400 Chestnut Strret Tower Il
April 27, 1981
SQRD-50-328/81-22

P. O'Reilly, Director
orel Inspection and Enforcement
Regulatory Comm‘ssion

Dear Mr. O°Reilly:

SQWNWRPMMTZ-PLOUWICMC!INBWSW-
SQRD-50-328/81-22 - SECOND INTERIM REPORT

The subject deficiency was initially reported to NRC-OIE Inspector

R. V. Crienjak on March 4, 1981, in accordance with 10 C¥R 50.55(e) as
NCR SQN SWP 8107. A first interim report was submitted on April 3, 1381.
Enclosed is our sevond interim report. The submittal date of this report
wus zgreed to by R. V. Crlenjak during a telephone conversation on April
14, 1981, We expect to submit our next report by May 27, 1981,

If you have any qusstions, pleass get in touch with D. L. Lambert at
FTS 0857-2581. '

Very truly yours,

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUT! JRITY

L. M, Millis, Manager
Nuclear Regulation and Safety

Enclosure /
ca: Mr. Victor Stello, Director (Enclosure)
Office of Inspection and Enforcement
U.3. Nuolear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555
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ENCLOSURE
SEQUOYAH NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT 2
FLOW DEFICIENCY 1IN ERCW SYSTEM
SQRD-50-328/81-22
v CFR 50.55(e)
SECOND_INTERIM REPORT

Description of Deficiency

During the preoperational test of the unit 2 Essential Raw Cooling
Water System (ERCW) which simulated the worst operating case, which is
unit 1 in hot standby condition and unit 2 in a post LOCA condition,
with the loss of (1) ofrsite power, (2) downstream dam, and (3) train
B diesel generators, the flow rate requirements to several components
required for safe shutdown could not be met. The “tal system flow
rate measured in the test was approximately 2,500 gpa less than the
required design flow rate of 22,000 gpm. A portion of the flow
deficiency can be attributed to the excessive pressure drop across the
strainers, which have been covered by another nonconformance report
(SQRD-50-328/81-17). y

Interim Progress

TVA has reevaluated the operating requirements of the ERCW system.
Components not required to be in service during the design basis event
(simulated Ly the test) have been isolated. and the flow requirements
for sove essential components, which were partially based on heat
loads from nonessential components that do not operate during the
design basis event, have been reduced. As a result, the flow
requirements of the system have been reduced. The preoperational test
instruction has been changed to incorporate the revised acceptance
eriteria and the flow balance testing program has resumed.

Due to the reduction in the flow requirements of the ERCW sys*em, the
system should be capable of supporting two-unit operation under
conditions of the design basis event. The flow testing, presently in
progress, should verily the system adequacy. The results of the testing
will be included in our next report.

If the ongoing tests do not yverify system adequacy, the !iRC will be
notified before unit 2 fuel loading.



