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DIESEL STARTS AND FAILURE REPORTING 8/22/90
Time: 13:00

Page | of 2

NEC Concarn

1. The NRC 1s concerned about the incorrect number of diesel starts reported
in LER 1-90-06 and the number of starts presented to the NRC on April 9,
1990 and in the confirmation response letter of April 9, 1990. The major
issue remaining is to try and determine through psssonal interviews, how
the number of 19 for diesel 1B was arrived at in the April 9 letter to the
NRC. The NRC believes the intent of the April 9 letter and the
presentation discussed consecutive successful starts. The revised
response to LER 90-06 did not clarify the number of starts reported to the
NRC April 9, and did not clarify that the 19 starts were not consecutive.

2. The inspector noted that documentation provided by Operations to support
diesel trending (14980-C and 13145-C data sheets) does not contain an
adequate description of what happens during the start attespt. The plant
fs not interpreting Reg Guide 1.108 properly with regard to reporting
valid and non-valid failures. There may be valid and non-valid fallures
that were not reported. The NKRC does not consider the current status of
reporting diese! failures to be in compliance with commi tments made to the
NRC in Violation 50-424/87-57.

NRC Documentation

The NRC has reviewed the diesel start log and supporting documentation
(14980-C and 13145-C data sheets). The NRC currently believes some problems
identified on 14980's and 13145's should be classified as non-valid fallures
and reported to the NRC. The NRC has requested and recefved written analysis
to explain the disposition of the following 18 diesel starts: #'s 123, 124,
132, 133, 134, 136, 160, 161, 162, 164, 165, and 190. LER 1-90-06, revision
1: OA Audit Report OP26-90/33; QA Audit Report OP09-90/31; and Special Report
1;:8—05. dated August 7, 1990; GPC confirmatory action letter dated April 9,
1990.

YEGP Position

— 1. The error made in the number of diesel starts reported to the NRC on April
.9, 1990, and in LER 1-90-06 1s attributed to two factors:

a. The test! as described in LER 90-06, revision 0, was in the
*context cf* and "in reference to* the diese! contropl systems, The
first two sentences of the Sth paragraph explain actions taken with
regard to sensor calibrations and control system testing. In this
context, the test program correlates to testing discussed with the
NRC on April 9, 1990, and reported in the April 9, 1990, confirmatory
letter. The LER 90-06 comment of “subsequent to the test program®
was not intended to exclude successful diesel starts before declaring
the diese! operable. As a result, diesel starts after tasting of the
control systems, but before a declaration of operability were
counted. The transmittal letter for LLR 30 ', revision . describes
the confusion and attempts to clarify the concern by redefining the
types of starts and the point of counting.
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b. LER 90-06, revision 1, was intended to clarify any inadvertent
*sisleading® of the NRC on successful operation of the diesel contro!l
systems.  When Vogtle Management was aware of the problem in LER

gvision 0, management notified the NRC Residents. Also at

¢ corporate officy on 6/17750, W. Shipman contacted Ken Brockman

and on about 6/11/90, W. G. Hairston, III, contacted Mr. S. Ebneter
of NRC Region II. The revised LER was submitted on 6/29/90.

The 19 starts discussed on April 9 were based on operator assessments
of the starts as successful using VEGP procedures.' Additional review
of these staris by both the NRC and Vogtle personnel indicates start
#134, performed on March 23, 1990, could be counted as unsuccessful .

If start_#134 1s not counted, only 14 successful starts occurred
before April 9, 1990.. This start will be reviewed in detall and an
appropriate report to clarify the number of starts reported April 9,
1990 will be made.

(iv

2. After a thorough review of Reg Guide 1.108, Engineering Support (Mike
Horton) agreed that all diesel start problems have not been reported as
fatlures. GPC's response to NRC Violation 424/87-57 committed to report
such equipment problems as fallures; however, due to Intermal
administrative problems, the commitment was not implemented. Engineering
e -=ort intends to review diese! start records for any unreported fatlures.

