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AREAS OF rnurram NNC VEEP CRIACT CORPORATE CM TACT

o D/G Records Starts / Failures - Pete Taylor G. Frederick |

i* 3/1/90 $ R Monitor Inop Mode Change Neal Huneauller JES/D. Carter

o Missed Surv. Cont. Isol. Neal Huneauller JES/S. Samnson

a March 15 RHR Train 3 Ron Aiello JES/J. Gasser P. D. Rushton !
t

Temp. Change Notice to AGP Robert Carrol JES/J. Casha
18028-C-7-90-1 j

ESFA Sequencer Out of Service Robert Carrol JES/Herton J. A. Baileyo

Alternate Radweste Building Ron Aiello Ron LeGrand/JES P. D. Rushton*

Snubber Reduction / Larry Garner Gus Williams Ward /Stringfellow*

LCO Action Statement

* Cont. Integrity Hydrogen Monitor Morris Branch Dean Gustafson Ward /Stringfellow

Valve Opened

Precision Heat Balance Morris Branch Gus Williams B. Florian
* 1

Personnel Accountability C. VanDenburgh JES/GB*
Methodology for Reporting

J. D. Wilcox J. E. Swartruelder J. Stringfellow |

Tech. Spec. 3.0.3 Philosophy
!

,

o

J. D. Wilcox R. M. Odon J. A. Bailey

ESFAS Reportability
f

o

Plant Review Board (PRB) Composition C. VanDenburgh
- G. Beckhold

Io

Morris Branch J. E. Swartruelder J. Stringfellow
Tech. Specs. Interpretationa

J. E. Swartzwelder ,

Larry Garner i

Overtime / Training & qualification !*
M. Norton P. D. Rushton

Larry Garner ,

Electrical Separation Zone 80 !*

J. D. Wilcox J. E. Swartzwelder
I. S. 3.4.7.3 CCW*
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: A DIESEL STARTS AND FAILURE REPORTING 8/22/90 .

Time: 13:00$ ,'

*

Page 1 of 2
,

~

| NRC Cpacern
s

1. The NRC is 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,

: 1ssue remainin9 is to try and determine through personal interviews, how .

'the number of 19 for diesel IB 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'

i
response to LER 90-06 did not clarify the number of starts reported to the t

j NRC April 9. and did not clarify that tne 19 starts were not consecutive.
<

} .

j 2. The inspector noted that documentation provided by Operations to support
i diesel trending (14980-C and 13145-C data sheets) does not contain an
j adequate description of what happens during the start attempt. The plant

is not interpreting Reg Guide 1.108 properly with regard to reporting!

valid and non-valid failures. There may be valid and non-valid failures
;

i
that were not reported. The NRC does not consider the current status of

i reporting diesel failures to be in compliance with commitments made to the
! NRC in Violation 50-424/87-57.
i'

I

! 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 failures
! and reported to the NRC. The NRC has requested and received written analysis
I

to explain the disposition of the following IB diesel starts: #'s 123, 124,

! 132, 133, 134,136,160.161,162.164,165, and 190. LER 1-90-06. revision
! 1; QA Audit Report OP26-90/33; QA Audit Report OP09-90/31; and Special Report

|
1-90-05, dated August 7,1990; GPC confirmatory action letter dated April 9,

; 1990.
i

|
| VEGP Positica - - - . . ~ .

j ,
,

j e--- 0 1. The error made in the number of diesel starts reported to the NRC on April_
-

| N. 9d990. and in LER 1-90-06 is attributed to two factors:_

I a. The testing as described in LER 90-06, revision 0, was in the
i " content ef* and "in reference to" the diesel control systems. The |

first two sentences of the 5th paragraph explain actions taken with |

regard to sensor calibrations and control system testing. In this !,

:

i context, the test nrocram correlates to testing discussed with the
i

NRC on April 9,1990, and reported in the April 9,1990, confirmatory,

|

| 1etter. The LER 90-06 comment of " subsequent to the test program" )
was not intended to exclude successful diesel starts before declaring i

:

i the diesel operable. As a result, diesel starts after testing of the
! control systems, but before a declaration of operability were

i counted. The transmittal letter for' LLA'.30 'L. revision 1, describes

|
the confusion and attempts to clarify the concern by redefining the
types of starts and the point of counting.

