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procedure TP-OP-258, "TENOl Drain/Fill% was developed and the tank level

drained to aporoximately 90 percent and 400 gallons of 50 percent by weight

; sodi w hydroride solution added to the tank. The containment spray system was
declared operable on June 5, 1992,

Sorkective Steps That Have Been Taken 79 Avedd Furthex Vieolat.ons:

f The persunnel involved with this violation were counseled and disciplinary
' action taken in accordance with Human Resources policies.

Wali Creek Generating Station (WCGS) Stending Order 7, "Discussion of General
Operating Philosophy Regarding Plant Evoluticns® has been revised to clarify
the control of evolutions in progress, The revised order specifically
requires “hat a licensed operstor in the Control Room shall be in charge and
directing any activity which involve operating equipment or systems,

The Performance Improvement Request associated with this event hnas beer
included in Operations Keguired Reading for licensed oparators and NSOs.
Additionally, the details of this event will be ingcluded in )icensed operator
and NSO requalificevion training on plant/industry eventz.

Rate When Full Compliange Will Be Achieved:

Full compliance will be achieved by January 15, 1983 with the completion of
requalification training on plant/industry events,

Violation (482/9212-02): Failure "o Ferform T8 Suxveillance Reguirements
Linding:

Two examples of failure to perform required TS Curveillance Requirements
within the specified surveillance intervals are stated below:

1. T8 4.82.1.1.a reguires thai each diesel aenerator shall be demonstrated
, OPERABLE in accordance with the frequency specified in Table 4.8~-1,
f "Diesel Generator Test Schedule." Table 4.8-1 specifies that, with the
nmber of failures in the last 100 valid tests greater than or equal toe
) 9, the test frequency shall be at least once per 7 days .

Contrary to the above, . June 26, 1992, the licensee determined .hat, on

two occasions, Emergency Diesel Generator (EDG) B was not tested within
i the requ-red 7~day interval, These tests were required to be performed
because, on June 8, 1952, EBDS B experienced its fifth valid test failure
in the last i00 valid tosts. As a result, EDG B should have been tested
by June 1% and 23, 1992, EDG B was not tested until June 26, 1992.

o 2. T8 4.6.1.3.b requires that each containment air lock shall be demonstrated

| OPERABLE by conducting an overall air lack leakage test at not less than

48 pounds per square inci and by verifying the overali air lock leakage

rate is within dits limit at Jleast once per 6 months, This is

accomplishad hy Procedure 87§ PE-U14A, "Containment Air Locks Test

| (Personnel Hatch),™ and Procedure STS PE-<014B, "Containment Air Lonks
' Teat (Eguipme:t datch) . "
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Contrary to the above, on July 7, 1992, the license determined that the
personnel and emargency air lock tests were not performed within the
required 6G-month interval, Procedure B8TS PE~14A became late on
May 26, 1992, and was performed on June 25, 1992, 31 days overdue.
Procedure 3TS PE~14B became late on March 21, 1992, and was performed on
Apcil 15, 1992, 26 daye overdlue.

1.

On June 26, 1992, wvhile reviewing past failures of PMmergoncy Diesel
Genarator (EDG) "B" to support the writing of Special Repo:st 7 -=002, the
utility engineer responsibile for monitoring diesel relisiliiny oiscovered
that the testing fregusncy for EDG ¥"B" should have b2en increased Lo at
least once per seven days in accordance wi' h ‘echnice’ fpecification
Tables 4. .8-1 following the va.id failure on June B, 197,

The rcot cause of this wvent was a comhination of cognitive petsonnel
error and puiocedursl weakness, The utility engineer failed to formally
teview the number of failures .n the last 20 and 100 w~alid tests
inmediately following the valid failure on June B, 1302, This utility
engineer is responaible for determining the number of failures related to
Technical Specification Table 4.8-1 and notifying the appropriate
organizations {if the testinyg frequen.y needs to be increased. The
engineer did not formally review the number of failures because the
engineer was aware that the f£silure had been properly ciassified as a
valid failure and believed that the appropriate organizations were taking
the proper actione. Alse, the utility engineer was aware that the valid
failvure on June 8, 1992 was the first failure in the last 20 valid tests
but was not aware that between March of 1987 and June of 1992 100 valid
tests had been conducted with five valid fallures, Frocedure ADM 01~
0244, "EDG Reliability Monitoring Program,* monitors EDG veliability to
meet the reguirements of 10 CFE 50,63, This procedure required the
number f failures in the last 20 valid tests to be listed on a form for
all valid failures, but not for the last 100 valid tests since it was not
developed for the purposes of meeting Technical Specification
vequirements, Also, procedure ADM 01-244 did not require that this
information be completed within a certain time frame. This event was
reported in Licensee Kvent Report 92-011-00,

