P.O. Box 300
Seabrook, NH 03874
. Telephone (603)474-8521
E—— Atlantic
Energy Service Corporation Ted C. Feigenbaum
Senior Vice President and
Chief Nuciear Officer
NYN-93051
April 8, 1993

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Attention: Document Control Desk
References: {(a) Facility Operating License No. NPF-86, Docket No. 50-443
{b) North Atlantic Letter NYN-92027 dated March 13, 1992, "Licensee
Event Report (LER) 92-02-00: Non-Conservative Technical
Specification Value,” T. C. Feigenbaum to USNRC

Subject: Licensee Event Report (LER) 92-02-01: Non-Conservative Technical
Specification Valuc

Gentlemen:

Enclosed please find Licensee Event Report (LER) No. 92-02-01 for Seabrook
Station. This submittal supplements LER 92-02-00 and provides additional information
regarding an event that was identified on February 12, 1992 and that was reported on March

13, 1992 pursuant to 10CFRS50.73(a)(2)(v) and 10CFR50.73(a){2)(1).

Should vou require additional information regarding this mater, please contact Mr.
James M. Peschel, Regulatory Compliance Manager, at (603) 474-9521, extension 3772.

Very truly yours,
Ted C. Feig

TCF:JMP/act

Enclosure: NRC Form 366 and 36GA

1500630

a member of the Northeast Utilities system
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Description of Event

On February 12, 1992 at 1405 it was determined that the existence of a non-conservative value
in Technical Specification 4.5.2h.3) and in Station implementing procedures created a condition
that could have prevented the fulfillment of the safety function of the Residual Heat Removal
{RHR) System relied upon to remove residual heat or mitigate the consequences of an accident.
This condition was reported to the NRC as a four hour report on February 12, 1992 at 1612
pursuant to the requirements of 10CFRS50.72(b)(2)(i11)(B) and (D).

During a rovtine review of Station Procedure 0OX1413.05, "RHR Cold Shutdown Testing”, which
performs a full-stroke excreise of the RHR pump discharge check valves and associated cold leg
injection chesk valves, an inconsistency was noted between the procedure’s acceptance value and
that of Technical Specification 4.5.2h.3). The procedure contained a value of 4350 gpm for RHR
injection flow while the Technical Specification value was 2828 gpm for RHR injection flow,

North Atlantic requested that Westinghouse review the Emergency Core Cooling System analysis
to determine if the RHR flow rate used in the analysis was consistent with the value provided
in Technical Specification 4.5.2h.3). Westinghouse notified North Atlantic on Augast 27, 1991
that 2828 gpm is the appropriate value for flow through three of the four RHR injection lines
and that the correct value for flow through four RHR injection lines is 3868.4 gpm and this
should be the Technical Specification value. Westinghouse also stated that the inconsistency
would not constitute a significant safety issue since Westinghouse procedure TAC-02, "Low Head
Safety Injection Test Procedure” required that each RHR subsystem be able to deliver a minimum
of 3868.4 gpm, and as long as the plant initially satisfied the TAC-02 procedure requirements and
had not made any flow altering modifications the RHR system is assured of meeting the 3868.4
gpm flow reguirement

North Atlantic has determined based on its review of preoperational test records that system
flowrates were sansfactory.

During the development and review of a proposed Technical Specification change to revise the
value of 2828 gpm to 3868.4 gpm it was determined that the non-conservative value of 2828 gpm
was utilized as an acceptance value for post modification testing performed in 1989 related to
the installation of check valves in the suction lines to the RHR pumps from the Refueling Water
Storage Tank and the Containment Emergency Sump. In this case the RHR injection lines from
the RWST were tested per Station Procedure ES-89-1-18, "Residual Heat Removal Injection Flow
Verification Following Iastallation of Suction Check Valves per 87DCR311". The "A" train was
tested in September 1989 and the "B" train was tested in November 1989 with the accepted flow
values being 4012 gpm for the "A" train and 3776 gpm for the "B" train. The test was performed
injecting into the loops with the Pressurizer vented to atmosphere and flow to the Reactor
Coolant System (RCS) throttled to ensure that it exceeded the 2828 gpm acceptance value but
did not overfill the RCS. Upon discovery of the acceptance of the non-conservative value, North
Atlantic reviewed additional test records and determined that on September 10, 1991 during the
first refucling outage the RHR system was tested per Station Procedure EX1804.039, "ECCS
System Injection Check Valve Testing” which verified system flow rates as 5013 gpm for the "A"
train and 4696 gpm for the "B *vain. This procedure was performed to verify ECCS check valve
operability with the reactor vessel head off and was not performed pursuant to Technical
Snecification 4.5.2h.3). However, the flow rates obtained for both trains exceeded 3868 gpm
verifying that no operability concern or design basis concern exists.
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