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[38Z] Nuclear

GPU Nuclear
P O. Box 388

Fcrked River, New Jersey 08731

609-693-6000

Writer's Direct Diai Number:

November 17, 1983

Dr. Thomas E. Murley, Administrator

Region I

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
631 Park Avenue
King of Prussia, PA 19406

Dear Dr. Murley:

This letter forwards three copies of a Licensee Event Report Update to
report Reportable Occurrence No. 50-219/83-07/03X-1 in compliance with

Subject.:

Oyster Creek Nuclear Generating Station
Docket. No. 50-219
Licensee Event. Report Update

Reportable Occurrence No. 50-219/83-07/03X-1

paragraph 6.9.2.b.2 of the Technical Specifications.

PBF/dam

Enclosures

cc: Director (40 copies)

Very truly yours,

Peter B. Fiedler

Vice President and Director
Oyster Creek

Office of Inspection and Enforcement
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C.

Director (3)
Office of Management Information and

Program Control

20555

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C.

20555

NRC Resident Inspector
Oyster Creek Nuclear Generating Station
Forked River, NJ 08731

GPU Nuclear 1s a part of the General Public Utilities System
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OYSTER CREEK NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION
Forked River, New Jersey 08731

Licensee Event Report Update
Reportaple Occurrence No. 50-219/83-07/03%X-1

Report Date
November 17, 1983

Previous Report Date

May 20, 1983

Occurrence Date

April 18, 1983

Identification of Occurrence

Operation in a degraded mode permitted by a limiting condition tor operation
as specified in the Tecnnical Specifications, paragrapn 3.5.8.3.D wnen Standby
Gas Treatment System II was declared inoperaple during surveillance testing.

This event is considered to be a reporctable occurrence as defined in the
Technical Specifications, paragrapn 6.9.2.b.2.

Conditions Prior to Occurrence

The plant was in the refuel mode with the core completely oft-loaded and all
fuel s*ored in the Spent Fuel Pool.

Description of Occurrence

On Monday, April 18, 1983, during a 10 hour operability test of Stanaby Gas
Treatment System (SGIS) I1I, a high differential pressure across botn HEPA
filters was opserved.

Apparent Cause of Occurrence

On March 10, 1983, corrective maintenance was pertormed on the SGTS flow
sensing pitot tube, The pitot tube was removed from the system, a mounting
busning installed and the pitot tube reinstalled.
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No postmaintenance testing was specified on the job order or performed on the
pitot tube to verity that existing flow curves in SGTS procedures would still
e representative of flow in the Standby Gas Treatment System.

The pitot tube had apparently not been placed back in the same poscion which
existed prior to maintenance. This resulted in a lowce: differential pressure
output for a givei flow.

Since the allowable differential pressure drop for a HEPA filter is dependent
on the flow and the system flow was calculated to be lower than actual system
flow (using the curve corresponding to previous pitot tube position), the
maximum allowable pressure drop for System I1 HEPA filters was helieved to be
exceeded.

Both System I1 HEPA filters and pre-filter were replaced ana both HEPA {ilters
were DOP tested in accordance with plant procedures.

The pitot tube output error was discovered by plant engineering personnel on
May 10, 1983, while reviewing test results from SGTS airflow capacity tests.

Therefore, the apparent cause of this occurrence was not specifying a
postmaintenance test requirement tor the pitot tube,

Another factor which contributed to the error in determining proper SGTS flow
was the use of a noncontrolied flow curve by operations personnel. Prior to
the date of this occurrence, the procedure which tests tne SGTS (651.4.001,
Rev. 12) did not contain a flow curve but referenced another related SGIS
procedure (651.4.00%) tlow curve. Rather than utilize the flow curve in that
procedure, a noncontrolled curve in the Control Room was utilized. April 18,
1983, was the first date that operations personnel used Revision 13 to
procedure 651.4.001, which includged its own flow curve.

The noncontrolled flow curve used prior to April 18, 1983 was outdated in

October 1982 by procedure revisions which were performed at that time, and was
no longer an accurate curve for determining flow,

Analysis of Occurrence

The function of the SGTS is to filter and exhaust tae reactor building
atmosphere to the stack in the event ot certain accident situations which
could potentially release large quantities of radioactive material to either
the secondary or primary containments. The SGTS consists of two separate
filter trains, each capable of providing 100% treatment capacity, each
initiating automatically during containment isolation.

SGTS I was tested immediately following the failure of SGTS II and was tound
to be fully capable of pertorming its intended function. Therefore, the
safety significance of this event is considered minimal.







