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EVENT DESCRIPTION ANO FROBABLE CONSEQUENCES h
io |2 j j While at 100% steady state operation, scheduled local leak testing of the containment |

[o i3 j | personnel hatch was bel;.g performed as required every 6 months by Tech. Specs. Upon|

I o I 4 I I initial pressurization an audible exterior door shaf t leak was found. The leakage |

[ o ; s i i sounded as though it may have been greater than allowable. The test was stopped and |

l e Ic 1 1 packi'ng adjustments were made on the exterior door. The local leak test was performed I

I o I 7 I I again with unacceptable results. Adjustments were made on the interior door and the |'

; o is ; test performed with very Icw leakage found. Based on review of the test data and |
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CAUSE DESCRIPTION ANO CORRECTIVE ACTIONS

j t o | |During investigation of these test results it was identified in the plant Operations i

1i li | | Review Committee, that previous maintenance, including repacking, had been performed I

,,,7, |without proper testing of the packing area. The maintenance procedure was reviewed |

ji;3i | and it only required seal testing on the doors. This procedure was revised, and I

} i j a 1 1 associated personnel reviewed the circumstances of the procedural inconsistency. All |
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Event Description and Probable Consecuences (cont'd.)

possible uncertainty factors, it is believed that the outer door leakage was
less than Tech. Specs. limits. The inner door leakage may have been greater
than the limits. The method of testing this hatch makes it impossible to
meacure individual door leakage. Based on conditions explained under cause
investigation, this is reportable under 6.9.2a(6) of our Tech. Specs.
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Cause Description and Corrective Actions (cont'd.)

maintenance procedures are being reviewed and revised as necessary to
control proper follow-up testing requirements. Test personnel have been

cautioned about the necessity to determine "as-found" conditions before
discontinuing tests when performing local leakage testing to satisfy Tech.
Spec. requirements.
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