
, , .. .
.

..

.

_ _ _ _ _ _

'
*

,,

l-

LICENSEE EVENT REPORT (LER)*

racility Name (1) Docket Number (2) _Eage (3)

Braid.wssd. Unit 2 015101010141517 1!of!0|3
__

Title (4) Missed Technical Specification Surveillance Due to Calculational Error

._[YtaLDelg_jR LER Kamber (6) Repsrt Date (7) O_ther Facilities Involysd (8)

/j/j/ Revi .; ion Month Day Year Facility Names Docket Number (s)/ Sequedialj/j/fMonth Day Year Year
j// Number/// Number /

NONE 0151010101 l I

_nLftJL2 si e _eLa_ _7. _o_1_L1 7
-

01 0 017 21 0 81 8 0151010101 1 I
THIS, REPORT IS SUBMITTED PURSUANT f0 THE REQUIREMENTS OF 10CFR

OPER M
1 {{ht.gi_cne or more of the followino) (11)

20.402(b) .__ 20.405(c) __ 50.73(a)(2)(lv) ._ 73.71(b)
POWER ._ 20.405(a)(1)(i) ._, ; 50. 36( c H I ) _, 50.73(a)(2)(v) _, 73.71(c)

0!4!9 _ 20.405(a)(1)(li) ._ 50.36(c)(2) __ 50.73(a)(2)(vii) _ . Other (SpecifyLEVEL

._
20.405(a)g1)(iii) 1 5(, . 73 (a)( 2 ) ( 1 )

_ 50.73(a)(2)(viii)(A) in Abstract(10)

/////////////////////////,/ __ 20.405(a)(1)(iv) __ 50.73(a)(2)(ii) __ 50.73(a)(2)(viii)(B) below and in

////////////////////////}//__20.405(a)(1)(v) _ 50.73(a)(2)(lit) __ 50.73(a)(2)(x) Text)

LICENSEE CONTACT FQR THIS LER (12)
Name TELEPHONE NU@ER

AREA CODE

Dinnis_Robbgn,._11JLt iga _$ u rre. illa rLC f_Cng r dia ato r . e x t . 2 M2 81115 4|5l61-|2l81011
COMPLETE ONE LINE FOR EACH CQMPON FALLURE DESCRIRED IN THIS REPORT (13)

CAU$E SYSTEM COMPONENT MNUFAC- REPORTABLE CAUSE SYSTEM COMPONENT MANUFAC- REPORTABLE /
j

TURLR TO NPRDS TURER TO NPRQ L /

I I I 1 I I I I I I I I I I

._ I l_] I l I l . | I l | _j l |
SUPPLf, MENTAL REPORT EXPECTED (14) Expected Month | Day I Year

Submission

11s til LysL_1pu lete EXPECTED SUBHISilDN_DATE) X l NO I !l ! _1_*

ABSTRACT (Limit to 1400 spaces, i.e, approximately fifteen single-space typewritten lines) (16)

At 1500 on June 29, 1988, a routine review of completed surveillance 2Bw05 4.6.2.1.0-1, Reactor Coolant Systee
Water Inventory Balance 72 Hour Surveillance, performed June 2, 1986, was completed. It was discovered that the
survelliance was invalid as a result of calculational errors which did not reflect that the unidentified leakage
was actually a negative amount larger than the error factor which requires the surveillance to be repeated.
This event was a result of a calculation error by the Nuclear Station Operator, License? Reactor Operator. This
event has been reviewed with the personnel involved. Emphasis was given to the irportance of attention to
detail in the performance of this surveillance. Also stressed was the absolute necessity of adequate reviews to
minimize the possibility of errors going undetected.

There have been no previous occurrences.
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LI(E(SEL_LY MI_ REPORT (LER) TEXT CONTINUATION*

FACILITY NANE (1) DOCKET NVteER (2) _LLB NVteER (6) Page (3)

/j///j//j
RevisionYear /// Sequential,

j/j/j Number Number/

... Braideggd. Unit 2 _015 1 0 1. 0_LQ_j 41 51 7 8I8 01117 - 01 0 01 2 0F _QL3-

TEXT Energy Industry identification System (EIIS) codes are identified in the text as (xx]

A. PLANT CONDITIOES PRIOR ..TO EVENT:

Unit: Jnidwggd L; Event Date: _AntL_ LMB ; Event Time: _000L
HDDE' _L _f'9mtr_0 peal.is1L; Rx Power:_43L; RCS (AB] Temperature / Pressure:J 10._0egrees r/2235 osig

8. QLSGLf'110tLOLEYEMI:

There were no systems or components inoperable at the beginning of the event which contributed to the severity
of the event.

