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cc: U8, Nuclear Regulatory Commission
611 Ryan Plaza Drive, Suite 400
Arlington, TX 76011

NRC Sr. Resident Inspector
P.O, Box 1051
St. Francisville, LA 70775

INPO Records Center
700 Galleria Parkway
Atlanta, GA 30339-3064

Mr. C.R. Oberg

Public Utility Commission of Texas
7800 Shoal Creek Blvd., Suite 400 North
Avstin, TX 78757

Louisiana Departiment of Environmental Quality
Radiation Protection Division

P.O. Box 82135

Baton Rouge, LA 70884-2135

ATTN: Administrator
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4 An attempt was made to recreate the event.  The Division IT1 diesel gene: “or and related equipment
were restored 1o the original test configuration, and the two contacts identified in the STP were
checked again. The contacts were successfully checked with no unexpected results.

A detailed review of the design drawings indicated that if the wrong terminal points had been verified (i.e..
the two terminal points located adjacent to the terminal points identified in the STP) there would have been a
path from positive to negative through the multimeter being used to perform the continuity check. A
discussion about this possibility vas held with the 1&C technicians involved and both indicated that they were
on the correct terminal points

The design review did not resolve two pertinent questions.  First, it was not conclusive from the drawing
review if sufficient current could be passed by the multimeter to pick up the 27NY relay (*27*) which would
have caused the trip of the neimal supply breaker if the adjacent (i.e., wrong) terminal poir. s were shorted.
Second, it was not clear what the technicians would have seen if they had checked the wrong terminals, e.g.,
arcing at the meter probes, deflection of the meter indication upon passing current, etc. No sparks or
damage to the meter was noted at the time this event occurred. In any case, a maintenance work order was
initiated in an attempt to recreate the event

With the diesel in maintenance mode and a lead lifted at the switchgear to prevent tripping of the normal
supply breaker, the terminals adjacent to those specified in the STP were jumperad using the same
multimeter. The 27NY relay picked up solidly which would have caussd a trip of the normal supply breaker
if not for the lifted lead. Additionaily, there was no sparking at the mv ter leads and only a slight deflection
of the meter indication.  The results of this test generally replicated whot had happened the day before during
the performance of STP 309-0603. Based on these test results, it is rezsonable to assume that the wrong
terminals were mistahedly checked or that the wrong terminals were inadveitently shorted during the
performance of the STP.

ROOT CAUSE

The cause of the normal supply breaker trip and the resulting start of the Division III diesel generator cannot
be positively determined. However, given that no physical condition could be identified which could have
caused the event and that the event could be replicated by shorting the adjacent terminals, personnel error is
the most probable root cause of this ESF actuation.
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SAFETY ASSESSMENT

The unit was in a refueling outege at the time of this event with vessel water level greater than 23 feet above
the reactor vessel flange, thus no ECCS systems were required to be operable per Technical Specifications,
The HPCS system and the Division I diesel generator had been declared inoperable before this event for the
scheduled testing.  The diesel generator responded properly to the start signal and was manually secured by
the operator

NOTE Erergy Industry Identification System Codes are identified in the text as (*XX*).




