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November 1, 2000
United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Document Control Desk
Washington, DC 20555

Operating Licenses DPR-58 and DPR-74
Docket Nos. 50-315 and 50-316

Document Control Manager:

In accordance with the criteria established by 10 CFR 50.73 entitled Licensee Event Report
System, the following report is being submitted:

LER 315/1999-023-01, “Retraction of LER 315/99-023-00".

All commitments made in LER 315/1999-023-00 are superceded. No new commitments
have been identified in this LER.

Should you have any questions regarding this correspondence, please contact
Mr. Wayne J. Kropp, Director Regulatory Affairs, at 616/697-5056.
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Plant Manager
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This supplement replaces the prior revision in its entirety.

On September 7, 1999, with both units defueled, it was concluded that surveillance testing for the Essential Service Water
(ESW) system pump response time did not satisfy the Technical Specification (TS) definition for Engineered Safety Feature
(ESF) response time. This conclusion was reached based on a footnote to UFSAR Table 7.2-7, “ESF Response Times", which
appeared to require system response testing from signal initiation until a specific ESW pump discharge valve position or
header pressure was reached. As no surveillance meeting this requirement existed, this condition was considered a missed
surveillance and was reported in accordance with 10CFR50.73(a)(2)(i)(B) as a condition prohibited by the plant's TS.

Subsequent investigation has determined that the requirements for ESF response time testing of the ESW system are being
adequately met by timing system response from actuation of the channel sensor until the pump breaker closes. In addition to
the ESF response time testing performed every refueling outage, it was also verified that the stroke time testing of the ESW
pump discharge valves is performed on a quarterly basis. As it has been determined that all ESF response time testing
requirements of TS for the ESW system are being met, LER 315-99-023-00 is hereby retracted.
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Description Of The Event

On October 7, 1999, Licensee Event Report (LER) 315/99-023-00 was issued to report a condition prohibited by Technical
Specifications (TS). The LER reported that no testing could be identified which verified the capability of the Essential
Service Water (ESW) pumps to meet the Engineered Safety Feature (ESF) response time specified in the Technical
Specifications (TS) or the Updated Safety Analysis Report (UFSAR).

An investigation of this condition, completed September 1, 1999, confirmed that the acceptance criteria for TS surveiliance
testing defined the ESF response time for the ESW pumps as the elapsed time from actuation of the channel sensor until
pump breaker closure. Testing did not include the time until a specific pump discharge pressure was reached or the ESW
pump discharge valve reached a specific position, using TS definition 1.23 generically as stated by the first footnote to
UFSAR Table 7.2-7, ESF Response Times. '

Since the existing surveillance testing did not satisfy the UFSAR information as it applied to the generic TS definition of ESF
response time, it was concluded that the identified condition constituted a missed surveillance test, and LER 315-99-023-00
was submitted.

Basis for Retraction
Subsequent investigation has determined that the response time requirements of the TS have been met in the past for the
ESW system actuation by timing from actuation of the channel sensor to pump breaker closure.

Confusion regarding the testing requirements arose from the 1997 UFSAR revision. This revision was improperly amended
and introduced erroneous wording that resulted in an alternate interpretation of the surveillance test requirement for ESW.

The 1996 UFSAR update had incorporated ESF response time requirements into UFSAR Table 7.2-7, “Engineered Safety
Features Response Times”, which were removed from the TS in accordance with Generic Letter GL 93-08. The UFSAR
table was initially created without the footnotes that had existed when the table was in TS. in 1997 the footnotes were added
to the UFSAR table, however, in an amended form. The TS table footnotes originally stated, in part, “Response time limit
inciudes opening of valves to establish S| path and attainment of discharge pressure for centrifugal charging pumps.” In the
1997 UFSAR update this portion of the footnote was removed and a general note statlng the TS definition of ESF response
time was inappropriately used instead.

The initial investigation of this event relied upon the existing UFSAR language to conclude time response testing from
actuation of the sensor to the required discharge valve position or discharge pressure was reached, and that the required
surveillances had not been performed. This is considered to be a failure to conduct an adequate investigation for the
condition initially reported in this LER. The subsequent discovery of the deficient investigation has been documented in a
Condition Report and will be processed in accordance with the plant's Corrective Action Program.

An UFSAR change request has been submitted and approved to revise the footnotes for Table 7.2-7, removing the generic
definition of TS ESF response time, and replacing the sentence that was erroneously deleted when the footnotes were
incorporated in 1997. This specific time response information correctly encompasses the time response of ESW necessary
for satisfying Accident Analysis requirements. In addition to the ESF response time testing performed every refueling
outage, it was also verified that the stroke time testing of the ESW pump discharge valves is performed on a quarterly basis.

As it has been determined that all ESF response time testing requirements of TS for the ESW system are being met, LER
315-99-023-00 is hereby retracted.
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