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EVENT OESCDIPTIOtJ AND PROUABLE CON 5COUENCES h
D | Durine nerformance of SI 4. 5. A. I.C (Core Sprav MOV Operability), test bypass valves

|

I D" | FCV-75-22 and FCV 75-50 did not meet the required closing time of 30 seconds
|1

{ E I(T.S. 3.5.A). There was no effect on public health and safety. The valves |
1

; y | were closed and a caution order placed on them. Neither loop of core spray was |1

i B [ rendered inoperable. LPCI was available.
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CAUS . OESCRIP TlO*J AND CORHECTIVE ACTIONS h
Jl varineinn in e n en,, n 14m 4 t- cm4ern mors,n4cm ,,immoa eso unimo ,- 4 m o em exceed the i

4

j ]| required time. Valve limit switches (Limitoraue CorTO were set at exactiv 30 spenndc l
4

1
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g| allowing no margin. The valves were administratively closed and the switches were
1

g| adjusted on 10/15 and 10/16/82 'to provide additional margin. This is a random |
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]| event and no recurrence control is required.
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.T'ennessee Valley Authority.
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* 'Browns Ferry Nuclear Plant Form BF 17"" '

BF 15.2
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BFRO-50- 259 / 82079 Technical Specification Involved 4.5. A.1.c

Reported Under Technical Specification 6.7.2.a . (9) * Date .Due NRC 10/26/82
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Event Narrative-
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Units 1 and 3 were operating at 99.6-percent power; unit 2 was in a refueling
outage. Units 2 and 3 were unaffected by this event. During perfomance of SI
4.5.A.1.c (Core Spray 140V operability) test bypass valves FCV-75-22 and 75-50 didT

not meet the required closing time of 30 seconor (FSAR section 7.4.3.4.4 and thep

current safety anal' sis). In the unlikely event of an initiation signal during
t /

the test, s'ome of the core spray flcw could have been diverted from the vessel
,-

{- for a short period of time. This would not affect the integrated response of
the core spray coolant system due to the conservations and margins to limits in
the safety calculations; however, it did place the unit in an unanalyzed regionC of operaticn. The high-presure coolant injection system (HPCI), reactor core
isolation cooling system (RCIC), automatic depressurizat:icn system (ADS) and low-

;;,

'

pressure coolant injection system (LPCI) were available. Procedures allcw the
valve stroke limit switches to be set within a 1%b and (2-3%).

'n
They had

originally been set at exactly 30 seconds, and the natural variation in the torque-
i
"*

limit mechanism allowed the valve time to exceed the required time.
~

The valves
,? were closed and a caution order placed on the valves. This ensured proper core

.

spray system response in the event of an initiation signal. A slight adjustment' ,

-

of the valve limit switches (Limitorque Corp) to provide additional margin was ,

| perfcrmed.
The valves were successfully timed on October 15 and 16,1982. This;

is a random event, and no additional recurrence control is necessary.
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