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AREAS OF CONMCERNS
D/G Records Starts/Failures

3/1/90 S R Monitor Inop Mode Change
Missed Surv. Cont. Isel.
March 15 RHR Train B8

Temp. Notice to ADP
18028-C-7-90-1

ESFA Sequencer Out of Service
Alternate Radwaste Building

Snubber Reduction/
LCO Action Statement

Cont. Integrity Hydrogen Monitor
Yalve Opened

Precision Heat Balance

Personnel Accountability
Methodology for Reporting

Tech. Spec. 3.0.3 Philosophy

ESFAS Reportability

Plant Review Board (PRB) Composition
Tech. Specs. Interpretation
Overtime/Training & Qualification

flectrical Separation Zone 80

T. 5. 3.4.7.3 CCN
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* Training Department Comments ow 0STI

* Shift Experience

* Plant Equipment Operator Nora'e

* Shift Communications

* Analyzer Operation Following SI

* Chilling Affect/Intinidation of PRE Mesbers
* Quality Concern Program

* Conflicting Statements

* While Containment Coolar is imcperable
DG1IB is Rendered Inoperadle

* Exit of Diesel Generator LCO
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NRC Concern

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
fssue remaining 1s to try and determine through personal interviews, how
the number of 19 for diese! 18 was arrived at in the April § Tetter to the
NRC. The NRC believes the fintent of the April 9 Jletter 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
diese] trendi (14980-C and 13145-C dates sheets) does not contain an
adequate description of what happens during the start attespt. The plant
is not interpreting Reg Guide 1.108 properly with regard to reporting
valid and non-valid faliures. There may be valid and non-valid failures
that were not reported. The NRC does not consider the current status of
reporting diese! fallures to be in compliance with commitments made to the

NRC in Violation 50-424/87-57.

NBC Documentagion

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

1990.

YEGP Position

S (B 1. The error made in the number of diese! starts reported to the NRC on A'ﬁrh
~. 9, 1990, and in LER 1-90-06 is attributed to two factors:

&. The test! as described in LER 90-06, revision O, was in the
"context of* and “in reference to" the diese! control systems. The
first two sentences of the S5th 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 thy 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 diesel operable. As a result, diessl starts after testing of the
control systems, but before a declaration of operability were
counted. ¢ transmittal letter for LER 90-06, revision 1, describes
tha 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 fintended to clarify any inadvertent
*sisieading” of the NRC on successful operation of the diesel control
systoms./ When Vogtle Management was aware of the probles in LER

4, M management notified the NRC Residents.  Also at

o 9 a’ar'tmwrsm contacted Ken Brockman

rporats o . K.
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 successful using VEGP procedures.’' Additional review
of these starts by both the MRC and Vogtle personnel indicates start.
_M34, performed on March 23, 1990, could be counted as unsuccessful.

(> If start_#134>1s not counted, only 14 successful starts occurred

e before Apr¥l 9, 1990.. This start will be reviewed in detall and an
appropriate report to clarify the number of starts reported April §,
1990 will be made.

2. After & 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 Iinternal
administrative problems, the commitment was not implemented. Engineering
c.i=port 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
0P09-90/31; and Special Report 1-90-05, dated August 7, 1990; GPC
confirmatory action letter dated April 9, 1990.

o 18 diesel start analysis availabie B8/15/90 and Reg Guide 1.708 position
frox Engineering Support.
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; 8/22/%
NRC Question Concerni Tiee: 13:00
om.f"’u rts Reported on April 9, 1
and in LER 90-06, Revisions O and |

I & prepared the slide for the 4/9/50 preasentation?
Answer:  G. Bockhold, Jr., J. P. Cash, and K. Burr working as a group,

o, w/! rblf’
. P Cash wuiy Fully wire 'w{ ko
o e ST s, e o o
h; Me (W.Jﬂl f::’ .:*:'r‘fs He d..;-:}
m"l. “ -“ ‘ l" L "o ’
1. Who anum tou confirmatory letter of April '{ 19907 3”"' - ‘”"1 ”*:;'
Answor: . MeCoy, J. A. Batley, K. G. Hatrston, III as tw P

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

Question #3 (with nnrl to LER 90-06, revision O, dated 4/19/80)
1. Who preparsd the LER?
Answer:  Several draft revisions of the LER were prepared by Tom Webdb and
others of the NSAC group of the Vogtis Site Technical Support.
These drafts were reviewsd and commented on by the Plart Review
When This sentenie wes lurl The final revision of LER 90-06, revision O was prepared

” d o meetn & phonecon between site mamagement and corporste . mmlt.
:L ‘:: ,r"‘ 3% ’:M P urﬁcinti are »umc to be G. Bockheld, Jr., A. L.
~hw‘r'w'* 4’«“? é “”j__&’!'_:%_' ”J. ] = s ;—ﬂm'wrf[ includs Nelog b
ety Mo Th ™ Mo reviewed the LER? harv --d Tuch -“'2":1" .3‘: Ty
to thy 1ot Answar:  All revisions %P "‘B{ and 'tMM
General Manager-Plant mt" A“ r".)nw .» n.d.u; ° Nv.b”\i)
were B '}y e PAB r'v
3. Who approved the LER? sebmifial, For example Hhe fina) Viesion
Answer: The LER was approved by W. G. Hatrston, IT1 diswsend o fae vr'f:‘?w
(on We>r n
Quastion #4 ka beteve }i’ﬂd 5y

Parvpton, o €A%
1. Kho prepared the cover 'etter for LER 90-08, rwiuoa 1
Answer: “The cover letter was preparsd by H.-W. Kajors of the comnto
.s“t:ffm This letter was prepared Mr the guidance of W. G.
rstos.

2., mo (intent) in the wording of the cover lstter with
rmr‘ to the of diess! starts?
Answar: The cover letter -n intended to document discussions with NRC

Region l! to el the
l"’ 4 well doﬂm oin specify

sequent to the test program* 1t was ble to mnmy :

& D \_aubstantial nusber of successful diese mmﬂ_ This was /
ntended to remove any additional niutty ToRr
I % in te added the words “subsequent to the test program* in LER

90-06, revision 01

Answer: Corporate Licemsing personnel in conjunctiomn with the phone
Al Shopman puhed f4 o COMVETSEEion described above wade editorfal changes as
: s A directed. Those present during the phone conversation are
Phram os T phore thought to be ‘W. Shipman, G. Bockhold, Jr., ‘A. L. Mosbaugh,

e}, J. G. Aufdenkampe, and J. Stringfellow.
There wene 23;,’,, potgets Yhun Lted inididing

h( (ov el ’,u-d’ & ’J JA }kw‘«ld\



