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Violation of Technical Specification 3.0 4 During Reactor Plant Heatup
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On July 28, 1995, at 0423 hours with the Plant in Mode 4, RCS temperature at 200°F and RCS pressure at 368
psig, Technical Specification 3.0.4, which provides limitations on changing Modes, was violated. The action
required by Technical Specification LCO 3.4.9.1, “Pressure/Temperature Limits" was not completed prior to the
Plant changing Modes, during an RCS heatup. Although the Operating crew at the time of the event believed the
actions required by Technical Specification LCC 3.4.9.1 had been completed, the formal engineering evaluation
reqguired had not been completed prior to the Plant changing Modes.

This is being reported pursuant to the requirements of 10CFR50.73(a)(2)(i)(B), "Any operation or condition
prohibited by the plant's Technica! Specifications.”

Corrective actions in the form of procedure changes and Operations Department briefings have been
implemented to prevent the heatup rate limits of Technical Specification 3.4.9.1, or other Technical Specification
limits from being challenged, such that Technical Specification 3.0.4 will not be violated under similar
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I DRescription of Event

On July 28, 1995, at 0423 hours wiih the Plant in Mode 4 with RCS temperature at 200°F and pressure at
368 psig. Technical Specification 3.0.4 was violated, since, the action required by Technical Specification
LCO 3.4.9.1 was not completed prior to the Plant changing Modes, during an RCS heatup. The event
occurred when the RCS average temperature exceeded 200°F, entering Mode 4, while one of the actions
required by Technical Specification LCO 3.4.9.1 was not yet complete.

Prior to the event, the Plant had initiated heatup from cold shutdown. The primary to secondary
temperature differential was of a sufficient magnitude that when RCPs were started for the heatup, a
thermal transient occurred causing the Technical Specification 3.4.9.1, 50° F/hour heatup rate limit to be
exceeded. The actions required when this LCO is violated are:

(1) Restoration of temperature and/or pressure within the limit within 30 minutes;

(2) Perform an engineering evaluation to determine the effects of the out--of - limit condition on the
structural integrity of the RCS;

(3) Determine that the RCS remains acceptable for continued operation Qr

be in HOT STANDBY within the next 6 hours and reduce the RCS Tavg and pressure to less than
200°F and 500 psia, respectively, within the next 30 hours.

Efforts to meet the requirements of the action statement were initiated. The temperature and pressure
were restored to within the limits within 30 minutes. A formal engineering evaluation to determine the
effects of the out-of-limit condition was initiated during the event. Additionally, a verbal engineering
avaluation with the determination that the RCS was accepiable for continued operation was given by a
technical expert. The shift was advised to continue the heaiup until Plant temperature could be stabilized
at approximately 230°F with the Atmospheric Dump Valves open, as the best course of action to place the
Plant in a safe condition. The Operating shift believed that the intent of the action statement was met, and
that entry into Mode 4 was justified by compliance with Technical Specifications and good engineering
practice to place the Plant in a safe condition. However, the formal engineering evaluation was not
completed until after the Plant entered Mode 4.

Technical Specification 3.0.4 prohibits entry into an OPERATIONAL MODE whenever an LCO is not met or
its associated ACTION is not satisfied, if that action includes a reactor shutdown within the required time
interval. With the formal engineering evaluation not yet complete, the actions required by Technical
Specification LCO 3.4.9.1 were not completed prior to the Mode change, in violation of Technical
Specification 3.0.4.

There were no safety systems which were automatically or manually actuated during this event.

i Cause of Event

Based on a technical evaluation by a stress analysis expert at the time of the event, training and Operator
judgement of Plant conditions, the Operating crew had decided that continuing the heatup was the best
course of action to place the Plant in a safe condition. The Plant enterec Mode 4 when the heatup was
allowed to continue to the point where the RC'S average temperature exceeded 200°F. Although the
Operating crew believed they had completed the actions required by Technical Specification LCO 3.49.1,
the formal engineering evaluation had not been completed prior to reaching 200°F. Accordingly, the Mode
change took place while the Plant was still in an ACTION statement.
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. Analysis of Event

This event is reported pursuant to the requirements of 10CFR50.73(a)(2) (i) (B), "Any operation or condition
prohibited by the plant's Technical Specifications.” Technical Specification 3.0.4 was violated, since, the
Plant was in an ACTION statement when entry into another OPERATIONAL MODE (Mode 4) took place.

v Corrective Action

Corrective actions in the form of procedure changes and Operations Department briefings have been
implemented to prevent the heatup rate limits of Technical Specification 3.4.9.1, or other Technical
Specification limits from being challenged, such that Technical Specification 3.0.4 will not be violated under
similar circumstances in the future.

V. Additional Information
Similar LERs: There are no similar LERs that deal with violation of Technical Specification 3.0.4.
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