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(13 L1l it was discovered that on 09/11/82, 5 out of 10 main steam safety relief valves
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| The 6" x 10" Crosbv valves (Model No. 6xRx10-HA-65-FN) were from :18%Z to 1.1%Z out of

I3 Lacceptable ranges. Slight drifting of the setpoints was caused by normal aging of the
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[ T3] | valve spring and ambient temperature variations. The failed valves were adjusted to
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T3] | within acceptable limits immediately after discovery. Valve performance will be

l surveyed during future tests to determine if periodic spring replacement would reduce
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Sequoyah Nuclear Plant

LER SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION
SQRO-50-327/83048 Technical Specification Involved: 3.7.1.1
Reported Under Technical Specification: 6.9.1.13.b
Date of Occurrence: 03/28/83 Time of Occurrence: 1300 CST

Identification and Description of Occurrence:

During th review of surveillance instruction SI-111 on 03/28/83, it was discovered
that on 09/11/82, 5 out of 10 main steam safety relief valves (l-RV-1-512, =513, =515,
~518, and -521) did not meet required setpoint criteria and during the last half of
SI-111 performance on 01/08/83, 2 out of 10 main steam safety rclief valves
(1-RV=-1-525 and -527) did not meet required setpoint criteria.

Conditions Prior to Occurrence:

Unit 1 in mode 3 at 0% power.

Apparent Cause of Occurrence:

The apparent causes were the normal aging of the valve spring and ambicnt temperature
variations.

Analvsis of Occurrence:

The 6" x 10" Crosby main steam safety valves (Model No. 6xRx10HA-65-FN) varied from
.18% to 1.1% out of acceptable pressure ranges. Slight drifting of the setpoints

of this type valve is normal due to ambient temperature variations and valve

spring aging. SI-111 did not contain appropriate action to be taken for reportability
requirements if a valve failed its setpoint criteria. This resulted in reporting this
event after SI review was completed rather than at the time of occurrence.

Corrective Action:

Valve performance will be surveyed during future SI-111 performances to see whether
periodic spring replacement would reduce the number and severity of setpoint failures.
SI-111 will be revised to clarify action to be taken concerning reportability in the
event of main steam safety relief valve performance failure. All failed valves were
adjusted within acceptable limits and satisfactorily tested immediately after
discovery.

Fai'ure Data:

None,