At 1500 on June 29, 1988, a routine review of completed surveillance package 2Bw05 4.6.2.1.0-1, Unit Two -
Reactor Coolant System Water Inventory Balance 72 Hour Survel? lance, performed on June 2,1988, at 0000 was
completed. It was discovered that the surveillance was invalid as a result of calculational errors which did
not reflect that the unidentified leakage was actually a negative amount larger than the error f actor wnich
requires the surveillance to be r epeated. As a result, of this surveillance being invalid, there was no valid
surveillance of RCS unidentified leakage during a time interval of 109 hours and 24 minutes between 0400 on May
30, 1988 and 1724 on June 3, 1988. This exceeds the allowable absolute time limit of 90 hours for performance
of this surveillance (72 hours times 1.25 = 90 hours) by 19 hours and 24 minutes.

The combine. time interval for any three consecutive surveillances of RCS Unidentified leakage was checked and
verified . Se within the specified 3.25 times the specified surveillance interval of 72 hours or 234 hours.

A review of the RCS Unidentified Leakage Surveillances conducted prior to and subsequent to the 0000 June 2, a

1988 surveillance, indicated no calculational errors and that leakage was within allowable limits at all times.

Operator actions neither increased nor decreased the severity of the event. Plant conditions were unaffected by
this event.

This event is reportable pursuant to 10CFR50.73(a)(2)(1) - any operation or condition prohibited by the plant's
Technical Specifications.

C. CAJ5t_0LLVENI:

This event was e result of a calculation error by the Nuclear Station Operator. Licensed Reactor Operator.
There were no adverse environmental conditions or unusual activity at the time of the error. The calculational
error was not discovered during Operating Shif t Review by two shift Licensed Senior Reactor Operators.
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LICENSEI_EYENT REPORT (LER1 TEXT._CQH11NUAllQtf
*
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FACitITY NAME (1) DOCKET NUMBER (2) __LER NUMBER f6) Page (3)
// Sequential

/j/j
// Revision

//jj/
* Year

ff
/ Nueber // Number

Braidwopd _ Unit 2 0151010101415|7_El8' - 0l1I7 - 0l 0 01 3 0F Ol_3
TEXT Energy Industry Identificetion System (EIIS) codes are identified in the text as (xx}

D. $AFETY ANAL 1}}}:

There was no af fect on plant or public safety as the RCS unidentified leakage was verified to be within
allowable limits for the surveillances performed prior to an subsequent to June 2,1988. Under worst case
conditions of leakage in excess of the Technical Specification limits and High RCS Radioactivity, there would

~have been no affect on plant or public safety as the other leakage detection systems were operable.

E. CORJRICTIVE ACTIONS:

This event has been reviewed with the personnel involved. Emphasis was given to the importance of attention to
detall in the performance of this surveillance. Also stressed was the absolute necessity of adequate reviews to
minimize the possibility of errors going undetected.

F. ERLY10V$ E (UREEN({$:

No previous occurrences of missed technical specification surveillances due to calculational errors.

G. (9tLPQ!! INT FAILVRE DATA:

This event was not caused by equipment f ailure, nor did any equipment f all as a result.

.
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4,)7 - Braceville, Illinois 60407
Braidwood Nucisar Power Station: :.-

,

Routs #1, Box 84e m
N-' 1

\
Telephone 815/458-2801

|
.

BW/88-813

July 21,1988

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Document Control Desk
Washington, D.C. 20555

Dear Sir:

The enclosed Licensee Event Report from Braidwood Generating Station is
being transmitted to you in accordance with the requirements of
10CFR50.73(a)(2) (i) which requires a 30 day writtea report.

This report is number 88-017-00; Docket No. 50-457.

Very truly yours,

}&b.

R. E. Querto
Station Manager
Braidwood Nuclear Station

REQ /PMB/ jab
(7126z)

Enclosure: Licensee Event Report No. 88-017-00

cc: NRC Region III Administrator
NRC Resident Inspector|

! INPO Record Center
i CECO Distribution List


