT

The causz of the event ig personnel error. Prior to Revision 4 of this
procedure, the Technical Specifications requirement to perform the surveillance
vas correctly stated in the procedure. Hovever, vhen Revision 4 vas initiated
in October 1989, the requireasent to perform the channel check in operating
conditione 4 and 5 vas inappropriately deleted as part of an editorial
correction, having been mistaken for a typographical error. The individual vho
deleted the requirement did not consult the Technical Specifications to
ascertain the correct applicable operating conditions. The revision vas further
revieved by tvo personnel from the Nuclear Safety and Compliance department as
it vas being processed, but they overlooked the error also.

REPORTABILITY ANALYSIS AND SAFETY ASSESSMENT

This event is reportable per 10 CFR 50.73(a)(2)(i)(B) because a condition
existed vhich is prohibited by the plant’s Technical Specifications,
Specifically, channel check surveillances required to be performed on reactor
vater level instruments 2B21-N6BOA/B/C/D by Technical Specifications Table
4.3.2-1 {tem 6.a. vere not performed in operating conditions 4 and 5,

These reactor vater level instruments provide a trip signal to automatically
{solate the shutdown cooling system vhile in operating conditions 2, 4, and 5 in
the event that reactor vater level decreases to or belov Level 3. Reviev of
Deficiency Card and maintenance history shoved that none of these four
instruments has had a deficiency or a maintenance vork order vritten agains' it
since 1987, Only one corrective maintenance work order has been initiated
against the corresponding level detectors in this time frame and this condition
did not affect operability, Furthermore, there are four such instruments, and
the design of their respective trip logic circuite is fail-safe.

Based on the above analysis, it is concluded that this event had no adverse
impact on nuclear safety. Since the surveillance vas performed vhile the
reactor vas in conditions 1, 2, and 3, the analysis is applicable to operating
conditions 4 and 5,

CORRECTIVE ACTIONS

1. Three individuals vho were responsible for the procedute error have been
counseled regarding the need to consult primary source documents any time
changes are made to a procedure vhich implements Technical Specifications.
This iction is complete.

L

Procedure 348V-SUV. /19.28 has been revised to corvect the ervor in
operatirc condition applicability wvith respect to instruments
ZB21-N6BOA/B/C/D. This action is complete.
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