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Typographical Error in Containment Air Lock Surveillance Requirement
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On 7/7/95, with Unit 2 operating in Mode 1 at 99% reactor power, during a review of
a Unit 3 containment [NH] air lock [AL] door [DR] seal [SEAL] test, it was
identified that the common procedure used for testing both Unit 2 and 3 containment
air lock door seals did not match Unit 2 Technical Specifications (TS) Surveillance
Requirement 4.6.1.3a. The procedure specified a test pressure of 9.5 +/- 0.5 psig;
the Unit 2 TS specifies 9.5 + 0.5 psig. ©On 7/14/95, a review of past test data
verified that some air lock door seal tests at Unit 2 were accepted with pressures
between 9.0 and 9.5 psig. Therefore, EBdison 1s reporting this occurrence in
accordance with 10 CFR 50.73 (a) (2) (1).

This occurrence was caused by an Edison typographical error in a Unit 2 TS change
request. As originally issued by the NRC, the Unit 2 TS was "yreater than or equal
to 10 psig;® the Unit 3 TS was "9.5 +/- 0.5 psig."” In 1982 and 1983, Edison
submitted two TS amendment requests to change the Unit 2 TS to match the Unit 3 TS.
However, due to an Edison typographical error, the requests did not include the
minus sign, and this omission remained in the TS when issued as Amendment 16 by the
NRC Becauge the same containment air lock seal test procedure is used at both
units, some Unit 2 tests were conducted within the 9.5 +/- 0.5 psig intended value,
but not within the literal TS requirement.

Bdison has revised the containment air lock seal test procedure to ensure compliance
with the literal wording of the TS for both Units. Upon final implementation of the
Technical Specification Improvement Project (TSIP), the Unit 2 and 3 containment air
lock TS will be the same., The Unit 2 testing always complied with the NRC approved
Unit 3 TS test pressure; therefore, there was no safety significance to this
occurrence .

LERS 2-94-002 and 2-94-003 also reported missed TS surveillances due to TS/procedure
mismatch. Because the error reported herein preceded the earlier events, previous
corrective actions could not have prevented this occurrence.
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