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TEXY (1f .on sym u ruu‘ru. use adduiml NRC Form 366A's) (1)

Seguoyah Nuclear Plant Unit )

Jarunry 18, 1992 An attachment to a TI was revised, promulgating the
revised RCG flow acceptance eriteria.

February 9, 1992 During routine performance of the MCR shift log SI for

1752 EST compliance with SR 4.2.5%.1, an operator traince identifind
that RCS flov did not meet acceptance criteris contained
in the referenced Ti. LCO 3,2.5 was enteved.

February 9, 1492 WCE flow was further evaluated and found accepisnle.
2110 EsT LEO 2.2.% was exited.

Februery 10, 1992 The acceptance criteria for RCS flow was rovised ana
incorpusated in the MCR shift log S1.

Do Other Systems ox Secondary Functions Affe.ted:
"m' .
E. Method of Discovery!

The failure to propevlv perform the MCR shift log 81 was discovered durilog
investigavion ol the indicated RCS low flow occurrence.

F. Qpetator Actiong!

Operators imaediately ontered LOO 3.2.5. Additionally, cperators pursued
verificution of adaquate RCS flow,

« Satety Bystem Responsed’
Non applicable -~ no safety system responses were required.
111. CAUSE OF THE EVENT
A lmmediate Cause:
Operators failed to properly perform the 81,
B. Koot Cause!:
Unit operatcrs in the performance of the 1ok shift log 81 routinely 4id not

refer to the RCS flow acceptance criteria contained in the rveferenced
procedure,

W( Form 366/6-89) TR e LU LG .

T —




B e B ———— - — ¥ R R B S SR N Sru— i e e

| MG fors 3064 U.5. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION Approved M) No. 31800104
(6-8%) Expires 4/%0702
LICINSEL EVENT REPORT (LER)

TEXT CONTINUATION

.t ) B e e b S . r—— s P —
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TEXT (1F more wuu s roguh’rd. use a“iuonﬂ NRC Form SL6A's) (170

C. Coutributing Facturst

The operatore Lelieved that they knew the acceptunce criteria, that it would
not changa without a T6 change and, therefore, did not consider that it was
necessnry to refer Lo the TI for performance of the MOR shif* log 81 eac!
shife,

The T! was revired thresa weeks ~fter the new flcv 1limit was determined by the
RCS fiow verification 81, Thie limit is used for compliance with &R 4.2.5.1,
and the revision to the TI should have beun processed immediately,

No procedural guldance was provided in the RCS flow verificetion B1 to provide
the tie between the procedures.

IV. ANAYYBIS OF THE EVENT

RCS flow s one of the parsmeters used in accident analyeis (Final Sufety Analysis
Reports 15.7%.5 and 15.3.4) as an initial condition for other accidents in
departure from nucleate boiling (DNB) analysis. The limite on the UNB-relsted
parameters sssury (hat each of the parameters are maintained witiiin the normal
steady~state envelope of operation sssumed in the trensient and accident analysio.

Flow verification using more accurate RPS sack dava verified flow was geater than
TS, Subgequent 81 performances, after February 10, 1292, have also ahown RCS
flows above T6 limite. Recogniring the pot-ntial ivac-uracies in the past
readings on MCR panel gauges and that nothing within the RCE flow path could have
changed to increase flows to currently observed vulues, it ie belisvea by
engineering judgement, thai RUS flows have always been above T8 limits,

V. CORRECTI7E ACTIONS

A. lmmediate Corrective Actions:

1. Revisions to the Units | and Z MCR whilt log 618 were mady to place the
RCS flow acceptance criteria directly on the §! date sheet. The revision
also provided guidance for the operator to request performance of a
conditional RCS flow verification 81 if the control board gauges indicatad
that the T§ 1low limit was act wet.

B. Corrective Action tou Frevent Recurrence:

1. Each shift operations supervisor (808) will discuss this event with his
crew reinforcing the expectation of procedural compliance. The Operations
manager will communicate the expectation that operators are responsible
for identification of lucppropriate procedures and {or resiesting vevision
of those procedurcs.

NRC Fora 366(6-84)
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