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The surveillance procedure PT/1/A/4600/02 is used to verify compliance with Tech
Spec Surveillance litems which have a frequency of verification from once per twelve
hours to once per seven days. The daily surveillance items are required o be per-
formed between 0300 and 0600,

The Technical Specification involved in this incident is T. S. 3.3.3.11(b). It states
in part that a minimum of one (1) channel of unit vent flow rate monitoring instru-
mentation shall be OPERABLE at all times. If less than one (1) channel is OPERABLE,
the unit vent release may continue for up to thirty (30) days provided that the flow
rate is estimated at least once per four (4) hours. Surveillance Requirement 4.3.3.11
of this Tech Spec requires that the unit vent flow rate monitor channel check be
performed once per twenty-four (24) hours.

On July 25, 1984, the computer point All104, Unit Vent Flow Rate, was not operable,
and therefore it could not be used to verify the acceptance criteria for Surveillance
Item #79. The acceptance criteria requires that the Unit Vent Flow Rate Monitcr be
in service with greater than zero SCFM indicated by computer point Al104. The
Operator who performed the test could not sign-off item #79 but did record the dis-
crepancy on the discrepancy sheet. Shift Supervisor A resolved this discrepancy by
filling in "Work Request in" under the "action taken" column of the Discrepancy Sheet.
He then signed-off the action as completed but left item #79 unsigned. When
Operations Engineer A reviewed the completed test, he noticed this inconsistency and
determined that item #79 could be signed-off if Unit Vent local flow gauge (1VAP8300)
was used to verify the acceptance criteria. Unit Supervisor A had 1VAP8300 checked
as suggested by Operations Engineer A and had item #79 signed-off. If the test
discrepancy had not been corrected on time, Tech Spec 3.3.3.11(b) would not have been
satisfied.

On the next day, Shift Supervisor A again signed-off the discrepancy with item #79
blank eventhough he had been informed by Unit Supervisor A that local flow gauge
could be used to verify the acceptance criteria. Operations Engineer A took the
procedure to Unit Supervisor B for resolution. Unit Supervisor B resolved the dis-
crepancy by changing "Work Request In" to "Complying with Tech Spec Action Item"
and left item #79 unsigned. He did not make any entry to the Tech Spec Action Item
Logbook or take additioral action to comply with Tech Specs. With item #79 unsigned,
the Unit Vent gaseous release flow rate should have been estimated at least once
per four hours for up to 30 days. Unit Supervisor B did not make the Loghook entry
or perform the 4~hour flow estimation and therefore, failed to satisfy Tech Spec
3.3.3.11(b).

On July 27 and 28, 1984, Shift Supervisor B failed to satisfy Tech Spec 3.3.3.11(b)
by resolving item #79 discrepancy as "Complying with Tech Spec Action Item"
eventhough no entry was made to the Tech Spec Action Item Logbook or any 4-hour flow
estimation performed as required by Tech Spec 3.3.3.11(b).

On July 29 and 30, 1984, Shift Supervisor A once again failed to satisfy Tech Spec
3.3.3.11(b) by signing "Work Request In" for item #79 discrepancy while no Logbook
entry was made and no 4-hour flow estimation was performed.

The failure to satisfy Tech Spec 3.3.3.11(b) is attributed mainly to _he confusion in
clearing Tech Spec Surveillance discrepancies. The failure to satisfy Tech Spec

NRC fORN Mas

way




US NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

LICENSEE EVENT REPORT (LER) TEXT CONTINUATION APPROVED OMS NO 31500104

EXPIRES 873185

DOCKET NUMBER 12) LER NUMBER 6) PAGE (3)
AR SEQUENTIAL ] SION I
| Numeen |
Catawba Nuclear Station, Unit 1 o|sjojojojal1] 38jaj—lojols|—lojo]of3 [OF

TEXT (F more spece is reoured, use sdditionel NAC Form 308A '« 17)

may also be attributed to a procedural deficiency. PT/1/A/4600/02 allowed only the
use of computer point All0O4 to check the channel operability for item #79, thereby,
not providing flexibility for the Supervisors to respond when this computer point
was out of service.

CORRECTIVE ACTION

PT/1/A/4600/02 was revised on 7/31/84 so that all available indications can be used
to verify channel and instrumentation operability.

Licensed Personnel will be upuated on clearing Tech Spec Surveillance discrepancies.

The subsequent revision of PT/1/A/4600/02 provides flexibility in verifications while
retaining accuracy.

Personnel update will provide skills in resolving Tech Spec Surveillance discrepancies
and help to eliminate similar incidents in the future.

SAFETY ANALYSIS

The radiation and flow instrumentation of the Unit Vent is essential for the continuous
monitoring of potential off-site radioactive gaseous release to ensure the public
health and safety.

In this incident Catawba "nit | was initially loaded with new fuel and has not yet
gone critical. No radioact.ve gas could be released through the Unit Vent.

The health and safety of the public were not affected by this incident.
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