,

1
1
*

- _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ - _ . _ _ , . _ . - _ . . _ . ..
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DIESEL STARTS AND FAILURE REPORTING
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Page 2 of 2*

b. LER 90-06, revision 1, was intended to clarify any inadvertent
" misleading" of the NRC on successful operation of the diesel control
systems./ When Vogtle Management was aware of the problem in LER

@ N-0C~ revision 0, management notified the NRC Residents.' Also' at90
corporate oTfTce'on 67TT790, M. sh1pman~iontacted Ken Brockman

and on about 6/11/90, H. 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 revjew
of these starts by both the NRC and'Vogtle~ personnel indicates start-

_J134j performed on March 23, 1990, could be counted as unsuccessful.
If start #134.'is not counted, only 14 successful starts occurredtm

C before. AprT1 9, 1990. , This~ start will be reviewed in detail and an
appropriate reporrt6 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 diesel start eroblent have not been reported as
failures. GPC's response to NRC Violation 424/87-57 committed to report
such equipment prob) ems as failures; however, due to internal
administrative problems, the commitment was not implemented. Engineering
su:: ort intends to review diesel start records for any unreported failures.

VEGP Documentation

o LER 1-90-06, revision 1; OA Audit Report OP26-90/33; QA Audit Report
OP09-90/31; and Special Report 1-90-05, dated August 7, 1990; GPC

confirmatory action letter dated April 9, 1990.

is diesel start analysis available 8/15/90 and Reg Guide 1.108 positiono
from Engineering Support.
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\ 8/22/90 .- )t
Response to NRC Question Concerning Time: 13:00- '

! Diesel Starts Reported on April 9,1990
; and in LER 90-06, Revisions 0 and 1

Ouestion #1
1 1. Who prepared the slide for the 4/9/90 presentation?

Answer: G. Bockhold, Jr., J. P. Cash, and K. Burr working as a group
,

approved use of the slide? M M "^' " '" "lI * ''' 9
,' , [ y [c;

'
| 2. x7 -

1 Answer: G. Bockhold Jr. Ad .5k d "'3 W
%hnhe w Ad W N''N ^[ ""'3 h, Akh

de-lety N * ( * * 6 -c
! Ouention #2 f j

1. Who prepared the confirmatory letter of April 9, 19907 > 2 a e
;

'

Answer: C. K. McCoy, J. A. Bailey, H. G. Hairston, III a gyou).(,
o ,,

! 2. Who approved the letter?
| Answer: N. G. Hairston III

_

| Ouestion #3 (with regard to LER 90-06, revision 0, dated 4/19/90) 1

1. Who prepared the LER7 )-

#
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

n b.i N. si niwg ed Board. The final revision of LER 90-06, revision 0 was prepared
..,, ,,,m/ ,, m e eb .p by a phonecon between site management and corporate management.

,,. g cf $ . 4 3 - 7:'A Those participating are believed to be G. Bockhold, Jr., A. L. '
,( . Mosbaugh, J. G. Aufdenkam e, H. Shipn n.

%. .a ,u f.a.d & m m 'Th "c+r I' ' N 3
'ej''*#"[[f fj'Qdh& J.* {* & ,,, [2.O

gf4 8 '}d
c' P *f

Who reviewed the LER7 en
T.EF wYfsEe)wd $

g,,,A :,yA f, ro e45.* Oi I'4' Answer: All revisions D e PR and the
Pli8Pok,General Manager-Plant Vogtle. Allry,yte.ip an/ rvAS;o=5 o re vim *pS

e ,,,t r W e. d ly % e 1M .hl. F, ewvle the Lna) w r .,* .3. Who approved the LER?

hisweid<'Me"'f')ff~Answer: The LER was approved by M. G. Hairston, III mi nd I'Mp.,e co n
Ouestion #4 MeM W 333"M b I

k an } os,. om 4-R -90- |
'

1. Who prepared the cover letter for LER 90-06, revision I?
Answer: The cover letter was prepared by H. W. Hajors of the corporate

staff. This letter was prepared under the guidance of H. 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 clartfy theJar_ts_dQCat8ated__1A_lilL_9.0-06
Igvi_11on_Du ~By picking a well defined point to specify

e @ ((Nintended to remove any additional ambiguity. r ~
" subsequent to the test program" it was possible to identify a '

/substantial number of successful diesel starts. This was
~ - ~ ~

Ouestion #5
~

,

1. Who in corporate added the words " subsequent to the test program" in LER
90-06, revision 07 L

Answer: Corporate Licensing personnel in conjunction with the phone
ill. A'& pelesi UI. r- conversation described above made editorial changes as

directed. Those present during the phone conversation are-

%x ce % .P4* " '' thought to be H. Shipman, G. Bockhold, Jr., A. L. Mosbaugh,
ah.

