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0 1°] | the CMPF was indicated to be above design. Action was taken within 15 minutes to 1
(G157 lcorrect the problem but CMPF was still above desian at the end of the 2 hour limit |
ol5] |specified in Tech Spec 3.2.2. The shift foreman was notified of the violation and |
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C15] LThe initial computer calculation indicating the high CMPF was based on data which 1

C 1] Ldid not accurately represent the existing core condition but was treated as if it |

I3 |Lwere valid in an effort to be conservative. Because of the inaccurate base distribu-

121 |_tion and the resulting conservative P1 calculations, however, the actions that were

(T73] | taken did not result in a significant reduction of the (continued) |
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Event Description and Probable Consequences (continued)

Spec 3.2.2. No consegquences were realized from this event and normal oper-
ation continued. This is a repetitive occurrence. See LER 78-88.

Cause Description and Corrective Actions (continued)

"indicated" CMPF to acceptable limits within the wo hours allowed by Tech

Specs. At this point it was decided to update the computer data base before

any further reactor maneuvers were attempted. Withthe data base updated, the

APRMs were adjusted to the lower CMPF that was subsaquently calculated, as directed
by Tech Spec 3.2.2. The shift engineers have been reminded of the importance

of always maintaining an accurate data base for the computer when directing

reactor maneuvers in order to preclude future situations where corrective ac-

tions can not be completed within the specified time.
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