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1299 identified a loose Auxillary Feedwater (AFW) sway

and without apparent justification the Shift Supervisor
~-jared the system operable without requesting a conditional
Authorization (CRA). The RFA/CRA program fails to
timely, acceptable basis tO confirm operability.
HPGP0O3-ZA-0088, Revision 1, Request for Action

.ovided no guidance tO e Shift Supervisor for

when an oOp<rabllity ~all resulting from a

sondition should be supported by an Engineering

evaluated the effects of the loose sway

system and confirmed that n a CRA been
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justification for a ol ional Release

restrictions.
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WEAKNESS
RFA 91~-1560 did not properly reference DCN MD-2208 as a
closure document and consequently the RFA was c.osed prior to
issuance of the DCN,. The fallure to maintain DCN status
current on the RFA was ildentified as a weakness in the RF?
process
RESPONSE:

1. DCN MD-2208 has been issued.

2. An investigation into the incident revealed the cause of this
event to be a misunderstanding of the RFA form. A clarifying
memorandum was issued to Engineering personnel to ensure that
the RFA form is clear])' 'nderstood by all Engineers performing
dispositions. The sion to OPGPO3-ZA-C088 (identifica
above) will alsc incluae provisions to clarify this issue.

A sampling of closed RFAs did not indicate a widespread
problem. Based on these results, no cother corrective actions
are considered necessary.
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