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Surry. Power Station, uJf/f 1 
Docket No: 50-280 
Report No: 78-050/0lT-0 
Title of Report: LOCA-ECCS 

1. Description of Event: 

Analysis 

On 12-20-78 Westinghouse notified Vepco of an input error 1n 
the currently applicable LOCA-ECCS analysis. The error was estimated 
to result in an increase in peak clad temperature of approximately 
20°F. Further investigation revealed that the analysis input was 
correct but a modeling methodology which was slightly different from 
the methodology applied in the NRC approved Westinghouse ECCS Evaluation 
Model (Feb. 1978 version) was being used. 

2. Probable Consequences: 

Because there is sufficient margin in the currently applicable 
LOCA-ECCS to accomodate this non-conservatism, there are no probable 
consequences of this event. 

3. Cause of Event: 

The cause of this event is an alternate modeling methodology used 
in .analyzing containment pressure response effects resulting from the 
broken loop accumulator flow. 

4. Inrrnediate Corrective Actions: 

The margin to the Technical Specification Limit on Fq ~nd the 10 
CFR 50.46 limits was assessed and found to be sufficiently conservative 
to accomodate the above non-conservatism. 

5. Subsequent Corrective Actions: 

A new analysis performed,with the February 1978 Westinghuse LOCA-ECCS 
evaluation model, _which includes more conservative modeling, methodology. 
has been submitted to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission for approval. 

6. Actions Taken to Prevent Recurrence: 

None necessary. 

7. Generic Implications: 

None. 




