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EVENT DESCRIPTION AND PROBABLE CONSEQUENCES .
(6121 |With the Unit 1 reactor shutdown to repair the RHR inboard injection y

Lvalve the site enginecring staff confirmed that a cable separation prob-|
(615 Llem. FSAR section 8.8.3.5,10, exists relating to tne containment atmos- |

{pheric_control system. There were no effects upon public health and B

lsafety., Redundant systems were available and operable, This is a rep- |
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CAUSE DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS
IThis event can be attributed to both a design and an installation error.]

[CI7] LThe design specified that two conduits be connected to a dual element |

[RTD which has only one place to connect conduit. So, during installa- |
[tion it was apparently decided to reroute the related cable through the |

Lexistinq conduit. A DCR has been written to modify th. cable routing. |
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LER #: 50-321/1980-054, Rev. 1
Licensee: Georgia Power Company
Facility Name: Edwin I. Hatch
Docket #: 50-321

Narrative Report
for LER 50-321/1980-054, Rev. 1

On 5-29-80, with the Unit 1 reactor shutdown to repair the RHR
inboard injection valve E11-F015B the site engineering staff
performed a cable walkdown which confirmed that a cable separ-
ation problem exists within the containment atmospheric
control system "T48". [Earlier the architect enginecers, while
reviewing their computerized civrcuit and raceway schedule
error messages for Unit 1, recei.ed a couple of cable separa-
tion errors relating to the '"T48" systen. They, in turn,
notified the plant per proposed design change request #PS1E-
80-001.

The cables in question H21-P173-C010 and H21-P173-C013 (non-
divisional) have been routed through both essential division I
and II type raceways. This event is addressed in the FSAR
section 8.8.3.5.10 control system since no computer routing
errors have been received pertaining to the Unit 2 system.
There were no effects upon public health and safety due to the
event. Redundant systems were available and operable. This
is a repetitive occurrence relating to cable separation prob-
lems, refer to LER #50-321/1979-076 and 50-366/1979-098 for
Unit 1 and 2, respectively.

This event can be attributed to a combination of design and
installation type errors. The design indicated that two
separate conduits could be connected to the dual RTD unit for
temperature elements T48-N072 and T48-N009C when actually only
one conduit can be connected to the unit. The same situation
applies to temperature elements T48-N073 and T48-N009G. Dur-
ing the installation phase of the cable, the personnel appar-
ently rcalized that they could not connect the two conduits to
the same RTD unit; therefore, they rerouted the associated
cables so that only one conduit was connected to each RTD
unit. This change required that the affected cables (non-
divisional) be routed the last few feet in essential division
I conduits. The problem was that the nondivisional cables had
already been routed in essential division II raceways earlier
in their routing.

Upon confirmation of this event a design change request,
80-166, was written to have the cables rerouted. The affected
cables will be rerouted when the design has been completed and
the required parts are on site,



DCR 80-166 was originally scheduled for implementation during
the currceat 1981 rcfucling outage. llowever, complcte engin-
ecring design package has not been received on site. Work
will commence following receipt of a complete design package.



