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Surveillance Interval Discrepancies with Diesel Fuel Oil Sample Analyses
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A system engineer discovered that the monthly analysis of the diesel fuel was not being performed
within the required time. Samples were taken monthly as required. Samples were then sent off site for
analysis. The analysis results were returned to the system er})q)ineer regularly, in approximately 3
weeks. Surveillances are required to be completed within +25% of the surveillance interval specified in
the Technical Sreciﬁcations. No time requirement had been associated with receiving and reviewing
the sample analyses. The operability of the emergency diese! generators was never affected by this
time delay, as all analyzed samples were acceptable. The surveiilance procedure will be changed to
specify the completion of the required analysis prior to the surveillance being considered complete.
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EVENT DESCRIPTION

While operating at 100% power on April 8, 1997, a system engineer discovered that the monthly
analysis of the diesel fuel was not being performed within the required time. Technical Specification
4.6 A.1.crequirement is, "once each month":

Verify that a sample of diesei fuel from the fuel oil storage tank is within the acceptable limits
specified . . .

Samples were taken monthly as required. Samples were then sent off site (to the NSP testing
laboratory in Minneapolis) for analysis. The surveillance was written so that the surveillance was
considered complete after the sample was taken, but before the sample was analyzed and the analyses
were completed. The analysis results were returned to the system engineer regularly in approximately 3
weeks, which was outside +25% of the surveillance interval specified in the Technical Specifications.

This was discovered as a result of an action taken in response to an NRC violation at Monticello
identified in Inspection Report 50-263/96009 (SOPI). Discussions between staff members at the Prairie
Island and Monticello sites concurred that this item was reportable. Since the analysis is required by
the Technical Specification and fulfills the purpose of the surveillance, the surveillance should not have
been considered complete until the analysis was completed.

CAUSE OF THE EVENT

Completion of this surveillance has always been incorrectly associated with taking, not analyzing, the
sample every 30 days. No time criteria had been procedurally required for receiving and reviewing the
sample analysis results. The cause of this event was a lack of technical staff understanding that the
analyses must be completed before the surveillance is considered complete.

ANALYSIS OF THE EVENT
Results of the analyses have been satisfactory. The operability of the emergency diesel generators'
was not affected by the delay in the performance of the analyses. This eve:rit had no adverse effect on

health and safety of the public.

Surveillance tests must be completed within + 25% of the surveillance interval specified in the Technical
Specifications. Since the diesel fuel surveillance was not completed within + 25% of the monthly
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interval, Technical Specification 4.6.A.1.c was not being met. This is reportable per 10 CFR Part 50,
Section 50.73(."; 1)(B) which requires reporting any "condition prohibited by the plant's Technical
Specifications.’

CORRECTIVE ACTION

The diesel fuel surveillance procedure wiil be changed to require completion of the required analyses
prior to considering the surveillance complete.

Other surveillanc . procedures that are being considered complete, prior to completion of all
data/analysis, have been identified. No other concerns were identified since these tests had other
controls on procedure compietion.

FAILED COMPONENT IDENTIFICATION - - None

PREVIOUS SIMILAR EVENTS - - None
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