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. August 29, 1979
PH-70-801

PLANT E. I. HATCH

Dockat No, &0-2121

Special Renort on RHR Pump Suection
Torus Isolation Valve E11-FOOUR

Mr. James P, O0'Reilly

Director of Inspection and Enforcement
Region II

Suite 3100

101 Marietta Street [B‘(ﬁ}fW 0
Atlanta, Georgia 30302 |fj‘ JUb

Dear Sir: @[{{U@DM&H:

On Mav 17, 1079, with the »eactor in refueling, a3 Loecal Leak
Rate Tast (LLRT) »of the RHR opump "B" suction torus isolation
valve E11-FOO4B was performed per HNP-1-2052, This test
showed the valve to be leaking in excess of specified criteria
(refar to LER 50.221/1079-033), Following corrective action
(lapped seat rings, laoped gate, and adjusted the valve's
motor operator - see MR #1.79.24213), the valve vas
satisfactorily retested on July 25, 1979,

On August 12, 1070  the "B" 156p of the RHR svstem was placed
in service ian the shutdown cooling mode of operation, and the
‘reactor vessel level was observed to start dropping.
Investigation showed that if the F11-F0f5R valve was closed,
then the reactnr vessel water level would stahilize. Thus,
the E11-FOO4R and/or the E11-F0208 valves were leaking. On
August 13, 1079, the "8" RHR pump was run %Sorus to torus in an
attempt to flush the seat of the FR11-FNOUSY valve; however,
this had no appreciable effect on the leakage. On August 14
1979, the E11-F0303 {relief valve) was removed and

bench-tested satisfactorily. Thus, the =11-FO043 wvalve was
determined to he leaking,

The LLRT performad on the ®11.F00UB valve on July 26, 1979,
was performed in the Adirection that it would have to prevent
leakace post-LOCA, ol from the inside of primary
containment outward; the leakage now exisiting for the
E11-F0048 wvalve i3 in the opposite direction, 1.m,, baeck
towards containment, This 1leakage path from the reactor
vessal to the suopression chamber (torus) onlv exists when the
"B" RHYR pump is in the shutdown cooiine made of operation,
Thus, 1% was descided that the leakage of the valve representad
no condition that would nreeclude normal operation,
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The Adecision was then made to pe~form a new LLRT on the
S11.7N0N4Y ralve in ordanr to ensure that the primary
containment integritvy of the valve still existed,

Thus, »nn August 18, 1979, 3 LLRT of the valve was performed.
The ~esnl%s of this test showed the valve to he leakineg lass
than the accentance ecriteria specified Hy the Technieal
Speecification and 10CFRS50 aopandix J (,A0La overall leakage
for all tvoe B and tvpe C LLRTs, and the leakage of the valve
shall he low enoumh such that the seal water inventorv of the
valve i{s sufficient for 23N davs - the sea) water inventorv for
the E11-FNNiIR wvalve is the torus). However, the valve leak
rate was judged to be excessive bv plant personnel and a
deviatinn weport (#1.79.12A) was written saying that the
£11-70048 valve had failed the LLRT. It was Adetermined bv the
Plant Review Board that a Licensee Event Renort was not
reguined since the applicanle Teechnical Specification and
10CFR50 apoendix J aecneptance eriteria had bheen satisfied;
nowever, it was decided that a special report be written due
to the sequenne of events. :

Foilowing maintenance on t“e wvalve (tightaned four holts on
the wvalve's motor overator - MR #1-70.U741), a satisfactorv

LLRT was performed on August 158, 10709,
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