v ‘ VS NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION ADPROYED-GM0 0. V010 T
HE A

EXHiRES 43082
LSTMATED BURDEN PER RESRONIE 10 COMRLY Wiu i
NFORMBATION COLLECTION ¥

LICENSEE EVENT REPCAT (LER) COMMENTS REGARD WD BURCEN £STMATE YO THE RECORDS
AND AEPORTE MANAGEMENT BRANCH (K AN LS NUCLEAR
AEGULATORY COMMICEON HASHINGTON OC 70686 anO "0

Thf FARERWORE REDUCT N MROECY )ommﬂ ahbick
OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET WASMING TON DC 20800

FALILITY NAME 1) FET NuMeER 2
erry Nuclear Power Plant, Unit | 01610101014 1410 '[O'IOL-‘._*
Faalure to Perform Survaxllance Results in Two Inoperable thcrmcdxacc Range
v n specification J.J.
’ EVENT BATE 8 LER NUMEE SEPORT DATE DrmER ncumu NVOLVED 8
‘ MONTH] Dav YEAR | vhan 'ew‘.“ MONTH | Dar YEAR FALIL TY NAMES DOCRET SUMBER &
HETLARIL TN
olslolafolalelal™lolalyl fojololslola]sl2 lo 1800 0,0, |
OPERATING THIE REPORT f SUBMITTED FURBUANT TO THE RLOUIREMENTS OF 10 GOOVQ Chact omg o+ =pre of ng caugmngl 140
MODE 8 5 J 20 802%% 20 a8 ie) T o TMeLiRi e q "
" |20 w0miei(1 i ™1 e et 0 13021 e
et { 4 20 4080110 T % T2 B e | OTHER [Samerty  Abitraet
. | Ql "LO 2 }-1 - bogw ang o Tour NBC g
20 DB _& 8 ThMeg i 0 TMa B el e
’_ ! PO A8 e L0 [T SO N R TTURE ST T
e ——
L ] PO & iai it L _RE UUTIF SHT 80 TXeid
. LICENBES CONTAUT SOM Toug ("R 110
NAME TELEPRUNE NUMBER
AREA J0DE
185 211161215191-13121317
COMPLETE ONE LINE SOR LACH COMPONENT FAILUNE DESCRIBED 1N THIS REPORT 13
-
CAUSE [SYSTHY|  COMPONENT 1 e v+ L'.:,”:.':g;' CAUSE |SvETEm | comPONEN? r gy 4o }'!;"‘::.‘;.‘
o
) SN S | W | A L1 1 J U 1
1 [t = ;- - = 0 gk
SUPFLEMENTAL RESORT EXPECTED V0 g woNTe | DAy | vean
FUBMISS I ON
DATE %
VS (1 yav compiaes §XPECTED SUBMISSION D TEl 'ﬂ no | 1 I
ABSTRACT (Lomt w400 wpechs ¢ Sapran harey KIS (A0 Wwech Tepewritten ney (18

On May 3 1992 at 0617, tvwo Intermediate Range Monitoring (IRM) channels became
inop2rable due to failure te complete Technical Specification (TS) 3.3.1 surveillance
requirements. Additionally, TS ACTION requirements for the inoperable monitors vere
not performed within the TS cllovable outage times, On May 3, 1992 at 1430, control
room personnel identified the fact that Surveillance Instruction SVI.C51-T0022C "1RM C
and G Neutron Flux Trips Channei Functional Test for 1C051-K601C and 1C51 -R601G" vas
past its due date, and folloved required TS 3.3.1 ACTION requirements by inserting a
half scram on Reactor Protection Syztem (RPS) Channel C at 1450. Surveillance
instruction SVI-C51-T0022C vas successfully performed on May 3, 1992 at 16236,

The cause of this event wvas personnel ervor, failure to follov procedure. When
revieving the surveillance schedule on May 2, 1992, the Unit Supervisor failed to
refer to SVI-C51-TO022C to determine Technical Specification (T8) requirements, as
required by plant administrative procedures.

To prevent recurrence, the Unit Supervisor was counseled with respect to the
requirement for procedural compliance. Additionally, as part of the established
requalification training program, all plant licensed operators will be instructed on
the lessons learned from this event.
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Introduction

On May 3, 1992 at 0617, tvo Intermediate Range Monitoring (IRM) channels became
inoperable due to failure to complete Technical Specification (TS) surveillance
requirements. Additionally, TS ACTION requirements for the inoperable monitors
vere not performed within the TS allowvable outage times. At the time of the
event, the plant vas in Operational Condition 5 (Refueling) vith reactor vescel
|RPV) head removed and reactor coolant at B1°F, This event is being reported
under the requirements of 10CFR50.73(a)(2)(1)(B).

Event Description

On April 24, 1992 at 1217, Surveillance Instruction (SVI-C51-T0022C) "IRM C and G
Neutron Flux Trips Channel Functional Test for 1C51-K601C and 1C51-K601G" vas
successfully performed, satisfying the requirements of Technical Specification
Table 4.3.1.1-1 Items 1.a and 1.b. The next routine performance of this
functional check was required to be completed prior to Mav 3, 1992 at 0617, to
satisfy operability requirements of the associated Reactor Frotection System
(RPS) instrumentation channels.

