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PLANT E. I. HATCH
Docitet No, &N.221
Special Rennrt on RHR Pump Suctisn

Torus Isolation Valve E11-FOOUR B

Mr. James P, O'Reilly
Director of Inspection and Enforcement ﬁﬂ

Region II
Suite 2100
101" Marietta Street

Atlanta, Georgia 30302 UJJMD“ I[V] M

Dear Sir:

On Mavy 17, 1079, with tha reactor in refueling, a3 Loeal Lealk
Rate Tast (LLRT) of the RHR nump "B" suation torns isolation

valve E11-FO04B was nperformed per HNP-1-2052, This test
showed the valve to be leaking in excess of specified criteria
(refer to LER 50-221/1279-n23), Following corrective acetion

(lapped seat rings, lapped gate, and adjusted the valve's
motor operator - see MR #1.70.24213), the valve was
satisfactorily retested on July 26, 1979.

On August 12, 1070, the "B" 100p of t4e RHR svstem was placed

in service in the shutdown cooling mode of operation, and the .
‘reactor vessel level Wwas obsarved to start dropoing.
Investigation showed that if the RE11-Fnésm valve was closed,

then the reactor vessel water leval would stahilize,. Thus,

the E11-FO004R and/or the E11-F0208 valves were leaking. On

August 13, 1079, the "B8" RHER pumo was run %orus to torus in an

attempt to flush the seat of the R11-FNOLSY valve; however,

this had no appreciahle effect on the lza%aze. On August 14, \
1970, the EV11.F0303 (relief valve) was removed and
bench-tested satisfactorily, Thus, the =11-FOO04YBR wvalve was
determined to he leaking,

The LLRT performad on the R11.F00NB valve on July 26, 1079,
was performed in the divection that it wonld have to prevent
leakace post-L0OCA, Kl from the inside of primary
containment outward; the leakage now exisiting for the
E11-F00%8 wvalve i3 in the obpnosita direction, ¢.e., MHaek
Ltowards containment. This 1leakage path from the reactor
vessel to the suvoression chamber (torus) only exists when the
“B* RHER oump 1is in “e shutdown ecooling made of operation.
Thus, it was decided that the leakage of the valve represented
no condition tHat would nreclude normal operation,
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The decision was then mad. to perform a new LLRT on the
211-F2048 wvalve {n order to ensure that the orimary
containment integrity of the valve still existed.

Thus, on August 148, 1979, a3 LLRT of the valve was performed.
The resgults of this test showed the valve to he leaking less
than the . aceentance criteria specified by the Technieal
Spacification amf "10CFRS0 avsendix J (.A0La overall leakage
for all tvoe B and tvpe € LLRTs, and the leakage of the valve
shall he 1au enou®h such that the seal watar inventorv of the
valve is sufficient for 310 davs - the seal water inventorv for
the E11-.FOO4UB valve is the torus), However, the valve lealk
rate was judged to be excessive bv plant personnel and a
deviatinon report (#1.72.12A) was written sayineg that the
E11-F004B valve had failed the LLRT. It was determined by the
Plant Review Board that a Licensee Event Renort was not
reaquir~ed since ¢the applieanhle Techniecal Specification an”
10CFRS50N apoendix J acceptance eriteria had been satisfied;
however, it was decided that a special report be written due
to the sequence of events, :

Following maintenance on the wvalve (tightened four bolts on
the wvalve's motor operator - MR #1.70.U47U41), a satisfactorv
LLRT was performed on August 15, 10749,

Plant Manager
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