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In accordance with 10 CFR 50.73, Georgia Power Company hereby submits the'

4 - enclosed report related to an event which was discovered on June 1,1990.
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On 6-1-90, a Maintenance engineer disc".ered that the containment air lock
,

leakage surveillance interval had exceeded the 6 month test interval specified |
in Technical Specification (TS) 4.6.1.3.b on three previous occasions. On each
of these-occasions, a grace period had been applied to the surveillance
. interval; however, a footnote to TS 4.6.1.3.b indicates that the grace period ,

provisions of TS 4.0.2 are not applicable. Therefore, the plant had operated in
a condition prohibited by the Technical Specifications. No immediate action was

. required due to this discovery since a grace period was not currently being
applied to the surveillance.

The cause of this event was cognitive personnel error involving a failure to
incorporate the footnote of TS 4.6.1.3.b into the original scheduling of the

. containment air lock leakage surveillance. Corrective action has been taken to
revise the plant surveillance tracking program to incorporate the requirements
of the footnote.
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This report is required per 10 CFR 50.73 (a)(2)(i) because on three separate
occasions, a grace period was ap) lied to the containment air lock leakage.
surveillance although use of suc1 grace period is prohibited by, Technical
Specification (TS) 4.6.1.3.b.

B. UNIT STATUS AT TIME OF EVENT

At the time of discovery of this event, Unit I was operating in Mode ~1
(power operation) at-100% of rated thermal power. On each occasion that the
grace period was applied to the containment air lock leakage surveillance,-
Unit I was operating in Mode 1 and remained in Mode 1 operation until after
the eventual performance of the surveillance. There was no inoperable
equipment which contributed to the occurrence of this event.

C. DESCRIPTION OF EVENT

TS 4.6.1.3.b requires, in part, that each containment air lock be
demonstrated operable by conducting an overall air lock leakage test at-
least once per 6 months. A footnote is provided to indicate that the
surveillance grace period provisions of TS 4.0.2 are not applicable to this
surveillance. At the Vogtle Electric Generating Plant, both the containment
personnel air lock and the containment escape air lock are~ subject to this
surveillance.

On 6-1-90, a Maintenance engineer, in preparing a containment integrated
leak rate test report, discovered that the containment air lock leakage
surveillance had exceeded the allowable 6 month (184 day) test interval on
several occasions. A 202 day test interval from 2-5-87 to 8-26-87, and a
201 day test interval from 7-31-89 to 2-17-90, was found to exist for- the
Unit I containment escape air lock. Also, a 225 day test interval from
8-18-87 to 3-30-88 was found to exist for the Unit 1 personnel air lock. No

leakage test interval for the Unit 2 containment escape air lock or
personnel air lock was found to exceed the allowable 6 month test interval.
The surveillance tracking group was contacted and it was discovered that the
grace period provisions of TS 4.0.2 had been applied on each of the above
occasions when the allowable test interval was exceeded. Therefore, the
plant had operated in a condition prohibited by the Technical
Specifications.

No immediate action was required due to discovery of this event since the
grace period provisions of TS 4.0.2 were not currently being relied upon to
satisfy the requirements of TS 4.6.1.3.b.
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D. CAUSE Of EVENT

The cause of the event was cognitive persoi a involving a failure to
incorporate the footnote of TS 4.6.1.3.b ina the original scheduling of the
containment air lock leakage surveillance. The footnote of TS 4.6.1.3 b
had been shown on the original master list of surveillances prepared prior
to implementation of the surveillance tracking program; however, this
footnote was overlooked when-the scheduling of individual surveillances
occurred. Since this error occurred prior to the initial startup of VEGP
Unit 1 in 1987 it cannot be determined if contractor or Georgia Power
personnel were responsible. There were no unusual characteristics of the
work location that directly contributed to this personnel error.

E. ANALYSIS OF EVENT

On the occasions that the grace period was applied to the containment air
lock leakage surveillance, the applicable air lock was found to be well
within its leakage limits when the surveillance was later performed. Based
on this consideration, containment integrity was-not compromised by the
application of the grace period and.there was no adverse affect on plant

- safety or public health and safety as a result of this event.

F. ' CORRECTIVE ACTION

1. The plant surveillance tracking program has been revised tt, ensure that
the grace period provisions of TS 4.0.2 are no longer applied to the
containment air lock leakage surveillance.

2. A review of other surveillances for which application of a grace period
is not allowed by the Technical Specifications, was performed and it was
verified that a grace period has not been applied to those surveillance

G. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

1. Failed Component Identification

None

2. Previous Similar Events

None

3. Energy Industry Identification System Codes
!Reactor Containment Building - NHp
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