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Gentlemen:
Joseph M. Farley Nuclear Plant, Unit 1, Licensee Event Report No. LER
92-0n1-00 is being submitted in accordance with 1€ CFR 50.73. If you
have any questions, please advise.
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This event was caust¢ 1 by procedural error.
surveillancve regquirements by requiring all vent, drain and test connectlon
valves and MOVs assoclated with containment penetratiocuns sublect te TS
4.6.1.1.a, and located Lutside containment, to be verified rlosed once per 5l

On 2-14-92, a Safety System Self Assessment (SS5SA) of the Containment Tsulation
System identified that Farley Nuclear Plant's (FNPs) interpretation of Technical
Specification (TS) 4.6.1.1.a surveillance requirements did not include a
velrification of all walve positions inside the rec.ired containment isolation
TS 4.6.1.1.a requires all contaimment penetrations, not capable of
being closed by operable containment automatic isolation valves and required to
be nlosed during accident conditions, to be verified closed for containment
integrity during Modes 1-4 once per 11 days.

Containment penerration vent,

and test connection valves inside the containment isolation bhoundary.
outside containment, were not being verified closed accordingly.
for the verification did not require a check of these valves because they were
capped and seal wired in the closed position.
motor operated valves (MOVs) on each unit had not been deactivated in accordance
with T8 4.9.1.).a.

but

The procedure

Furthermere, four nermally closed

FNP-0-STP-14.0 was tvevised to meet

In addition,

Both units performed verifications rhat confirmed all valves affected by thls
intérpretation of TS 4.2 .1.1.a werc in the proper position
wias removed from the four MOVs on each unlt
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Plant and System ldentification

Westinguocuse - Prescurized Water Reactor
gnergy Industry Identification System codes are identifled in the test as [XX]

Summary of Event

On 2-164-92, an SSSA of the Containment Isolation System identified that Farley
Nuclear Plant's interpretation of TS «.6.1.1. a surveillance requirements did not
include verification of all valve positions inside the vequired containment
isolation boundary. TS 4.6.1.1.a requires all containment penctrations, not
capable of being closed by operable containment automatic isolation valves and
required to be closod during accident conditions, to be verified closed for
containment intagrity during Modes 1-4 once per 31 days. Contrary to TS
4.6.1.1.a, containment penstration vent, drain, and test connection valves
inside the containment iseolation bounda:v, but outside conctainment, weve not
being verified closed every 31 days. 'The surveilllance procedure for the
verification did not require a check of these valves because they were capped
and seal wired closed. Alse, four normally closed MOVs on each unit had not
been deactivated in accordance with T§ 4.6.1.1.a

Description of Event

During the Containment Isolation System SSSA performed (n February, 1992, the
team raised a question regarding the adequacy of the Mode -4 containment
verification surveillance procedure used at FNP. They maintained that
containment penetration vents, drains and test connections inside the
containment isolation boundary, bur outside concalnwent, were not being verified
vlosed as required by TS 4.6.1.1 a.

System (Operating Procedures (SOP) checklists for each penetration rvequire the
! vent, drain and test connection valves to be capped and seal wired closed,

| Furthermore, any manipulation of these valves is controlled by approved plint
procedures. Therefore, it was bolieved that periodic verification that theése
valves were closed was not required.

As a corrective measure, both units performed verifications that confirmed all
. valves affected by TS 4.6.1.1.a wer. in the proper position as required by the
appropriate SOP checklists., In addii.on, powr was removed from the four MOVs
on each unit,

Cause of Event

1his event was caused by procedural inadequacy.
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Reportability Analysis and Safety Assessment

This event is reportable because surveillance required by T8 4.6.1 1 .a was not
perfnrmed adegquately.

Af a corrective measure, both units performed verifications that confirmed all
applicable valves were in the proper pesition, thevefere contalnment inteprity
was intact,

The appropriate procedures have been revised to include a verification, every 3l
days. that all vent, drain, and test connection valves lnside the containment
isolation boundary and outside contalvment are closed as regquired by
surveillance 4.6.1.1.a,

The safety significance of this event is wvery low fer the foliuwing reasons:

1. These valves are verified closed during velve lineups after each
outage

2. These valves are verified closed followlng maintenance activ! ‘es;

3. These valves are controlled by approved plant procedures and 1L ve
low likelinood of being inadvertently mispositiened, and

4, Vent, drain, and test connection valves are capped and seal wired
clased,

The health and safety of the public was not aftected

Corrective Action

FNP-0-S§TP-14.0, "Containment Integrity Verification Test" was revised Lo meet
surveillance requirements by vequiring all vent, drain, and test conmection
valves, outside containment, assoclated with contairment penetrations subject to
TS 4.6.1.1.8 to be verified closed once per 31 days.

Both units performed verifications that confirmed all valves affected by this
interpretation te TS 4.6.1.1.a were in the proper position as required by the
appropriate SOP checklist. In addition, power was removed from the four MOVs on
eath unit.

Additional Intormation

Both units were operating at approximately 100% power on 2-14-92,

This event would not have been more severe if It had occurred under different
operating conditions.




