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EVENT DESCRIPTION AND PROBABLE CONSEQUENCES

[6T7] |Puring the performance of LLRTs while shutdown for a surveillance/vent |

|header deflector installation outage, various containment isolation N

|valves have not had acceptable results during their initial tests. These]

(valves are as follows: HPCI turbine exhaust valve 2E41-F049, feedwater |

[6]6) |check valve 2B21-F010B, and equip. drain sump isol. valve 2G1i-F029,. J

[cT7] |The health and safety of the public were not affected by this repetitive]

|event as last reported on LER 50-366/19%0-022. )
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CAUSE DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS @
0] |The cause of the unacceptable leakage rates for these valves is given in|
KN 1 :

0I5 (the attached narrative report. Each of these valves was repaired and |

[retested prior to startup and met the acceptance criteria of Tech. Specsjy

EE land 10CFR50 Appendix J. -
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LER #: 50-366/1980-021, Rev. 1
Licensee: Georgia Power Corpany
Facility Name: Edwin I. Hatch
Docket #: 50-366

Narrative Report
for LER 50-366/1980-021, Rev. 1
Update Report - Previous Report Date 3-27-80

On 3-3-80, with the unit in cold shutdown for a surveillance/vent header deflector
installation outace, local leak rate testing beinc performed per HNP-2-3952, PRIMARY
CONTATNMENT PERIODIC TYPE B AND TYPE C LEAKAGE TESTS, showed that HPCI turbine ex-
haust outboard isolation valve 2F41-F049 was leaking in excess of specified criteria
(test volume would not pressurize). Then on March 6th and March 11th, it was discov-
ered that feedwater isolation check valve 2B21-F010B and equipment drains sumwp iso-
lation valve 2G11-F020 (respectively) were leaking in excess of specified criteria
(test volumes would not pressurize).

The leakage of valve 2E41-F049 is not included as part of the .60 La overall leak-
ace limit of Tech. Specs. section 3.6.1.2.b.1; however, its leakace rate must satisfy
the requirement of 10CFRS0 Appendix J, paracgraph III.C.3.(b); i.e., "The installed
isolation valve seal-water system fluid inventory is sufficient to assure the sealing
function for at least 30 days at a pressure of 1.10 PA. Thus, since the test volume
could not be pressurized it was decided that this requirement was not beina ret.
(Torus water is seal water system for this valve).

The leakage of valve 2B21-F010B is not included as part of the .60 La limit of Tech.
Specs. section 3.6.1.2.b.1; however, it is included as part of the .009 La limit for
potential bypass leakace paths specified in section 3.6.1.2.b.l. The leakace of
2G11-F020 is included in both the .60 La and the .009 La limits.

This is a repetitive occurrence (Refer to RO Report #50-366/1980-022). There was no
effect upon public health or safety as a result of this event.

The cause of the leakage for the 2E41-F049 valve appeared to be normal wear and tear
on the valve. Corrective maintenance consisted of lappina both the disc and the seat
ring and replacina the cover casket. The after-maintenance leakage was 145 actual
cubic centimeters per minute.

The leakace for the 2B21-F010B valve was caused by the hinge pin sprinas forcina the
disc to shift sideways thus preventing it from seating properly (apparently duc to
normal wear and tear on the sprinags). Corrective maintenance consisted of replacina
the hinge pin springs, replacing the pressure seal, and lappinc the valve seat and disc.
The after-maintenance leakace was 83 actual cubic centimeters per minute.

The cause of the leakage for the 2G11-F020 was due to the improper adjustment of the
limit switch actuators. Befnre the valve could fully seat, the limit switch actuators
would contact the valve steam position indicator and bottom out thus causing an incom-
plete valve seat. The valve limit switches were re-adjusted and a final leak rate test
revealed a leakace of 55 actual cubic centimeters per mirute.

This is not generic although valve leakace durinc LLRT is common to both units.



