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422 SouTH CHURCH STREET, CHARLOTTE, N. C. 28201

A. C. THIES

SENIOR VICE PRESIDENT . . - P. 0. Box 2178
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May 15, 1974

Mr. Angelo Giambusso
Deputy Director . for Reactor PrOJects
Directorate of Licensing
Office of Regulation

- U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington, D. C. 20545

Re: Oconee Unit 2
Docket No. 50-270

Dear Mr. Giambusso: K
Pursuant to Sections 6.2 and 6.6.2 of the Oconee Nuclear Station

Technical Specificatiomns, please find attached Abnormal Occurrence
Report A0-270/74-3.

Very truly yours,

ACT:vr‘
Attachment

ce: Mr. Norman C. Moseley

MAY 21 1974 =

REGULATORY /
s h /
DOCALT wLLdh //
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DUKE POWER COMPANY
OCONEE UNIT 2

Regort No.: A0-270/74-3

Report Date: May 15, 1974

Occurrence Date: May15, 1974

Facility: 'Oéonee Unit 2, Seneca, South Carelina

Identification of Occurrence: Failure to verify containment integrity prior
to unit startup

Conditions Prior to Occurrence: Shutdown since January 22, 1974.

At the time of discovery of the . occurrence,
reactor coolant temperature was 465°F and
reactor coolant pressure was 2155 psig.

Description of Occurrence:

Oconee Technical Specification 3.6 requires that containment integrity be
maintained whenever all three of the following conditions exist:

1. Reactor coolant pressure is 300 psig or greater.

- 2. Reactor coolant temperature is 2009F or greater.

3. Nuclear fuel is in the core.

One of the conditions which must be satisfied to establish containment inte-

- grity (Technical Specification definition 1.7) is that the containment leakage

- determined at the last testing interval satisfies Technical Specification

- 4.4.1. Specification 4.4.1.2.5(b) requires that a local leak detection test

be performed on the personnel hatch outer door seals at intervals not to exceed
four months if the hatch has been opened:in that period.

On April.ZS,'l974,.it was brought to the attention of members of the Oconee
supervisory staff that the leakage test for the personnel hatch had been
scheduled for January 22, 1974. The Administrative Procedure No. 11,

- Performance of Periodic Testing or Sampling," permits postponement of

periodic .tests if .the condition of the unit, system, or component is such

.that the testing cannot or need not be performed within the required time

interval. Since the unit was in a cold shutdown condition, it was decided,
under the provisions of Administrative Procedure No. 11, that the .personnel
hatch leak test could be postponed until immediately prior te unit startup.

On May 5, 1974, unit startup had commenced with reacter coolant temperature
at 465°F and pressure at 2155 psig; the reactor had not been made critical.
Operations personnel reviewed the . technical specifications and Administrative

- Procedure No. 11 and subsequently concluded.that Technical Specifications
- 4.4.1 and-3.6.1 had not.been met in that the leakage test on the personnel

hatch had not been completed prior to exceeding 300 psig and 200°F.
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Reactor coolant system cooldown and depressurization was initiated immediately.

The personnel hatch leak rate'test was initiated on May 5, 1974 and completed
satisfactorily on May 6, 1974.

Aﬁalysis of Occurrence:

The failure to perform the leak rate test on the personnel hatch was dis-
covered prior to criticality, and the reactor coolant system was immediately
cooled down and depressurized. The personnel hatch was tested immediately
and met all acceptance criteria.. Therefore, it is concluded that this
occurrence did not affect the health and safety of the public.

Corrective Action:

As immediate corrective action, cooldown and depressurization of the reactor
coolant system was initiated. The leak rate test of the personnel hatch was
.performed and all acceptance criteria were satisfied. . ‘

To prevent recurrence of similar incidents, Administrative Procedure No. 11
will be clarified to assure that the latitude permitted by this procedure
remains within the requirements of the technical specifications.



