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EVENT DESCRIPTION

On August 27, 1992, it was determined that a requirement to test Steam
Exclusion System check dampers was not being met. The Design Basis
Reconstitution effort identified the deficiency during review of the Steam
Exclusion System design bases.

Ventilation ducts that penetrate rooms containing equipment for mitigation of
the postulated high energy line break accident are equipped with isolation
dampers. Each duct has 2 redundant control dampers on the ventilation supply
that are closed by actuators on high temperature in the duct and 2 check
dampers that swing closed on reverse flow in the exhaust duct.

Technical Specification 4.8.C states:

“Isolation dampers in each duct that penetrates rooms containing equipment
required for a high energy line rupture outside of containment shall be
tested for OPERABILITY once each month."

"In addition, damper mating surfaces shall be examined visually once each
year to assure that no physical change has occurred that could affect
leakage."

"Isclation dampers” was interpreted to mean "control dampers" only. Check
dampers were never included in surveillance procedures written to satisfy the
requirements of Technical Specification 4.8.C.

The comprehensive review done durirg the Design Basis Reconstitution effort
led to the conclusion that the check dampers should also be considered
isclation dampers.

A program was begun to inspect each check damper for freedom of movement.
During the course of this inspection, one damper was found that was somewhat
restricted in its movement such that it may not have closed as designed.
Based on this finding, all check dampers were declared inoperable and one in
each duct was wired closed until they could be proven operable. Each check
damper was then cleaned and damper mating surfaces visually inspected and

|

shown to be operable. No other questionable dampers were found.
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ChuSE OF THE EVENT

Check dampers were not considered "isolation dampers" when surveillance

procedures were initially produced. I
ANALYSIS OF THE EVENT

Health and safety of the public were unaffected since there was an operable |
redundant damper in the duct with the questionable damper.

This event is reportable pursuant to 10 CFR Part 50, Section 50.73(a)(2)(i)(B) ﬁ
since a Technical Specification surveillance requirement was not being met.

CORRECTIVE ACTION

A program was begun to inspect each check damper for freedom of movement.

During the course of this inspection, one damper was found that was somewhat
restricted in its movement such that it may not have closed as designed.

Based on this finding, all check dampers were declared inoperable and one in
each duct was wired closed until they could be proven operable. Each check
damper was then cleaned and damper mating surfaces wvisually inspected and

shown to be operable. No other questionable dampers were found. '

The monthly check damper operability test and annual damper mating surface
visual examination are mow included in our surveillance program,.

A comprehensive review of the Technical Specification surveillance
requirements is ongoing. A pilot project is nearly complete. Based on
results of that effort, we expect the full review to be complete by December
31, 1993.

EAILED COMPONENT I1DENTIFICATION
None .
PREVIOUS SIMILAR EVENTS

Previous similar events have been reported as Unit 1 LER's 90-10, 90-15, 90-
18, 91-01, 92-04 and 92-09.
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