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EVENT DESCRIPTION AND PROBABLE CONSEQUENCES h
l o L2,j IWith Unit 2 operating steady-state at 2337 MWt, the "RHR Service Water |

[o |3 | | Pump Operability" procedure was performed as per TS 4.7.1.1.b. RHRSW |

|o|4|| Pumps "A" and "C" were declared inoperable (DR 2-82-204) as a result of |

) lo Isj l their failure to meet minimum flow requirements. A 72-hour LCO was |

lo90 l nitiated as per TS 3.7.1.1 Action a.3. After adjustina the flow controli

Iol7Jlvalve, a second attempt at the procedure failed (DR 2-82-205) .This event |

|alsi|is non-repetitive. The health and safety of the public were not affectedi
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CAUSE DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS h
|1|o1|The cause of these events was the failure of the cavitrol trim (an anti-|

11 111 Icavitation device) . The device was found to have both broken and bent I

pTg | tubes which restricted flow. A similar- failure on loop B was reported ort

|i|3| |RO 50-366/1982-098. An engineering study has been initated to find the |'

| ji |4||causes. An update LER will be submitted upon completion of the study. I
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LER No.: 50-366/1982-085.

'
Licensee: Georgia Power Company
Facility: Edwin-I. Hatch

; Docket #: 50-366

Narrative Report
for LER 50-366/1982-085

i

With Unit 2 operating steady-state at 2337 MWt, the "RHR Service
Water Pump Operability" procedure was performed as required by
Tech. Specs. 4.7.1.1.b. The "A" and "C" Residual Heat Removal

i Service Water (RHRSW) pumps were declared inoperable (DR 2-82-204)
as a result of their failure to meet minimum flow requirements. Tech.
Specs. 3.7.1.1 states that two independent RHRSW system. subsystems
shall be operable. Since each RHRSW subsystem contains two pumps,'

i and the "A" and "C" pumps are both in RHRSW subsystem Loop "A",
that subsystem was declared inoperable. A 72-hour limiting condition
of operation (LCO) was initiated as per Tech. Specs. 3.7.1.1 Action a.3.
After attempting to adjust the "A" loop RHRSW heat exchanger outlet
valve, the "RHR Service Water Pump Operability" procedure was
attempted and still showed unsatisfactory results (DR 2-82-205).
The health and safety of the public were not affected. This event
is not repetitive.

The cause of these events was the failure of the cavitrol trim (an-

anti-cavitation device) on the downstream side of the flow control
valve in the outlet of the "A" loop RHRSW heat exchanger. The device
was found to have both broken and bent tubes which restricted flow.

.

A similar failure of the same device in the "B" loop was reported
| on Reportable Occurrence Report No. 50-366/1981-098. Unit 1, due

to the use of a different flow control valve, does not require the
use of the cavitrol trim. An engineering study has been initiated
to investigate the cause of these occurrences. An update LER will

|
be submitted upon completion of the study.
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