LICCNSEE EVENT REPORT

CONTRAL BLOCK: l R |® (PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE ALL REQUIRED INFORMATION)
.

]Z.llclnlglxl IzIQ[o!gloLnloan In lo 1o 'g__]Ollehl][ JOLL G

9 WICENSEE CLOE LICENSE NUMBER LILENSE TYPE 40 S/ CAT sy

N'T

Eﬁ ot LL JOLO |s1o]ol013] s! 6}@10 s 12 1317 !9JOI¢15 12 la 17 le J@

DOCKET NUMBER €l EVENT DATE e RePORT DATE
EVENT osscmmou AND PROBABLE CONSEQUENCES

T7] [ On May 23, 1879, while shutdown for anchor bolt inspertion and repair. it was discov- |

T3] | ered that the following valves which were originally judged to have accentable leak |

rate values per Tech. Spec. 3.6.1.2 and Aopendix J to 10CFRSD (based on overal! leak- |
I L 1 .

T L age) whentestad per HNP-2-3952, did not meet the individual valve leak rate criteria |

T5] L per ASME Code, Section XI, part IWP: feedwatar check valve 2821-F 0B: and RHR sump |
T7] LLsuction valves 2E11-F0048, 2E11-F004C, and 2E11-F0Q4D. |
Ea ! J
89 80
SYSTEM CAUSE CAUSE come VALVE
; COOE cooe s..a-ws comc-.s-n COLE SUBCODE SUBCOCE
= R1JO O (21O [v]AlL] UETU® (O @
8 13 Pl
5 QUENTIAL ccc.ﬂﬂ \CE R;rrm REVISION
LER/RA | EVENT YEAR RESONT MO CODE TYPE NO
REM ! f % G|
@geesrl 719]  |=!  Lol3le] | T W R = [
F 2 23 74 <5 27 23 0 n
CY CN FUTURE ESFECT SHUTOZNY ATTA f'"'*\f NPRTL PRINE COvP CC“P., T
AXEN  ACTICH Qs PLANT METY :'_,,.\ HQURS SSNUTTLD FOAL LS. SUPPLIER s MAY, \,-'-'-’.T. ER
~ o - o - oy I Al v/ - e N AR ] s G Q 1
LELIO 116 O i1 116 10D e Ll s @
" -3 < 3 «Q & @ 43 m 4/
CAuss DESCRIPTICN AND CC«RECTIVE ACTIONS (27
10) L1t was originally dntcrnossad *hap +ha 1SME accentance critaria did not go into ef- |

E L_fect sintil compareial pooration: houevsr  tha intoraratatin: that it +nnl o86p-+ J

-

T L With issuance of ths operating license (6-13-78) caused the above valves tonot maet |

|_the ASHE criteria. Following the event, a review of the AS!'I acceptance critaria ]

I5] |_Was macde by the licensse and Southern Company Services, Inc. (continued) B
8 9 el
BUE o A oiscoveny oescawrion (32
D L!_]"\ U‘ 19 10 f’\?;[ N/A | LA CLDewe/ of Tes* Rawhs |
12 44 45 80
Al ‘rv TY ':‘\’I"

Q:u.g:m oF PeL Leass AMOUNT OF .\c'rmrv® LOCATION OF RELEASE
5] Lz ] @& LGl N/A | L M/A |
s =] LS &d

"ﬂ‘O\NSL E"C‘<~ ES
B 1010 12 JC_ J“Cwm N/A 2219 283 |

"
'ERSO\NL. NIURIES
MBER Zi.'»:"V‘Q\( )

| Lnin io !’“L N/A ]

-

-
o
<

\OS(.)‘O""- lC.ET"‘ln.L’V/ 3)

TvrE DELCRIPTION )
N
) &) N/A J
s 3 '3 89
’UBUC’Y 5 \
: ,)LM - ON@ NAC USE ONLY .
I..\"_; N/A J OLLY i rrreryyreys
68 69 80 3
v Cy < \ 7170 k4
. NAVE OF preparen e V. Greene, Supt. Plt. Eng. Serv, prions: . 212-367-7781 2

e : 7906140532

e ——




Georgia Power Company
Plant E. I. Hatch
Baxley, Georgia 31513

Cause Description and Corrective Action (continued)

This review showed that the acceptance criteria as specified in the Long
Term Inservice Inspection Pump and Valve Test Plan (based cn the suggest-
ed values in Table IWV-3420-1 of ASME Section XI, part IWV) are too string-
ent to be realistically used. This prompted the licensee and Southern
Company Services, Inc. to develop a new set of acceptance criteria (as per-
mitted by ASME Section XI, part IWV, paragraph IWV-3420, (f)). This new
set of acceptance criteria was then reviewed by the Plant Review Board and
approved for replucing the old ones in the Pump and Valve Test Plan.
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NARRATIVE SUMMARY
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On May 23, 1979, while shutdown for anchor bolt inspection and repair,
it was discovered that the following valves which were originally judged
to have acceptable leak rate values per Tech. Spec. 3.6.1.2 and Appendix
J to 10CFRS0 (based on overall leakage and concerned with Timiting release
to public) when tested per HNP-2-3952, did not meat the individual valve
leak rate criteria per ASME Code, Section XI, part IWV: feedwater check
;g};eFZBZI-FOIOB; and RHR pump suction valves 2E11-F0048, 2£1'-F004C, and
-FQ04D.

It was originally interpreted that the ASME acceptance criteria did not

go into effect until commercial operation; however, ‘re interpretation

that it took effect with issuance of the operating lizense (6-13-78) meant
that any valves tested after 6-13-78 had to meet the ASHE acceptance crit-
eria. The above listed valves were all tested after £-13-78, and the leak-
age value for each exceeded the ASME acceptance critetia as specified in
the HNP-2 Long Term Inservice Inspection, thus the ASHE acceptance criter-
ia was not met.

Follewing the discovery that the valve leak rates had ixcesded the ASM

leak rate acceptance criteria, a review of the acceptaice criteria was

made by the licensee and Scuthern Cempany Services, Inr. This review showad
that the acceptance criteria as specified in the HiP-2 Long Term Inservice
Inspection Pump and Valve Test Plant (based on the sugrested leak rate
values in Table IWV-2420-1 of ASME Section XI, Part 1Y, are too stringent
to be realistically used. This prompted the licensee ard SCSI to cevelop

a new set of acceptance criteria (as permitted by ASHME fection XI, part
IWV, paragraph [WV-3720, (f)). Using the concept that the purpose of the
ASME testing is to Jetect valve degradaticn, the licenser and SCSI were
able to prepare rew acceptance criteria that would satisfy both the ASM

and the Tech. Spec. and Appendix J testing consideratiors. This new set

of acceptance criteria was then reviewed by the Plant Review B8oard and

was approved for the replacement of the old acceptance criteria in the Pump
and Valve Test Plan.
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