J. G. Aufdenkampe, and J. Stringfellow. depd> %., hN .h.Ti m m . c % ,.p ss

I
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o

b. LER 90-06, revision 1 _was intended to clarify any inadvertent
"misleadir)g" of the NRC on successful operation of the diesel control
90-05T~ / Mhen Vogtle Management was aware of the problem in LEn'systems.

revision 0. management notified the NRC Residents. ' Also' atd) e corporate office ~on '67TT790 Wahipman '' ontacted Ken Brockman
-

c

and on about 6/11/90. M. G. Hairston. III contacted Mr. S. Ebneteri

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(
-

1
of the starts as successful using VEGP. procedures.5 Additional review
of f thes's starts by both the NRC and'Vogtle~ p~ersonnel indicates staiFt-

~ ~

i (#134) performed on March 23, 1990, could be counted as unsuccessful.
-

.. IF 'sta #134)is not counted, only 14 successful . starts occurred
. 9.1990.11s start ~wfil bi reviewed in detail and anC befora_appropriate report ~t6,, 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
;

h Horton) agreed that all dienal start arableme have not been reported as
| failures. GPC's response to NRC Violation 424/87-57 committsd to report
; such equipment problems as failures; however, due to internal
i administrative problems, the commitment was not implemented. Engineering

| Support intends to review diesel start records for any unreported failures.
!

5 VEGP Documentation |
't

'

n

|| o LER 1-90-06, revision 1; 04 Audit Report OP26-90/33; 04 Audit Report ,

y OP09-90/31; and Special Report 1-90-05, dated August 7 1990; GPC
!confirmatory action letter dated April 9.1990.

'

q IB diesel start analysis available 8/15/90 and Reg Guide 1.108 position
h o
i from Engineering Support. ,

, .

[ a,J .ScNcfc FAi-y,,e .t

(.u; QfL.' %.ymsnhwas mde am cd k Sads~s on duAS% WIM
'

4he LER. TWey were informd d' B,e filum c>n ak
4 I 9 u ,e . 3 . w h ; mJp, :,. k.

g,JI(9c.

Vmtht%yvd wo>sina dc a.~ ore cfhe in eawcab idor"'Oie~ % AER*N
. c .: c cn A -k ' '/& % meme 4c W T"ml ma 'ayn , _,y"

14k"t'n C@ hts c wn f tth tk $0 *: t[ere shdtcbuhec{1''SIrkn b $t hs.n & 1/lilt

I"'sed c - To ,c .,

h .d tu n y. ,. M a,,# .se.d Mr ,2WRC g % r $8 b My
f A ' ro.x0 LER 6

u

Q, As c. m.,;,.,. . ]c,..-| *i.n o,J t ry kJ/k cc ~kl a- ~ana >.41.
n> rree nd> cha,ly .chw % DG %rnf. ^% . 0 a + * I.; C (cAf 6-

1
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;' t w ' se'to NRC Questi. erning Time: 13:00
..

.
i

: Starts Reported .on Apir11.9; 1990'.!

i .hM i .
In LDt 90-06, Revisions 0 and 1!

: . v enda-

: c. * * 1,g.1 sliile for the 4/9/90 presentation?* -
.

|
- Id, Jr., J. P. Cash, and K. Burr working as a group

2. Who'approv use f the slide? Y W
'' $ , ,. 0

i Answer: G. Bockhold, Jr. & l M *I30 *
f

khn he co *ded N derh". Sy4Q sivh'

Who prepared the confirmatory letter of April,y u n odip-cC. K. McCoy, J. A. Sailey, M. G. Hairston, IIIgggyoug.3Q, g,,.g,,.
A-**lut| Ouest1on n * ' ,9, 19907 5 2 M

) 1. ,

i Answer:.~

g

| 2. Who approved the letter? L

j .: .... Answer: M. G. Hairston, III
,

fY kn ' (witlYhkte lh'90-06, revision 0, dated 4/19/90)
'

I I bbNs /theLEEwerhp M y~Y$s N N: e ,

.

p#g @ .ofAthe tRSAC group of the Vogtle $1te Technical Support. !

rafts were reviewed and commented on b the Plant Review |' v-
, . m .

|When this, sehQ..tpas J. .% goard._a phonecon between site management andJorporate. management.
The final revision of LER 90-06, revi ton 0 was prepared

h u u./ h herk,y
e"participatin are believed to be G. Bockhold, Jr., A., L. *N,e w.d. cf S-D .7e.g

- Mosbaugh, J. G. Au enk e M. hjpman.4kn f.)rc'
i

_ g]3w~()"Q,, ,|Jy,,,,,
. grL ,'. 7,g % . .

