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EVENT DESCRIPTION AND PROB ABLE CONSEQUENCES h
10 | 2 | lon 11-12-80, with Unit 2 in refuelina an LLRT by procedure HNP-2-3952 |

10 ia i |was performed on the RHR return inboard & outboard thermal expansion 1

lbellows of drywell penetration X13A. On 11-13-80, when the LLRT coor- 10 4

IOlsi|dinator reviewed the data sheet it was detcrmined that the bellows |

|Olsi|were leaking in excess of specified acceptance criteria. The health & J

|0|7|| safety of the public were not affected by this repetitive event as last ]

IOlaiIreported on LER 50-366/1980-155. _j
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CAUSE DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS h
|i|Ol]The leakage of the bellows was due to cracks in the test connection |

liii|| tubing which were apparently caused by the weight of a test connection |

,,,7, | valve 2T23-F125. The valve was removed & a threaded cap installed on |

|;-] ;-] |the line. The bellows was retested successfully prior to startup & had |

g |an as-left leakage of 0 accm. |

7 8 9 80

A S % POWE R OTHER STATUS is O Y DISCOVERY DESCRIPTION

[H Jg |0 | 0 | 0 |@| E | [Bjg|PerformedLW |i s

A TIVITY CO TENT
AMOUNT OF ACTIVITY LOCAflON OF RELEASE

RELEASE @D OF RELE ASE1sj@lLZJ m I I na |i e
7 8 9 10 11 44 45 80

PERSONNEL EXPOSURES
NUMBER TYPE DESCRIPTION

|0 |0 |0 |@[Zj@| NA |i 7
8' 8304050203 830322IESPERSONNELINJU

DESCRIPTION @ PDR ADOCK 05000366NUMBE R
S PDR |8 |0 |0 10 |@| NA

7 8 9 11 12 80
LOSS OF OR DAMAGE TO FACILITY
TYPE DESCRIPTION

m J8 tzJ@l'

7 8 9 10 80

*

$ dSUE @ DESCRIPTION
IS

l NA | ||||||||||||l$
7 8 9 10 68 69 80 5

H. L. Sumer - Supt. Plt. Eng. Serv. 912-367-7851 o
NAME OF PREPARER PHONE: $



.

LER # 50-366/1980-156, Rev. 1
Licensee: Georgia Power Conpany
Facility Nane: Edwin I. Hatch
Docket #: 50-366

.

Narrative Report
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Update Report - Previous Report Date 12-11-80

On 11-12-80, with Unit 2 in the refueling node, a local leak rate test was performed
per procedure HNP-2-3952, " PRIMARY CINTAI?MNT PERIODIC TYPE B AND TYPE C IEAKAGE
'IESTS", on the RHR return "A" line inboard and outboard thermal expansion bellows
of drywell penetration X13A. On 11-13-80, the ILRT coordinator reviewed the data in
which the outboard bellows were found to be leaking at 400 accm, and the inboard
bellows' leakage was such that the test volume could not be pressurized. Since the;

test volune on the inboard bellows could not be pressurized it must be assuned that
the .60 Ia overall allowable leakage limit of Tech. Specs. 3.6.1.2.B.1 would have been
exceeded. In addition good engineering practices dictate that the 400 acan leakage of
the outboard bellows be repaired to prevent the leakage from exceeding specified cri-
teria. Since the leakages were due to cracks in the tetline which ocmm2nicates to
the area between the inner and outer ply of the bellows, primary contaiment was main-
taino3 as required by Tech. Specs. 3.6.1.1 by the inner ply of the bellows. %e
bellows will be retested by ILRT procedure HNP-2-3952 when the test connections are
repaired prior to startup to verify that test connections are repaired prior to start--;

up to verify that primary containment integrity had been maintained (also to verify
successfullness of nodification) . . %is is a repetitive occurrence - see IER 50-366/
1980-155. % ere were no effects on public health or safety due to this event.

The leakage of both expansion bellows was due to cracks in the 1/4" nominal sch 80;

carbon steel pipe of the test connection which were probably caused by stresses result-
ing from the pipe supporting the weight of gate valves which were installed on the
test connection piping. %e valves on the test connection piping are neither required
by any acceptance criteria nor do they serve any purpose; therefore, the-valves should
be removed from all drywell penetrations where this condition may exist. Drywell rene-
trations which have a potential for developing cracks due to this arrangement or the
test connection are as follow: the main steam line drywell penetrations (P.7A, B, C,,

D), the condensate drain penetration (X8), the 2 feedwater inlet penetrations (X9A, B),
the PCIC steam penetration (X10), the HPCI steam penetration (Xll), the RHR suction
penetration (X12), the 2 RHR return penetrations (13A, B), the penetration (X12), the
2 RHR return penetrations (13A, B), the RWCU supply penetration X14, the 2 core spray

penetrations (X16, A, B) and the RPV head spray penetration (X17) . Test connections
on all of the above thermal expansion bellows were retested by ILRT procedure HNP-2-3952
prior to startup and found to be acceptable. Gate valves were rerroved and threaded
caps installed in their place. Similar problems are non-existent on Unit 1.
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