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On March 10, 1999, an audit revealed that the channel check of Auxiliary Feadwater (AFW) [BA] flow
indication specified in Technical Specification Table 4 17.6, item 6 was not being performed as required
by Technical Specification 3.17.6. This channel check is specified to be performed every 12 hours when
the PCS temperature is greater than 300° F. However, due to a misinterpretation of the definition of a
channel check, the channel check was inappropriately specified in the implementing procedure to be
performed only when the AFW S{stem was In operation. Since the AFW is not normally in operation, the

12 hour channel check was regularly not performed

There are no safety implications associated with this occurrence since AFW flow indication is utilized
during several periodic surveillance tests of the AFW system which routinely demonstrate its operability

The implementing procedure has been revised
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EVENT DESCRIPTION

On March 10, 1999, with the plant at full power, an audit revealed that the channel check of
Auxiliary Feedwater (AFW) [BA] flow indication specified in Technical Specification Table
4.17.6, tem 6 wa not being performed as required. The channel check is specified to be
performed every 12 hours. However, the implementing procedure inappropriately specified
the channe!l check to be performed only when the AFW system was in operation. Since
AFW is not normally in operation, the 12 hour channel check was regularly not performed

This occurrence is reportable to the NRC in accordance with 10 CFR 50.73(a)(2)(i)(B) as a
condition prohibited by Technical Specifications

ANALYSIS OF THE EVENT

The 12 hour channei check requirement was added as part of Technical Specification
Amendment 162 which revised the Instrument and Control sections of the Technical
Specifications. The amendment was issued in October 1994 and was subsequently
implemented in January 1995

The definition of a channel check in Technical Specifications begins with the statement: “A
channel check shall be the qualitative assessment of channel behavior during operation by
observation.” The procedure sponsor, in revising the implementing procedure to
accommodate the channel check of AFW flow indication, interpreted “during operation” to
mean the AFW system being in operation. This errant interpretation was not detected by
subsequent reviewers or performers of the procedures

A review of Technical SEecmcatuon channel check requirements reveals that the AFW flow

indication channel check is unique in that it is required to be performed when the system is
off, with AFW indicated flow on each channel indication being zero

SAFETY SIGNIFICANCE

There are no safety implications associated with this occurrence. The channel check would
not yield meaningful data when the AFW system is not in service

CAUSE OF THE EVENT

The event was caused by failure to correctly interpret the definition of a channe! check
which allowed the inappropriate criterion of AFW system operation to be added to the
implementing procedure

CORRECTIVE ACTIONS COMPLETED

The implementing procedure has been revised to perform the channel check as required
Other channel checks were reviewed for similar problems and none were noted