['".y g *T m __ 3 -Th age rye a 17

! reviewed iLER? m ad D g.,, n, rw .s

M. . Answer: .Alli isions D dIrDsE e

and the krewiMms. General Manager-Plant Vogtle. Au n,njim.s. s,. rv.45te=p
| W ,3 N '%3. , my|

,t_ r de.wd %e il e" '

i 3. So approved the LERT 3 4 4f1 1. Fer e5* * ** *

dis e / ** * d O 'E b
" '#..

-Answer: The LER was approved by M. G. Hairston III

|
'

.#e
'

yhe.,e to was ''. O J.W, s,t,,Mkqc ~; n., :

h ie h 0 d Jif'*Quastien #4 ..f Q .
~

1 wp - J4e04e+,.ow &M %
,

j . 1. 20 prepared the cover letter for LER 90-06, revision I?
Answer: The cover letter was prepared by H. H. Ma,jors of the corporate

3

j staff. This letter was prepared under the guidance of M. G.
i Hairston.-s. ,.,a,,

~'4% matIwas 'the.,
eh(intent) in the wording of the cover letter with

.

N 2.
regard to the of diesel starts?'

i Answer: .The cover. letter was intended to document discussions with NRC
';Regioe H to clarify the _ starts documented in LER1

, . .g' '- n
' inlan 0._ / By picking a well defined nt to specify, ..

j
j " subsequent to the test program" it was poss ble to identify a

.''" '

e@ obstantial number of successful diesel starts. This was
' ~ ~ ~ ~;

; ntended to remove sny additional ambiguity. T~
1

-

-

-

I Question M
j 1. Who in corporate added the words " subsequent to the test program" in LER
| 90-06, revision of
1 Answer: Corporate Licensing personnel in conjunction with the phons
! &ll 4 , peled 4; 5 conversation described above made editorial changes as

i' directed. Those present during the phone conversation aref

! M' m " N M*"" thought to be H. Shipman, G. Bockhold, Jr., A. L. Mosbaugh,

J. G. Aufdenkampe, and J. Stringfellow. 4tpM> S, '' N d'k! ah. 7;ry w ,c46 ,3 pa! t

|
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _, ,
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DIESEL STARTS AND FAILURE REPORTING ; ;j
~" Page 1 of 2

b.- LER 90-06 revision 1, was intended to clarify any inadvertent
"misleadi * of the NRC. on. successful operation of the diesel control
syst "Vogtle Management was aware of the problem in LEC

@ C' . revision 0, management notified the NRC Residents.' Also at
the corporate ornce on e/HIvo M. sh1) man' contaicted Ken Brockman
and on about 6/11/90. M. 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_ succes.sful using VEGJProcedures..)Addilionalrevffw-

- -

of these ~sfarts by both the NRC aiid vogtle personnel indicates start
performed on March 23. 1990, could be counted as unsuccessful.S 1

ta #133)is not counted, oni
14 successful _in detail and an

|starts occurred
.

^ 1990 ~This start E reviewed iC beforaappropriate rMclarify the number of starts reported April 9
s en, %. > F le: 1990ivillpho made44 .,ei + s y@yw.te wn er < r

,

,

v ,+p .

2. After a thorough review of Reg Guide 1.108. Engineering Support (Mike
Norton) agreed that all diesel start nroblems have not been reported as

; failures. GPC's response to NRC Violation 424/87-57 committed to report -
! such equipment problems as failures; however, due to internal

administrative problems, the coauitment was not implemented. Engineqring i,

; Support intends to review diesel start records for any unreported failures. '

!
I VEGP Documentation
i

j o LER 1-90-06, revision 1; @ Audit Report OP26-90/33; @ Audit Report
OP09-90/31; and Special Report 1-90-05, dated August 7 1990; GPCi

confirmatory action letter dated April 9,1990.

o 15 diesel start analysis available 8/15/90 and Reg Guide 1.108 position
from Engineering Support.
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