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EVENT DESCRIPTION AND PROBABLE CONSEQUENCES 10
1001271 100 _11/18/83, during surveillance reviews being conducted as a result of corrective actions taken in recard to |
10131 ILER 368-83-044/01T-0, it was determined that diesel fuel oil analysis for 6/7/83 did not meet the requirements |
IIIII Iof Technical Specification (7.5.) 4.8.1.1.2.b for operability of Unit 2 Diesel Generator 20G1. As a result of |
10151 Ifailing to recognize exceeding the requirements of T7.5. 4.8.1.1.2.b, the action requirements of 1.5, 3.8.1.1.a |
I 161 Iwere not taken within the required time frame. Further investigation of both ANO-1 and ANO-2 fue) storage tank|
10171 Idata sheets revealed the following discrepancies for ANO-1: July 3, 1978. the water and sediment analysis I
IIITI lindicated a value of .06% (limit of .05%). A resample analysis conducted on July 5, 1978, indicated a water |
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CAUSE DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS 27
I_T1 0| IChemistry personnel did not relate the out-of-spec condition of the fuel oil analysis with a Limiti: 3 Condition|
IZTIT01  1of Operation (LCO) on the diesel generators, although they did recognize that there was an out-of-spec condi- |
1201 ition. As a result, the actions required by the LCO were not taken within the allowable time frame. although a |
111731 |resample was conducted as work load permitted. The procedure used for the analysis did not give explicit in- |
I T 1 &) |structions or actions required when out-of-spec results were found. The diesel fuel storage tanx sampling |
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EVENT DESCRIPTION AND PROBABLE CONSEQUENCES (Continued)

and sediment of <.05%. June 10, 1983, the water and sediment analysis indicated a value of .06% (1imit of .05%). A
resample analysis conducted on June 10, 1983, indicated a water and sediment of <,(05%.

For ANO-2: December 7, 1983, the water and sediment analysis indicated a value of .10% (1imit of .05%). A resample
analysis conducted on December 8, 1983, iwmdicated a water and sediment of <.05%. February 2, 1983, the viscesity analysis
indicated a value of 1.45 centistokes (cSt) (limit is a range of 2.0-4.3 c5t). A resample analysis conducted on

February 10, 1983, indicated a viscosity of 2.55 ¢St. June 7, 1987 the water and sediment analysis indicated a value of
-10% (1imit of .05%). A resample analysis -onducted on June 13, 1983, indicated a water and sediment analysis of .0S%.

There were no safety implications in that follow-ug sampla analyses verified that the fuel was in fact within specifications
and the out-of-spec indications were a result of sampling errors. However, since the requirements of ANO-1 T.S5. 4.6.1.4.¢
were exceeded and the action requirements of 1.5, 2.7.3.c were not met, the ANO-1 discrepancies are reportable per T.S.
6.12.3.1.b. Since the requirements of ANO-2 T.5. 4.8.1.1.2.b were exceeded and the action requirements of 7.5. 3.8.1.1.a
were not met, the ANO-2 discrepancies are reportable per T.5. 6.9.1.8.b.

CAUSE DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTION ACTIONS (Continued)

procedures have been revised to identify Technical Specification requirements and give explicit instructions when limits are
reached. Also, revisions have been made to the diesel fuel sampling procedures to address the sampling errors. A review of
Chemistry and Radiochemistry Departments' procedures and Technical Specification requirements has been conducted. No similar
problem with procedures other tha- the diesel fuel sampling procedures have been identified. A review of the procedure
containing the "Master Test Control List" was also conducted and changes have been submitted to upgrade the list. Additional
instructions are being given to the Chemists to insure awareness of their duties associated with Technical Specifications.
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