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SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY
Post oprics 7e4

COLUMSIA. South CAROUNA 29218

August 20, 198E5 AUG 26 A10: 0 4y w g. s.,

NucLeam Orematiooes

Dr. J. Nelson Grace
Regional Administrator
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

-

Region II,. Suite 2900
- 101 Marietta Street, N.W. .

Atlanta, Georgia 30323

SUBJECT: Virgil C. Summer Nuclear Station
Docket No. 50/395
Operating License No. NPF-12
Response to Notice of Violation
NRC Inspection Report 85-28

Dear Dr. Grace:

South Carolina Electric and Gas Company (SCE&G) is in agreement
with the alleged violation 85-28-01 as stated in Inspection Report
No. 50-395/85-28. The inspection report adequately describes the'

circumstances of the violation. The Licensee's corrective actions
taken to avoid further violation have been addressed in LER
85-015, Revision 1 (see Attachment I). In addition, the Licensee
has reemphasized to all Shif t Supervisors the importance of a
conservative approach to equipment operability during surveillance
testing and preventive maintenance activities, i.e., if these
activities place equipment in a status of questionable
operability, .the equipment is to be considered inoperable.

,

SCE&G is in full compliance with respect to the stated corrective
action.

Very tru y yours,

f/ I/v
0. W . , i xq,3 Jr.
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On June 11, 1985, due to personnel error, both trains of the RHR |
$

System were declared inoperable concurrently. At 0710 hours, the "A"
Train RHR pump was declared inoperable because of the installation of
non-seismic scaffoldin5 to support inservice inspection. At
approximately 0830 hours, the Shift Supervisor approved performance of
surveillance testing of Train "B" Reactor Trip Breaker and Safety
Injection (SI) Time Delay (STP-345.076). This test disabled actuation
of the Train "B" Load Sequencer, and as such, RHR pump B was inoperable
during testing activity.

There were no adverse consequences due.to this event. Though the "A"
train pump was " Administratively" inoperable, the unit would have
started on a valid signal. Also, testing activity of the "B" train
could have been terminated and the system returned to operable status
if required.

This event was discussed in detail with the responsible Shift
Supervisor, and it was reemphasized that the determination of
equipment operability must include consideration of seismic
qualification.
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On June 11, 1985, both trains of the RHR system dere declared inoperable |
concurrently. At 0710 hours, the "A" Train RHR pump was declared
inoperable because of the installation of non-seismic scaffolding to
support inservice inspection. At approximately 0830 hours, the Shif t
Supervisor approved performance of surveillance testing of Train "B"
Reactor Trip Breaker and Safety Injection (SI) Time Delay (STP-345.076) .
This test disabled actuation of the Train "B" Load Sequencer, and as
such, RHR pump B was inoperable during testing activity.

Testing was performed from 0850 hours to 1047 hours and from 1314 hours
to 1418 hours. During the morning test, the technicians encountered a
recorder problem and the system was restored to operable status while the
recorder was being repaired. As a result of the aforementioned testing,
both RHR trains were inoperable concurrently for a period of 1 hour 57
minutes and 1 hour 4 minutes respectively.

This event was due to a personnel error. The Shift Supervisor was aware
that the surveillance test (STP-345.076) was in the extension period as
allowed by the Technical Specification. Prior to approval to perform the
surveillance test, the Shift Supervisor reviewed the status of the "A"
Train and considered the "A" RHR pump to be operable for the purpose of
surveillance testing on the "B" Train.

There were no adverse consequences due to this event. Administratively,
the " A" Train RHR pump was inoperable ; however, the unit would have
responded to a valid (SI) signal. In addition, testing of the "B" Train
could have been terminated and the system restored to operable status if
required.

This event was discussed in detail with the responsible Shift Supervisor,
and it was reemphasized that the determination of equipment operability
must include consideration of seismic qualification.

In addition, effective June 17, 1985, a "by train" maintenance / testing
concept has been established which utilizes the philosophy of scheduling
maintenance and testing on only one train during any given week.
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