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C. K. Metoy Georgia Power

June 25. 1992

ELV-03825
000449
Docket No. 50-425

U. §. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
ATIN: Document Control Desk
Washington, D. C, 20555

Gentlemen:

VOGTLE ELECTRIC GENERATING PLANT
SPECIAL REPORT

In accordance with the requirements of the Vogtle Electric Generating Plant
Technical Specifications, sections 4.8.1.1.3 and 6.8.2, Georgia Power Company
hereby submits the enclosed revised Special Report concerning what is now
considered to be a nonvalid diesel generator failure. The original report
#ELV-0367!. dated March 2, 1992) classified the subject failure as a valid
ailure. Subsequent investigation revealed the true cause of th: failure, and
it was determined that this problem would not affect the emergency operation of
the diesel generator. This revised report describes the failure mechanism and
reclassifies the subject failure, and several previous failures which can be
attributed to the same cause, as nonvalid.

Sincerely,
A1 7 /1
(I v
G K McCoy,

CKM/NJS

Enclosure: Special Report 2-92-1, Revision |

xc: Georgia

Mr. W. B. Shipman

Mr. M. Sheibani
NORMS

U, §. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Mr. S. D. Ebneter, Regional Administratc:

Mr. D, §. Hood, Licensing Project Manager, NRR

Mr. B. R. Bonser, Senior Resident Inspector, Vogtle
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VOGTLE ELECTRIC GENERATING PLANT - UNIT 2
TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION SPECIAL REPORT 2-92-1, REVISION 1
DIESEL GENERATOR 2B NONVALID FAILURE

C. SUMMARY

Because this condition can only occur when the generator is operatina in
parallel with the gric, il does not affect DG resporse to emergency
conditions. Therefore, the February 5, 1992, event has been reclassified
from a val;d failure to a nonvelid failure per Regulatory Guide 1.104,
cection C.2.e.

Additionally, three previous DG failures can be attributed to the same cause
and, since the cause does not affect emergency cperation, they have also been
reclassified as nonvalid failures. One failure occurred on DG 2A on

February !, 1992, and is described in Special Report 2-90-2 (ELV-01353, sated
February 1+ 1990). The other twe failures occurred on January 29, 1991 (one
2ach for DG 2A and DG 2B) and are described in LER 50-425/1991-003,

Revision 1. Finally, a review of DG start classifications has resulted in
another reclassification. On December 16, 1988, DG 2B was started for a
24-hour engineered safety featurs actuation system test. 7his start has been
reclassified from a nonvalid test to a valid test in order to be consictent
with similar starts.

Per these reclassifications, as of May 25, 1992. there have been no valid
faiiures in the last 20 valid tests of DG 20 and a total of 1 valid failure
in 80 valid tests. Also, there have been no valid fa:iures in the last 20
valid tests of DG 2A and 2 valid failures in the last 10U ,a,id tests,
Following the Febru + 5, 1992, failure, the test frequency of DG 2B had been
increased to once pe. 7 days irn accordance with TS table 4.8-1. However,
since the DG 2B test frequency had already returned to a once per 31 day
cycle prior to the reclassification of these failures to nonvalid fail.res,
the current testing frequency of once per 31 days has not heen affectec. The
test frequency for DG 2A also remains at once per 31 days.




