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PART 21 IDENTIFICATION NO. %-2141 COPANY IM'E.4 QW cm.
nBE 0: LEra iib \*o D n ET No. 5 - 4 ton

~

DATE DISTRIBUTED ulvulto p.m- ORIGIIML REPORT S!PPLEENTARY %

DISTRIBLITION:

EACTOR (R) % FIEL CYCLE & SAFEGLARDS (S)

IE FILES [MTERIALS (FD IE FILES

#D!mp IE FILES AD/SG

A"'RCI An/FFFEI AD/ROI

EGIONS I,ll,III,IV,V REGIONS I,II,III,IV,V REGIONS I,II,III,IV,V

VENDDR BR R-IV VEND 3R BR. R-IV VEtOJR BR. R-IV

LDEB / PPA FIG 5715 ffES / FO S SS-395 NRR/U)L

AEOD FIG 7602 LDEB / FPA tiG 5715 itES / SG SS-881

NRR/DJE AC03 FIG 7602 LDEB / FPA FIG 5735

NRR/DSI ASLB? E/W 450 AEOD FIG 7602

tam '

SAD /SP fig-7210A ASLBP E/W 450
NRR/DDL

CEhTPAL FILES 016 ENTRAL FILES 016
ASLBP E/W 450

CENTRAL FILES ( CHRDSD CENTRAL FIES (CHR0t0

CSERJ. FILES 016 ; PDR CENTRAL FILES SS-395

CEhTRAL FILES (CHPJD LPDR PDR
'

PDR TERA iPDR

LPDR TERA

TERA

ACTION:

PRELIMliMRY EVALUATION OF THE ATTACHED REPORT ItOICATES LEAD RESPONSIBILITY FOR
lFOLLOWJP AS SFOWN BELOW:
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TiMcS7e*f' November 20, 1980
.

Office of Inspection & Enforcement
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

. Region II
101 Marietta Street, N.W.
Suite 3100
Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Attention: Mr. J. P. O'Reilly, Director

Dear Mr. O'Reilly:

SUBJECT: Grand Gulf Nuclear Station
Units 1 and 2

Docket Nos. 50-416/417 ,,
File 0260/15525/15526
PRD-80/41, Final Report, Impervitran
Defective Control Transformer

AECM-80/292

Refc.rence: AECM-80/184, 8/8/80

On July 11, 1980, Mississippi Power & Light notified Mr. F.
Cantrell, of your office, of a Potentially Reportable Deficiency
(PRD) at the Grand Gulf Nuclear Station (GGNS) construction site.
The deficiency pertains to a defective control transformer used

at a ci_cuit breaker in a Motor Control Center (MCC) which supplies
power to a Motor Operated Valve (MOV). The transformer operated
while scheme checking the circuit, but failed when the MOV was
connected w., che circuit breaker was tripped. The transformer

~was manufactured by Impervitran.

Our invenigation is complete and we have determined th.'t
this matter is not reportable under cither 10CFR50.55(c) or 10CFR21.
Our final report is attached.

Yours truly, ,

&,

y J. P. McGaughy, Jr.

KDH:mt
Attachment

cc: Mr. N. L. Stampley Mr. Victor Stello, DirectorM THis COPY Fr
Mr. R. B. McGehee Division of Inspection & Enforcement
Mr. T. B. Conner U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

~

Washington, D.C. 20555
, _

Member Middle South Utilities System
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FINAL REPORT FUf_P.D-SO/41

1. Description of Deficiency

A control transformer manufn _ured by Impervitran, Inc. for use

in circuit breaker 52-171106 operated during the scheme checking
of the circuit, but failed when the Motor Operated Valve (MOV)
for the Standby Service Water Systen (SSW) was connected. This

breaker was located in Motor Control Center (h 7) MCC17Bll
and supplies power to SSW valve QlP41F0ll-C. The transformer
was purchased under Bechtel Specification 9645-E-018.0.

Testing revealed that the transformer failed due to an internal

short circuit in the primary windings when the device was placed
under load. Approximately 1500 transformers which were the
same type that failed have been tested at the Crind Gulf Nuclear
Station and this incident is the only recorded f 2ilure.

II. Safety Implications

The defective transformer has been determined to be an isolated
incident. The supplier replied to our request for further in-
formation that they have no knowledge of any other failures.
This ccndition does not meet any of the criteria under 10CFR
50. 5 5 (c) (i) thru (iv). Hence, altt,uah the failed device wonid
have an effect ou safety, the ce 'ition is not considered re-
portable.

I:I. Corrective Action

The failed transforner has been replaced. Actions to preclude
recurrence are not required since t'.is incident wa s a n isolated
case.

' y ' ,'. ['s

. ') fl * b| / ';_

[ { _ . .) h, !UdUMdu

_

_.-.______.m.__ ___ _ __- _ _ -