O July 7, 1992, at approximately 1300 <CDT, while wupdating the
surveillance database and the mu.ual surveillance tracking system, the
surveillance group discovered that the due dates and late dates for the
last performances of test 8T8 PE~014A and B, “Containment Air Llooks
Test," had been miscalculated. The surveillance database is used to
track the performance of gurveillance tests, A manual surveillance
tracking system i# kept updated usinat due dates and late dates calculated
by the computerieed scheduling program. This manual system is maintained
in the event that the computerized scheduling progran becomes unaveilable
or corrupted. The miacaloulaed due dates and late dates resulted in
testes 8T5 PE~O14A and STS PE-014B not being accompliahed within the
Technical Specification surveillance allowable interval of at least once
per six monthe. Teat STS PE-014A should have been performed by May 26,
1992 idinntead of July 12, 1392 and test 5TS Pr=014B should have besn
pecformed by Mrvcoh 21; 1992 instead of May 6, 1992,
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An dnvestigation following this event revealed that the late dates
calculated for tests STS PE~OL4A and STS PE~014B by the computerized
scheduling program which automatically calculated the next due date and
late date based on the previcus performance dates were based on a 5
percent extension which is specified in Technical Specification 4.0.2,
Technicel Specification 4.0.2 requires that each surveillance reguirement
be performed within the specified surveillance iuterval with a maximum
allowable extension not to exceed 25 percent of the specified interval,
However, the provisions of Technical Specification 4.0.2 are not
applicable to surveillance procedure STS PE~014A and ®,

The data field in the surveillance database that contains en ldentifiey
for surveillance procedures whichk are not governed by Techiical
Specification 4.0.2 was discovered blank during a review of this even'.
A review of past records indicates that this identifier was present in
December 31, 1990, but was missing on July 1, 1991, Because of the
length of time between the time of the event and discovery an exact cause
for the missing identifier could not be determined, However, it appears
that in April of 1991 the identifier was erased when the information in
an unrelated data field was manually deleted in the survei)lance database
by a Computer Servives Systama Analyst. This event was reported in
Licensee Bvent Report 92-012~00.

Courective Ster . Woat Have Been Taken And Results Achieved:

1.

on June 26, 199%2 at 1551 CDT, the Control Room was notified of the failure
te increase the testing frequency of LG "BY . The IDG wae declared
inoperable and Technical Specification 3 8.1.1 was entered, Technical
Specification 3.8.1.1 requires, in part, that the inoperable EDG must b«
restored to operable status within 72 hours or the unit mvat be placed in
Hot Standby within the next € hours and in Cold Shiutdown within the
following 30 hours. At 2356 CDT, FEDG "B" was declared operable after the
successful purformance of surveillance test procedure 8T8 KJI-005B,
"Manual /Auto Start, Synchronization, and Loading »f Emergency Diesel
Generator NEOZ." Also, the schedule for testing EDG "3" was changed to
once per seven days. On August 21, 1932, the increased teating frequency
for EDG “B" was removed in accordance with Technical Spucifica*ion Table
4,81,

Upon discovery of this event, immediate steps were taken to identify data
and oconfirm the integrity of the identifier and its calculated dates,
The ddencifier and the calculated dates were reloaded into the
surveillance database. A review of other surveillance tests affected by
the missing data in the surveillance database did not reveal any other
Technical Specificetion violations. Provisions have been made to prevent
manual modifications to production data in the surveillanue database.
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Procedure ADM 01~244 was revised on August 19, 1892 to indicate that the
procedure is for monitoring failures for Technical Specification Table
4.8-1 and provide requirements to have the form completed within five
daye which will allow the seven day testing freguency to be met if
accelerated testing is reguired, Alsc, in order to maintain a hetter
awareness of how many failures have occcurred, the foim has been modifisu
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[ to sequire tie numler of foilures in the last 70 and 100 valid tests to
; be entered for all -terts,

2. A computer program will be reguired to be written and tested prici to
' being used on the ocomputerized srheduling databsse to make modifications
| to production data, In addition, & gquarterly cumparisen will be made of
the information c.rrently in the surveillance databsse compared to what
was in the database the previcus guarter.

An evalustion is currently being conducted to evaluate the methods and
controls used to make modifications to data in production applications
and determine if those methods and cont ols eare appropriste for all
Computer btervices supported applications, 1f these methods and controls
are Jdeemed inappropriate, the necessary steps to correct this situation
vlil be accomplished by December 1, 10982,

Rate When Fuld Compliance Wild Be Achisved;

1. Full compliunce on this portion of the viclation hus been achieved.
! 2, Tull compliance will be achieved by December 1, 1982,
Additionel lrtormation;

Wolf Creek Nuclear Operating Corporaticn (WCNOC) is <considering a Licenss
Amendment Request to Table 4.6~1, Diesel Generator Tust Schedule. This table
provides the criteria for determining whether an EDG should be tested at the
notmal frequency of every 31 days or at an accelerated frequency of every 7
days. The criteria for accelerated testing are either 2 or more failures of
the last 20 tests or 5 or more failures of the last 100 tests. The change
being conridered would eliminate the 5 of 100 criterion from the tabile and the
implied regquirements for performing &s many as 99 tests at the accelerated
test fregquency,

In order to ensure WONOC ls addressing the overall root causes for the
surveillauce problems experier~ed at Wolf Creek Generscing Station, the u
following actisa was taken. All Licensee Event Reports (LER) associated with '
surveillance problems since the beginning of 1990 were reviewed teo look for

common rouwc Causes. Ferformance Improvement 2Jequests (FIR) dealing with
surveillance problems were also reviewed to gsee if further details could bo

identified to show common areas 3 be addressed, This review and the actions

to be taken will be documented on PIR OF 92-0652., The Plaat Trending yroup,

in the area of corrective actions, will continue to trend PIRs to monitor the
effectiveners of the actions taken and to identify any new trends which should

be addressed,




