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Mr. Angelo Giambusso

Deputy Director for Reactor Projects

Directorate of Licensing

Office of Regulation

U. S. Atomic Energy Commission

Washingtca, D, C. 20545

Subject: Review of Dresden Units 2 and 3, and Quad-Cities
Units 1 and 2, Control Cipcuit Deficiencies,
AEC Dkts 50-237, 50-249, 50-254 and 50-265

Dear Mr. Giambusso:

In a letter to you dated April 25, 1974 concerning this subject,

the schedule for comnleting the associated corrective measures was indicated

as the 197 refueling outages. The corrective measures were completed on Nuad-
Cities Ur 1l during its recently completed refueling outage. lHowever, because
delivery of the necessary materials was delayed, the corrective measures were
not completed during the Dresden Unit 3 refueling outage. All materials have
been delivered and the corrective measures for Unit 3 will be completed during
the navt antage of at leact five (5) days. The refuclin~ su*aces for Droclcon
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Unit ¢ and Quad-Cities Unit ¢ are to begin December 1lst and January lst,
respectively, at which time the necessary modifications are to be made.

It is not expected that any further change in these schedules will
be necessary; however, you will be notified if changes do occur. Administrative
Controls that were discussed in a letter to Mr. D. J. Skovholt dated March 7

L]
1973 will be maintained until the final corrective measures are compl eted,

Very truly yours,
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BynilLoe,Jr. /
Vice-President
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Jorsey Central Power & Light Company

Peter A. Morris, Director
ivied f Reactor Licensing
nited States Atomic Energy Commission

Washington, D. C. 20545

on ¢

Dear Dr., Morris:

Subject: Oyster Creek Station
Docket No. 50-21
Loss of Secondary Containment

"y

ihe purpose of this letter i{s to report to you a vio
)f a Limiting Condi ‘ n that Secondary Contair

integrity was not ' ! quired by Specifica
On April 11, ! '8 performance of
veillance test of isolation o ne Reactor Buil

-

! ireatment System due to simula

of the Standby Gas

ievels on the Reac:or Building Operating Floor an
Building Venti{lation Exhaust ducte, the supply

eactor Bullding Ventilation System failed to close as
A8 a result of this failure, Secondary Containment was

»
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isolatd the Reactor Building Ventilation System supply
damper 1{s {nit{ | "b" contacte f: e | Building Ventilation
yatem supply f '1-12, SF1-13, ' d in series However,
elect 1 problem with supply n 1-13 i
that the motor was shorted, its SuUpply breake
i ntrol circuit f the dampers was
when the rern
onducted
circuit

reiays remained de-energized, and




The logic circuit was restored by disconnecting the motor
ieads from the breaker and racking-in the breake.. At 9:20 a.m

20 a.m.
n April 11, 1972, an operability check of Reactor Building Isolation

was conducted and proved to be satisfactory. A caution tag was placed

at the fan coatrol ewitches in the Control Room to notify operators
that if a supply fan breaker ie racked-out, the Reactor Building

supply damper isclation control logic 1is defeated unless a jumper

is installed in the breaker cabinet. A similar caution note

being stenciled locally on the supply fan breakers.

As noted in the FDSAR, (he primary object
ontainment System is to minimize ground level relea

radiocactive'materials and to provide for controlled

a
f the building atmosphere under accident conditio
systems, Primary and Secondary, provide the prin

mitigation of accident consequences. The off-site
nowever, are relatively insensitive to the Reactor

rate as long as the Standby Gas Treatment System
building at a vacuum. In this particular instance,
exhaust fans tripped, the exhaust dampers closed, an

Gas Treatment System was initiated. With the above situ
air supply to the building was not only via the various
pathe but alsc, and no doubt primarily, via the Reactor
supply dampers.

Any accident conditions postulated that require secondary
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n
it in determining environmental releases would, under these
have a second path permitting release of the Reactor

e

1

ly a 60-foot elevation.

ir at approximat

l ) r to prevent a reoccurrence
ircuit design change will be implemented th ' permi
Building supply fan breaker to be racked-out for maintenance with
L4001
this design change can be implemented, a standing orderx
instructirs
N

to avoid

defeating the Reactor Building supply damper isolation

0

1§ plant personnel in the appropriate practice

4

defeating the Reactor Building supply damper is

yours,
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Ilvan R. Finfgocky/ Jr

Manager, Nuciear Generati
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Enclosures

Mr illy, Director
Division of liance, Region I




MADISON AVENUE AT PUNCH BOWL HOAD © MORRISTOWN, N.J. 07960 @ 839-8111

October 6, 1972

Mr. A. Giambusso

Deputy Director for Reactor Projects
Directorate of Licensing

United Stutes Atomic Energy Commiesion

0CT101972m

Washington, D, C, 20545 ‘ “"‘cﬁ'ﬁﬂ.’&m

iz

Dear Mr. Giambusgso:

Subject: Oyster Creek Station
: Docket No. 50-219
Inoperable Standby Liquid Coutrol System

The purpocc of thie letter is to report to you an incident
that occurred at Oyster Creek on September 26, 1972 in which it was
discovercd that the two pumpa in the standby liquid control system
were inopcerable at the same time,

At 10:45 a.m. on Scptember 25, 1972, the "A" standby
1iquid control pump was removed from service for replacement of
the pump packing. The pump was taken out of service using
Technical Specification 3,2.C.3 as the basis., It states, "If
one standby liquid control system pumping circuit becomes in-
operablc during the run mode and specification 3.2.A is met,
the reactor may remain in operation for a period not to exceed
seven days, provided the pump in the other circuit is demon-
strated daily to be operable”. Specification 3.2.A is met,
therefore, the "A" pump Yresker was racked out and the pump
fecured Ir accordance with plant safety procedures. The work
wus not corpleted by the end of the day shift, and the "A"
pump wae left in an inoperable condition. At 4:20 a.m. on
September 26, 1972, the "B" liquid control system pump was
to be run to comply with Technical Specification 3.2.C.3.

When the operator depressed the start button, the pump did
not etart,

An interlock in the starting circuitry prevents two
standby liquid control pumps from being run simultancously.
ihis Interlock also prevents the "B" pump from starting when
the "A" pump breaker 18 in the racked out position. The
Interlock ie corposed of a normally closed contact in the
ntarting circuit of cach pump. 7This contact is operated
from a relay in the opposite pump circuit. If the “A"
standby liquid control pump is started either from the 5508
contrel veom with the key lock switch or locally from the
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Ae soon as the Shift Foreman was aware
punps, he started a normal shutdown of the

d rack the "A" pump breaker to ite normal j
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e, he received permission to clear the maintenance safety
sition. He
a successful operability check on the "B" pump

sduction was stopped and the plant returned t
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procecdures have been changed so
engineered safcguards system compone
following any action that requires o
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inoperable for maintenance purposcs.

We ar« encloaing forty

Very truly




