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fGentlemen:

Joseph M. Farley Nuclear Plant Licensee Event Report No. 94-002-00 is being submitted in
accordance with 10 CFR 50.73. Ifyou have any questions, please advise.
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At 1652 on 12/14/94, with the Unit 2 reactor in mode 1 operating at 100 percent reactor power, it
was determined during a surveillance schedule review, that the required surveillance for the Unit 2
service water pumps' lube and cooling velves had not been performed and had exceeded the
allowable grace period. Failure to perform this inservice test within the specified surveillance interval
required the A and B train service water systems to be declared inoperable. The missed surveillance
test was performed satisfactorily and completed by 1747 on 12/14/94.

J. .s event was caused by cognitive personnel error. The last date performed and the due date on the
suveillance schedule was inadvertently changed during the transcription process and verification by
an independent reviewer was not performed. Contributing to this was a misinterpretation of
requirements by responsible personnel, in that they did not understand that all changes to the
surveillance schedule, including transcriptions, required independent verification.

All surveillance schedules were reviewed to ensure correct schedules were in place. Although,
additional transcription errors were noted, none of those errors resulted in a missed surveillance. This |

|event has been discussed with personnel responsible for updating surveillance schedules. The
requirement ofindependent verification for all changes, including transcriptions, has been
communicated to the responsible personnel,
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Plant and System Identification

Westinghouse -- Pressurized Water Reactor
Energy Industry Identification System codes are identified in the text as [XX].

Description of Event

At 1652 on 12-14-94, it was determined during a surveillance schedule review, tlut the last date
performed and the due date as listed on the Unit 2 surveillance schedule for FNP-2-STP-24.11
(Service Water Cyclone Separator Valves Inservice Test) [BI] were incorrect. FNP-2-STP-24.11
had not been performed within its specified surveillance interval and had exceeded its grace period
ending on 11/26/94.

The actions required by Technical Specification 4.0.3 resulted in declaring both the A and B train
service water systems inoperable. This caused entry into Technical Specification 3.0.3. Immediate
action was taken to perform the missed surveillance test. At 1747 on 12/14/94, the surveillance was
completed satisfactorily.

The surveillance test had been last performed on 8/3/94 and had a scheduled next quarterly due date
of 11/3/94. The last date performed and the due date had been correctly calculated, entered into the
schedule and verified by an independent reviewer. When the schedule sheet containing FNP-2-STP-
24.11 and other scheduled surveillances required replacement, the information was transcribed to a
new sheet. The dates for FNP-2-STP-24.11 were inadvertently changed during this transcription
process. The transcription was not verified by an independent reviewer.

The corrective action that had been communicated to personnel, per LER 89-016(U2), had been that
independent reviews were required for updates to the surveillance schedule.

Cause of Eveal

This event was caused by cognitive personnel error. The last date performed and the due date on the
surveillance schedule were inadvertently changed during the transcription process and verification by
an independent reviewer was not performed. Contributing to this was a misinterpretation of
requirements by responsible personnel, in that they did not understand that all changes to the
surveillance schedule, including transcriptions, were considered updates that required independent
verification.
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Safety Assessment

This event was reportable because of entry into Technical Specifications 3.0.3.
.

Although the surveillance was overdue, it was completed satisfactorily, demonstrating that the
equipment had remained operable during this period. There was no effect on plant operation. The
health and safety of the public were not affected by this event.

Corrective Action

The actions required by Technical Specification 4.0.3 were performed. Immediate action was taken
to perform the missed surveillance test. At 1747 on 12/14/94, the surveillance was completed
satisfactorily.

All surveillance schedules were reviewed to ensure correct schedules were in place. Although,
additional transcription errors were noted, none of those errors resulted in a missed surveillance. This
event has been discussed with personnel responsible for updating surveillance schedules. The
requirement ofindependent verification for all changes, including trar ,;riptions, has been
communicated to the responsible personnel.

AdditionalInformation

LER 89-016(2) involved cognitive personnel error in the miscalculation of a surveillance due datei

associated with the completion of the surveillance schedule.

No component failures occurred during this event.

The unit was available for power operation during the period from 11-26-94 through 12-14-94.

This event would not have been more severe ifit had occurred under different operating conditions.
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