VERMONT YANKEE NUCLEAR POWER CORPORATION

P O BOX 187
GOVERNOR MUNT ROAD
VERNON, VERMONT 05364

March 13, 1991
VYV #91-082

U.8. Nuclear Ro!ulntory Commisseion
Document Control Desk
Washington, D.C., 20558

REFERENCE!: Operating License DPR-28
Docket No. 50-271
Reportable Occurrence No., LER $1-02

Dear Sirs:

As defined by 10 CFR 50.73, we are reporting the attached
Reportable Occurrence as LER 91~02.

Very truly yours,

VERMONT YANKEE NUCLEAR POWER CORPORATION

N aoieia)

Donald A. Reid
Plant Manager

cc: Regional Administrator
USNRC
Region 1
475 Allendale Road
King of Prussia, PA 19406

-

oD
Oisr

'00"‘

ERBhER 0860

®0wd




? j &, NUCLEAR REGULATORY CommISSTON |

" APPROVED OMS N0, 31600104
EXPIRES 4/30/92
ESTIMATED BURDEN PER RESPONSE TO _"MPLY
WITH THIS INFORMATION COLLECTION .\EQUEST.
’ 60.0 MRS, FORWARD COMMENTS REGARD (NG
LICENSEE EVENT REPORT (LER) BURDEN ESTIMATE TO THE RECORDS AND REPORTS
MANAGEMENT BRANCH (P-830), U.S. NUCLEAR
REGULATORY COMMISEION, WASMINGTON, DC
20655, AND TO THE PAPERW.“K REDUCTION
PROJECT (3160-0104), OFFICE °F ﬂlﬂlﬁtﬁ!ﬁ?

OB T W‘%ﬁu |
Wm.m 0l mumu__mﬂﬁ&rﬁh

ITLE ()

1
L] | ‘ T L] m L]
JYEAR L LSEQ. @ 1 LNEVE | MON Y FACILITY $ A8)
$111- 2 _:u
Hl . T 1 _QT ‘ | o
?n.402() 20.408(c) 60.73(0)(2)(1v) 73.71(b)|
20,408(0)(2) (1) 80.36(c)(1) 0. 73(a)(2)(v) WNie)
20, 406(a)(1)(14) §0.36(c) ) 60.73(a)(2)(vii) JTHER
20, 805(a) (1) (144) B0, 73(a;(2)(1) BO.78(a)(2)(viid)(A)
ghsananinry 20. lbl(l)( (iv) 60,73{a)(2)(41) 50,73 (a)(2)(viii)(B)

' )
J‘Alljllllll!l‘li Y - h ‘11‘1‘“‘ dmln)

[ TELEPHONE NG,
AREA
EPETEELLE]
NT F ' Tuxg_g 28] '¥
v+ 0+ 1| CAUSE | BY COMPNT | MF REPORTABLE | ......
TONPRDS oo TO NPRDS | oo
. 5 0 1 . ot o oo e . e
DRSS M G B B0 4 10 U ST NIA | wetmpegegrgepapaent el
S0P ENTAL REPORT EXPECTED (%) | EXPECTED MO 0A | YR
SUBMTSSION
ED SUBMISSION DATE) X | NO DATE ('*) 0

(Limit to 14 apacus. 1.e., approx., fifteen single-space typewritten lines) (')

On February 15, 1991 it was discovered that & Technical Specification required sur-
veillance test had exceeded the specified test intervi !, The plant was operating at 100
percent power and whs unaffected by this occurrence.

Technical Specification 4.13.0.1.b requires that high pressure carbon dioxide
extinguishing systems be demonstrated operable at least once per 18 months, In 1088, even
though the test interva) was exceeded, the tests were completed successfully, This
occurrence was discovered during a routine review of surveillance test completion dates,

The root couse of this occurrence was an incorrect interpretation of the surveillance inter-
val for this item.

No other discrepancies were identified as & result of this review, Modifications andg
revisions to the surveillance program since this event, have served to correct this issue.
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CORRECTIVE ACTIONS

Immedinte Corrective Actions

surveillance intervals had been exceeded. This review was completed on February
1001,

Subsequent Corrective Actions

These efforts have atequately addressed this issue to prevent recurrence, and no
further actions are required,

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

There have been no similar events reported in the last five years,

The review of surveillance test completion dates verified that no other

In the period since this occurrence, 8 number of improvements have been
made to the Surveillance Testing Control program st Vermont Yankee. The Surveillance
Testing Control procedure has been revised to include specific informat’ n regarding
surveillance test intervals and allowsble tolerances. Trairing has been provided, in
conjunction with the Technical Training Gepartment, for departmenta)l surveillance
scheduling coordinators. The training emphasized the importance of the survei)lance
test intervals and interval tolerance. Additional controls have been established
within the procedure for the tracking of rurveillance test scheduling and completion.
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