VEGP Documentation

o LER 1-90-06, revision 1;: QA Audit Report O0P26-90/33; QA Audit Report
0P09-90/31; and Special Report 1-90-05, dated August 7, 1990;
confirmatory action letter dated April 9, 1990.

o 18 diesel start analysis available 8/15/9C and Reg Guide 1.108 position
fros Enginsering Support.
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8/22/90
: Response to NRC Question Concerning Time: 13:00
Diesel Starts Reported on April 9, 1990
and in LER 90-06, Revisions 0 and 1

Question #1
1. Who prepared the slide for the 4/9/90 presentation?
Answer: G. Bockhold, Jr., J. P. Cash, and K. Burr working as l group.

"we v 7 ‘f’
2. approved use of‘ the slide? 'JPS:._TG:;.,Q{,}I(! f:w); Mfln : :cf:i frﬁp
Answer: G. Bockhold, Jr. $aud 3 4
. k’l'hl( n A (es ﬂ‘-([ 1he sJ;‘r'r, He d,na-_,*-';t.c
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1. Who pr d the confirmat letter of April 9, 19907 325-% and covnte
. prepare confirmatory letter of Ap ) e

Answer: C. K. McCoy, J. A. Balley, W. G. Mairston, m»‘.it group.- " o e

2. Who approved the letter?
Answer: HW. G. Hairston, III

Question #3 (with regard to LER 90-06, revision O, dated 4/19/90)

1. HKho prepared the LER?
Answer: Several draft revisions of the LER were prepared by Tom Webb and

others of the NSAC group of the Vogtle Site Technical Support.
, These drafts were reviewed and commented on by the Plant Review
ntemig wus Board. The final revision of LER 90-06, revision 0 was prepared

Iheny This e
sivomd in meeting, by & phonecon between site management and corporate unumnt.
week of §:13-0 with Those participating are believed to be G. Bockhold, Jr., A. L.°
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oo Bl Answer: All revisions %P § R e Fob aved' and the
General Manager-Plant Vogtle. Al revisions a.. r;.u.o-; revisomg %
were net r--'t( Phﬂ rro>
3. Who approved the LER? sebwifial. For m-yle ‘fhe fina) version

Answer: The LER was approved by W. G. Hairston, III disiured en ﬂ‘f*!’l ﬂ?‘(
phese con wu> ne r

Qlllitinll “ e vie bs‘.n jis—d by
Karewdon. on €-/-%

1. Who prepared the cover letter for LER 90-06, revision 1?
Answer: The cover letter was prepared by H. W. Majors of the corporate
staff. This letter was prepared under the guidance of K. G.

Hairston.

2. What was the purpose (intent) in the wording of the cover letter with

regard to the number of diesel starts?

Answer: The cover letter was intended to document discussions with NRC
Region II to clarify the starts documented m-_m_wos\
_revigsion 0. By picking a well defined point to specify

| ( "subsequent to the test program® it was possible to identify a

&— D \_substantfal number of successful diesel starts. This s

‘Intended to remove any additional miguity
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Question #5
l. HWho in corporate added the words “subsequent to the test program* in LER
90-06, revision 07
Answer: Corporate Licensing perscnne’ in conjunction with the phone
N ] A paua ,\.(;ﬂi 45 . conversation described above made editorfal changes as
o directed. Those present during the phone conversation are
Sram oo P Phone thought to be W. Shipman, G. Bockhold, Jr., A. L. Mosbaugh,
all . J. G. Aufdenkampe, and J. Stringfellow. .
*) JA o I;:Jf.[ wn/-( wi)
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b. LER 90-06, revision 1, was fintended to clarify any Inadvertent
“sisleading® of the NRC on successful operation of the dlesel control
systems.  When Vogtle Management was aware of the probles in LER

\gﬂ._rg_uﬂ_on 0, management notified the NRC Residents. Also at

® corporate offiew on 6/T17%0, W. Shipman contacted Ken Brockman

and on about 6/11/90, W. G. Hairston, III, contacted Mr. S. Ebneter
of NRC Region II. The revised LER was submitted on 6/29/90.

The 19 starts discussed on April 9 were based on operator assessments
of the starts as successful using VEGP procedures.' Additional review
of these starts by both the NRC and Vogtle personnel indicates start
u\glu, performed on March 23, 1990, could be counted as "
& f start #134>1s not counted, oniy 14 successful starts occurred
__ before April 9, 1990.. This start will be reviewed in detall and an
appropriate report to clarify the number of starts reported April 9,

1990 will be made.

