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EVENT DESCRIPTION AND PROBABLE CoNSECUENCES h
lo 171 I During normal power operation while performing routine surveillance on Plant Service j

Water Pump "D" it was indicated that the test data, when compared to the reference ;

[o131 1

1 ata for the pump, was out of range allowed per the ASME Section 11 requirements. ;do 4

lo is | | The pump was declared inoperable resulting in Unit 2 being declared in a limiting |

I condition of operation per the Technical Specification section 3.7.1.2. Following io c

10171 I a review of the oumo's oast surveillance data and perfomance of a subseauent test ;

Lthat the pump was declared coerable, hence, negating the limiting (continued) |
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CAUSE DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS h ,

| Since pumoina canacity dearadation due to normal wear would tend to gradually decrease Ii o

li li J l the ratio of test data to reference data, over the ou o life a review of the surveil-1

| lance test data was performed. A comparison of the new test data taken on 9-19-79, I
i 2

i to the reference data taken on 9-9-79, revealed a ratio of 1.09 for flow rate as 00- I
i a

The review also (continued) Im I posed to the accentable ratio rance of .94 to 1.02.
7 8 9

ST $ % PCM R OTHER STATUS ISCO RY OtSCOVERY OESCHiPTION

LE j@ | 0 | 9 | 1 l@l NA | | Bl@| Surveillance Testing |
i s

ACTIVITY CONTENT
8'4FLE ASED OF RELE ASE AMOUNT OF ACTIVITY LOCATION OF RELEASE

Ii ie I Ld @ | z l@l NA | [ NA |
**' " " "

,EnSOwEtE.PO' ' '
ES

OESCR,P1,0N @NU..n R 1m

Ii I i| I 01 01 0]@Lz_j@l NA I

' PERsosNEt r.;uMEs ) ~

' *
'' '' !' *

.

:EsCR.PriO-@
lil'l | 0 01 0 @ l NA - I |

NuwEn
,

7 8 9 11 12 j se(T

g y
-

L OSS OF OH D A'.' A. E T O F ACILITV 73Urat cEwnPous

liI"i[7]@ NA _j
s

..c.u 7 U Cu o , @ 7 910170 3N
- - ~

. " ' " ' " ' " " ' " '
-

[21dLfh31 NA If|IL1IIL11II'
... t oo. 2y, 8 2 io

OD-367-77P1 ?,C. L. Connin. Sunt. Pit. Eng. Sery. PnOnENAME OF PREPAHEH



.

.

Georgia Power Company
Plant E. I. Ila tch-

Baxley, Georgia 31513

.
.

Event Description and Probable Consequences (continued)

condition of operation. This event is a non-repetitive occurrence for the' '
Plant Service Water pumps. Public health and safety were not affected by the
event. The remaining Plant Service Water pumps along with the standby Plant
Service Water pump were available and operable.

.

Cause Description (continued)

revealed that the reference data was re-set on 9-9-79, following a procedure *

revision; however, the code has no provision for re-setting reference data un-
less a major pump modification has been performed. Also the reference data
taken on 9-9-79 appeared erroneous when compared to the pump's historical
performance.

In order to better establish confidence in the pump's true condition, another
test was performed using the initial reference data taken 6,18-78. As a res-ult of this test, a ratio of .923 for flow rate was calculated. Although
this ratio (.923) is in the " Alert Range", thereby requiring an increase in
the surveillance frequency, this value is more realistic considering the pump's '
life.

In addition, the architect-engineer has been consulted for a precise interpret-
ation of the ASME Section 11 requirements, which will be reflected in an approp-
riate procedure revision. Also, the associated personnel have been instruct-
ed as to the importance of verifying the correctness of data.*
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