Fechunical Specification 6.8.1 requires that apphcable written pracednres
recommended in Appendix A of Regulatory Guide (RG) 133, Revisien 2, 1978

shiall be established, implemented and muintained

Farley Nudear Plant (FNP) Administrative Procedure (AP), FNP-O-AP-14,
Revision IS Safety Tageing,” Section 5.3 states that " The Approval Othcial is
responsible for overall evaluation of the acceptability ¢f the execution of the Tag
Order with regard to its effect on plant status, He must ensure the effect on the
plant 1s heen adeguately evaluated and all necessary plant requirements
have bheen met Futthermore, Section 38 stutes that "Dwing removal the

|

\pproval Authority should pay particular attention to assure plant compoer dats

e restored to the desired status

Contrary to the above, on three (\l--\;\.lt.llt occastons as macated oelow, the
roval oMicial/authority (1e., Shift Supervisor) fadled to ad Jtely evaluate

the impact of executing certam revised tagging orders upon safety related

equipment. In all three cases, the removal of tags, and associated repositioning

actions. resulted in unexpected and adverss operation of safetyv-related

(n March 31 ii[;"ulx‘ ns re-encrezed the YO8 VAC section of Motor Control
Center (NMCOHY1G by implementing tageme order 94-0137-0 Revision 04

Several hours alterwasds, ooerators discovered that the ( omputer Room and

B" Tram Control Room Ventidation Svstem fans were rotating backwards




5

b, On April 2, Operations reahigned the 1A Contamment Spray (CN) system in

accordance with tagging order 94-0697-1 Revision 2. Subsequent start of the 1A

CS pump for surveillance testing resulted in an uncontrolled discharge of water
feom the Refueling Water Storage Tank into containment and the 1A CS pump

room. Several imdividuals were contaminated

{ On April 2, Operations placed the "A" Train Solid State Protection System
(SSPS) Mode Selector Switch in the OPERATE position according to tag order

D4.35% ). | ‘(t vision | As A (un\(ll\l(ll(( nn, il'.H ng 'ti( switch in "ll' '( \ Ii an

\ Fram Contamment \|»v4|\ Actuation oecusred

his ¢ o severity Level IV violation (Supplement 1)
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Reason for Violation