On May 2, 1992, the Unit Supervisor performed a reviev of the TS surveillance
status reviev sheet, as required by plant administrative procedures. The
surveillance status reviev sheet noted the fact that SVI-C51.T0022C vas scheduled
to be performed prior to the end of the day. The Unit Supervisor verified that
TS 3.3.6, vith respect to contrel tod block instrumentation channels, wvas
satisfied, and alloved the surveillance to be deferred,

On May 3, 1992 at 0617, twvo Intermediate Range Monitoring (IRM) channels became
inoperable due to the late furveillance. The required action statements of
Technical Specification 3.3.1, which requires the associated trip system to be
placed in the tripped condition, wvere not performed. On May 3, 1992 at 1430,
control room ner nel identified the fact that SVI-C51.T0022C was past its due
date, and follew: T§ 3,3.1 ACTION requirements by inserting a half scram on
Reactor Protection System (RPS) Channel € at 1450, Surveillance Instruction
8V1-C51-T0022C vas successiully performed on May 3, 1992 at 1636. Accordingly,
TS 3.3.1 surveillance requirements vere satisfied, and the Unit Supervisor
declared the two IRM channels operable at 1638,

Cause Analysis

The cause of this event vas personncl error, failure to follov procedure, Plant
Administrative Procedure (PAP-1105) "Surveillance Test Control" requires the
Control Room Unit Supe.visor te perform a reviev of a controlled copy of the
surveillance instruction if a ta=t is not to he performed as scheduled. Vhen
revieving the surveillance schedule on May 2, 1992, the Unit Supervisor failed to
refer to SVI-C51-T0022C to determine Technical Specification (TS) requirements.
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The Commissioners
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Executive Director
for Operations

UPDATED REPORT ON SITE DECOMMISSIONING MANAGEMENT PLAN

To provide the Commission with a status report on the actions

that the staff has been taking toward cleanup of the sites in

the Site Decommissionin? Management Plan (SOMP) and to provide
the Commission with Revision 2 of the SOMP (see Enclosure 1),

which formally updates the April 1991, version of the

50MP provided te the Commission in SECY-91-096.

fhe staff continues to implement the SOMP to effectively

use available staff resources to resolve decommissioning
policy and regulatory issues and to promgt or compel, as
necessary, timely decommissioning at SDOMP sites, Since the
Tast update of the SOMP report, in April 1991, prograrm
management has been anhanced and intensified to better ensure
that priority attention is placed on the timely resolution of
issues and timely site decommissionings.

Progress continues to be steady, but slower than desired, and
to suffer from various obstacles and difficulties stemming
from circumstances beyond the control of the staff. These
obstacles include, for example, the lack of firm residual
radioactivity criteria for cleanup, the presence of mixed
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He revieved a Potential Limiting Condition For Operation Tracking Sheet which
referenc.d T8 3.3.6 control tod block instrumentation channel requirements, and
assumed that it was the only applicable Technical “pecification for IRMs., Had he
tevieved the approved Surveillance Instruction, he would have been reminded that
T.85. 3.3.1 vas also applicable.

Safety Analysis

The Intermeaiate Range Monitoring (IRM) System provides neutron flux information
during reactor startup and heatup operations fram the upper portion of the source
range (SRM) to the lover portion of the pever range, The design safety objective
of the IRM system is to genera'< a trip signal that can be used to prevent fuel
damage resulting from abnormal operational transients that occur while operating
in the intermediate range. The IRM System accomplishes this by sensing incore
neutron flux and initiating trip inputs to the Reactor Frotection System (RPS),.
Channel independence and redundancy, coupled vith conservative trip set values,
ensure protection of the fuel barrier from excess pover generation.

The RPS System provides protection against the onset and consequences of
conditions that threaten the integrity of the fuel barrier and reactor coolant
pressure boundary. This protection is provided by causing rapid insertion of all
control rods into the reactor core to shut down the reactor, vhen spacific
variables exceed predetermined limits.

On May 3, 1992 at 1636, the IRM Channels vere functionally checked through the
satisfactory performance of SVI-CS51-T0022C, without requiring any adjustments.
As a result of the successful testing on May 3, 1992, it can be assumed that the
instrumentation was capable of performing its intended function if required
throughout the period of May 3, 1992 0617 to 1638, Additionally, all control
rods vere fully inserted during this period of time, Therefore, this event is
not considered to be safety significant.

Similar Events

A previous similar event occurred as documented by LER 90-028. On October 9,
1990, during core alterations, seven containment isolation valves vere inoperable
for greater than four hours without all associated penetrations isolated in
accordance vith Technical Specification 3.6.4. The seven containment isolation
valves had become inoperable due to the failure to perform surveillance testing
required by Technical Specifications. The cause of this event vas personnel
error, inattention to detail. Vhen revieving the surveillance schedule, the Unit
Supervisor failed to refer to Technical Specifications or approved instructions
to determine the need to perform Surveillance Instruction (SVI-E12-T2002) "RHR B
Pump and Valve Operability test." He wvaz misled when the weekly surveillance
schedule did not include "during core alterations" as one of the required modes
for completion of the surveillance. As a result, he considered the sucveillance
not to be necessary during the plant conditions present., Corrective actions
taken in response to the Octoler 9, 1990 event included management issuing
directives to all licensed control toom personnel to consult approved
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conditions, and modification of Plant Administrative Procedure (PAP-1108),

“Survelllance Te:st Control", to procedurally requite the Unit Superviser to
perform a reviev of a controlled copy of the surveillance if a test is not to be
performed as scheduled.

'I. Corrective Action

Corrective actions taken in response to this eveni included counseling the Unit
Supervisor vith re pect to ine requirement for procedural compliance.
Additionally, as part of the ~stablished requalification training program, all
plant licensed operators wiil be instructed on t'e lessons learned from this
event.

Ener, dustry Identification System Codes are identified in the text as | XX ).
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