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On 08/20/93, the Surveillance Test Coordinator (STC) identified that a Surveillance Test
(ST) (S130-7-35N3-R1CA) had not been performed prior to exceeding the Technical
Specification (Tech Spec) out of surveillance date. This resulted in @ violation of Tech
Spec 4.7.A 3.a on 08/08/93. The cause of the event was that the initial review of the
proposed Tech Spec change 10 determine its impact on individual Surveillance Test
‘requencies was inadequate.  After discovery of the event, SI3D-7-3503-B1CR was
completed satisfactorily on 08/20/93 to ensure that the instrumentation and selpoints
associated with these Vacuum Breakers were operable. In addition, completion of the
review of this Tech Spec Amendment verified that this was the only case where an ST
was not completed within its allowable surveiliance frequency. The event has been
discussed with the involved individuals. The pertinent information from the event will be
provided to the appropriate Site Engineering personnel to emphasize the impornance of
attention to detaii when reviewing Tech Spec Proposals and approved Amendments. No
actual safety consequences occlred as 8 result of this event. There were no Previous
similar events identified.

5407060109 ©
PDR  ADOCK 03000578
PDR




TL-01-"94 14:26  1D:MUCLERR SEPUICES TEL 10 21S-FdD-6773 M PR

'

HAC FORK I06 A UA NUCLEAR ATGULATORY COMMISSION

APPROVED OME NO 31600104
LRFIAES /0N

LICENSEE BVENT REPORT (I FR)

ESTIMATED BURDEN PER RESFONSE TO COMPLY WTH THIS
WIFARIAAT 100 0OLLLOTION NEOUELT 100 wHe ENPwaRD

TEXT GANTINVATION I Y L

THE PAPEBWORK REDUCTION PROECT (16001041 oFFICE
OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGEY wal NG TON OC 20802

FACILITY NAME (1) Ioacuv NUMBE R (2

Peach Bottom Atomic Power Station
Unit 3

LER NUMBLN &

raG

e siouinT AL | TR cain
x NuMpe numMa R

,,___,L_mo_m 19(2]78l913[—]ololr [~[0]0

0 |2

e —————— S PO

Bequirements of the Report

Thig report is submitted pursiiant tn 1N COFR 80 73 (A)(2)()(R) As A rasilt nt A Tachninal
Specification (Tech Spec) violation when a Suppression Chamber-Reactor Building
Vacuum Breaker Pressure Switch Surveillance Test (ST) was not performed within s
allowable eighteen month test frequency.

Unit Conditions at Time of Event

Unit 3 was in the *RUN" mode &t approximately 98 % of thermail reactor (LIS EA) power.
Thers wars no aystems, atructureg, or components that woro inoporablo that contributod
to the event.

Description of the Event

On 08/20/93, during 3 review of an approved Tech Spec Amendment (179/182)
“EXTENSION OF TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION SURVEILLANCE INTERVALS TO 24
MOMTHS" tho Sunillance Test Conrdinatnr (STN) identifier that @ Sunaillance Test
(SlSD~7»3503 B‘ICR) “CALIBRATION CHECK OF SUPPRESSION CHAMBER - REACTOR
BUILDING PRESSURE It:STRUMENT DPIS 3503B" had nol been pedonmed pior 10
exceeding the Tech Spec out of surveillance date. The test was performed twelve days
fale, Tlad /88UNEH im & ViSIaNSA 8 (CCh LPEe 4./.A.0.0 on UU/08/Us.  Tooh Lpoo
4.7.A.3.a specifies that “The pressure suppression chamber - reactor building vacuum
breakers shall be checked for operation every refueling outage. Associated
instrumentation including setpoint shall be checked for operation every eighteen months”.

After dicoovory of the event on 08/20/93, S130.7.3503.B1CR was complete satistactorily
tn ensura that the instrumentation and setpoints associated with these Vacuum Dreakers
were npershia  In additinn. pnmplation of the raviaw of this Tech Spen Amendment
veritisd that this wasg the only ease whoro an 8T wae not complatad within ite allowable

surveillance frequency.

Cause of the Event

rha cause of the event was that the initial review of the proposed |ech Spec change 10
getermine its impact on Individual Survelllance Test requencles was lnadeyualy. Tedh
B ou A ndoncd (198,108 Lloood ALLLLLELL Lot 8 (aguinsy 80 00mas pov Oy alel a0
*Retuel” 10 have their frequency extended from 18 months to 24 months. PECO
requested this amendment in late 1992 tn <iippart 24 month fiel rycles  This intial reviaw

in 1992 was intended to identity and list which of these tests needed to retain an 18
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month frequency. Review of the Tech Spec change for impact on surveillance testing was
performed by Statinn Fnginearing (Utility . Nor. Licensed) in 1992. The review failed 10
identify that SI30-7-3503-81CH needed to retain an 18 month testing frequency. The
review was performed using & list of Tech Spec Implementation items generated by
Osrparats Cagincoring. Wowovor, tho Corporate engineering ligt was not & complete list
and did nol sl SISB-7-3808 BICR as nssding 1o b2 retained at 8 fraquency ef 10 menths,
The list was infended to be used as an aid only. Subsequently, this Tech Spec change
was approved and issued by tho NRC on 08/02/83. The Tech Spec Amendment was
issued on the same day it was needed to prevent a Unit 3 shutdown due to vanious STs
being out of surveillance. Using the initial 1992 review list for guidance, the STC changed
all *Once per Cycle® and "Refuel” tests to a 24 month frequency in the ST Tracking
Program excapt for those listed on the 1992 review list as maintaining an 18 month
frequency. Slnca SI3N.7.3AN3-B1CR was not on the infial review list due « an
inadequate review, ils frequency was changed to 24 months when it should have
remained at 18 months. Therefore, SI3D-7-3503-B1CR was not performed on time. This
mistake was discovered during a subsequent review of the approved Tech Spec
Amendment by STC.

Analysis of the Event
NO actual satety consequences occurred us & resull ul lhis evenl

The consequences are congiderod minimal duo to tho fact that SI130D.7 3603 B1CR wae
completed satisfactorily on 08/20/83 which ensured that the instrumentation associated
with the Suppression Champer - Heactor Buliding Vacuum Breakers were operable during
the time that the ST was out of survetllance

Corrective Actlons

Altwr disrovery ol the avant HIAN-7-0500 B1CN wea complutud suliviadtenly 0n 08/20/03
v enstira that e nstrment don and seioolils aesoulalad wil ivee Vewwwin Bisahws
wrra onarable.

In addition, completion of the review O ttus Tech Spec Amendment verified that this was
e wiily case whers an GT was not comploted within ite allowablo curvoillance froquency
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The event has been discussed with the involved individuals. The pertinent information
from the event will be provided to the appropnate Site Engineering personnel 1o

approved Amendments.

Previous Simiiar Events

/
There were no previous similar events identified involving a less than adequate review of
Tech Spec Proposals or approved Amendments.

emphasize the importance of attention to detail when reviewing Tech Spec Proposals and (
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