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At 1800 on 4-6-84, it was determined that adequate local leak rate testing
(LIST) had not been performed on the Unit I and Unit 2 fuel transfer tubes since
5-29-79 and 9-8-80, respectively. This was caused by the use of an improper
test connection due to a procedural inadequacy. FNP-1-STP-627/FNP-2-STP-627
(Local Leak Rate Tenting of Containment Penetrations) have been revised and
performed satisfactorily, llealth/ safety of the public was not af fected.
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At 1500 on 4-4-84, with Unit 1 in Mode 5, FNP-1-STP-627 (Local Leak Rate
Testing of Containment Penetrations) was completed on the Unit 1 fuel transfer
tube with a leak rate of 374 sccm. Since this result showed an increase over
the last performance, a design drawing review was initiated to identify potential
leakage paths. During this review, the possibility that an improper test connection
had been used was discovered. Since Unit 2 was operating at 100% power and since
the Unit 2 fuel transfer tube LLRT had been performed using the corresponding
test connection, an LLRT, using a test connection known to be correct, was performed
on Unit 2 at 1730 on 4-6-84 as a precautionary measure. An acceptable leak rate
of 1553 sccm was identified. At 1800 on 4-6-84, it was positively determined that
the test connections specified were incorrect. The last proper LLRT performances
were determined to have occurred on 5-29-79 and 9-8-80 for Unit 1 and Unit 2,
respectively.

Due to modifications performed as a result of IE 8ulletin 78-08, access to the
proper Unit 1 and Unit 2 test connections was restricted. Instead of rerouting the
test lines, alternate test connections were identified. It was found that these
alternate connections were actually piped to a construction weld leak chase rather
than the volume between the transfer tube and its outer sleeve. Therefore,
although procedures FNP-1-STP-627 and FNP-2-STP-627 were performed on schedule, the
proper boundary was not tested.

FNP-1-STP-627 was revised to identify the proper Unit 1 test connection
and was performed on 4-8-84 with an acceptable leak rate of 3510 sccm. The
leakage was found to be from the tube alignment bolts. Repairs were made and
FNP-1-STP-627 was reperformed on 4-11-84 with a leak rate of 29.1 sccm. Ev.n
if the as-found leakage of 3510 sccm had existed since 5-29-79, no LLRT limits
would have been exceeded.

FNP-2-STP-627 was revised to identify the proper Unit 2 test connection.
Since the LLRT had been performed on 4-6-84 using this connection as a precautionary
measure, reperformance was not required. Even if the as-found leakage of 1553
sccm had existed since 9-8-80, no LLRT limits would have been exceeded.

Design .hanges to reroute the proper test connections to more accessible
locations will be pursued for both units.

.

gg.u. ..
__ . - _ _ _ _