2. After a thorough review of Reg Guide 1.108, Engineering Support (Mike
Horton) agreed that all gdissel start problems have not been reported as
fallures. GPC's response to NRC Violation 424/87-57 committed to report
such equipment problems as failures; however, due to interna!
administrative problems, the commitment was not impleciented. Engineering
Support intends to review diesel start records for any unreported failures.

YEGP Documentation

o LER 1-90-06, revision 1; QA Audit Report OP26-90/33; QA Audit Report
0P0$-90/31: and Special Report 1-50-05, dated August 7, 1990; GPC
confirmatory action letter dated April 9, 1990.

o 18 diesel start analysis available 8/15/90 and Reg Guide 1.108 position
from Engineering Support.
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Question £2 i
1. Who prepared the confirmatory letter of April 9, 19907 373 B shodds on 6¢
Answer: C. K. McCoy, J. A. Balley, W. G. Hairston, III as L,’P",!\q-?-w.

2. Who approved the letter?
« Answer: W. G. Kairston, III

A 0y (with Fesard to LER 90-06, revision O, dated 4/19/90)

e .mo approved
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1. Who prepared the cover letter for LER 90-06, revision 17

Answer: The cover letter was prepared by M. W. Majors of the corporate
staff. This letter was prepared under the guidance of W. G.

Hairstoe. g
4 "“ : -
1% 2., et was the o (intent) in the wording of the cover letter with
| ¥ regard to the of diesel starts?

Answer: The cover letter was intended to document discussions with NRC

Region II to \mmg_@,:nm_m%n_m 90-06.,
: ,""Sy plc & well defined nt to specify

subseguent to the test program® 1t was possible to fidentify a /
e— D \_substantial nusber of successful diesel starts. This was
ntenced to remove iny addit\on_al ambiguity. =

Quastion £3
1. Who in corporate added the words “"subsequent to the test program® in LER
90-06, revision 07
Answer: Corpont:‘ Llcumnq‘ po;soml in conjun.c‘?on'n‘lth htho phons
Rl o, : conversation described above made torfal changes as
Vil Sogmam picked 1. o directed. Those present during the phone conversation are
ohruse o Fhe Phome  thought to be M. Shipman, G. Bockhold, Jr., A. L. Mosbaugh,

“ufl. J. G. Aufdenkampe, and J. St-ingfellow. .
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b. LER $S0-08, revision 1, was fintended to clarify any Inadvertent
*mitioading” of the NRC on successful cperation of the diese! control
gt Vogtie Management was aware of the problem in LER
q fon 0, management notified the NRC Residents. Also at
the corporate o , W. Shipman contacted Ken Brockman
and on about 6/11/90, W. G. Hairston, III, contacted Mr. S. Ebneter

of NRC Region II. The revised LER was submitted on 6/29/90.

The 19 starts discussed on April 9 were based on operator assessments
of the starts as successful using VEGP procedures.’ Additional review
of these starts by both the NRC and Vogtle personnel indicates staﬂ\

~. 134, performed on March 23, 1990, could be counted as unsuccessful.
@ start,_#134> 15 not counted, only 14 successful starts occurred
‘\ufou_%l 9, 1990., This sTart Wil De reviewed in detafl and an
appropriate report o clarify the number of starts reported April 9,

Bl 1990 will be made. e L e )

r LA |

2. After a thorough review of Reg Guide 1.108, Engineering Support (Mike

Horton) agreed that all W have not been reported as
falluyres. GPC's response to NRC Violation 424/87-57 committed to report

such equipment problems &3 fallures; however, due to intermal
adeinistrative problems, the commitment was not implemented. Engineering
Support intends to review diesel start records for any unreported failures.

YEGP Documentation

© LER 1-90-06, revision 1; QA Audit Report OP26-90/33;: QA Audit Report
0P09-90/31; and Special Report 1-90-05, dated August 7, 1990;: GPC
confirmatory action letter dated April 9, 1990.

0 18 diese]l start analysis available 8/15/90 and Reg Guide 1.108 position
from Engineering Support.
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