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,

Gentlemen: (
On September. 10, 1989, a Plant Incident Report was initiated as a result of
debris found in one> train of the Unit 1 Containment Spray System. As-
explained below, this condition.was initially evaluated as not reportable r
pursuant to 10CFR50.55(e). However, after further evaluation, the original
conclusion has been reversed and this deficiency is being conservatively-

reported pursuant to 10CFR50.55(e). The required information follows.
|

.Descriotion i

Check-valve ~1CT-045 is located downstream of the Containment Spray System heat
exchanger and upstream-of the vertical piping to the ring header. Debris was- ''

found in-the downstream' piping during maintenance on this check valve. The '

-debris consisted 'of a' fiber polishing wheel, approximately 3-3/4 inches in
'diameter a piece of dressing stone with a major dimension of approximately

one (1). inch and a small amount of grit. Washdown/ rinsing-of the piping in'
.

both directions produced a small amount of grit / sand.
,

,A review of maintenance history identified that this material was most likely-
introduced-into the system during work performed in 1983 on the upstream heat :
exchanger., .A review of the work package for this activity disclosed that the

y teleanliness controls applied had been demonstrated to be effective in similar
activities-(such as the recent work or. ICT-045). As a result, thv. existence

Jof this debris was not judged to represent a significant breakdown in those
|t portions.of the-Quality Assurance Program desicned to maintain system

' cleanliness.,, ,
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| 'This information was discussed with the onsite NRC inspection staff on
' September 29, 1989. Subsequent to these discussions, the onsite NRC
inspection staff expressed concern as to whether the debris could have caused

J a significant deviation from performance specifications which would require 4

extensive-evaluation to establish the adequacy of the Containment Spray System
to perform its intended safety function as described in the Safety Analysis
Report. Additionally, the.onsite NRC inspection staff expressed concern over
the extent of corrective actions taken given the potential significance of the
observed condition, d

I

Based on these concerns, the basis for the original determination of non-
reportability was reviewed. This review disclosed that the original )

[: reportability determination assumed that the debris, were it to have remained !

uncorrected, could have adversely affected the safety of operations by its
impact on the operability of one train of the Containment Spray System. The |
adequacy of this system to perform its intended safety function was re- |estabilshed by removal of the debris and washdown/ rinsing to provide adequate 1

confidence that additional debris did not exist. These actions were not
believed to constitute extensive evaluation, extensive redesign or extensive
repair. As noted earlier, based on a review of the cleanliness contrels

required and the successful demonstration of the adequacy of these controls,
it was believed that the existence of the debris did not represent a

! significant breakdown in any portion of the 0uality Assurance program. .

Consequently, it was originally concluded that the condition, though
significant, was not reportable pursuant to 10CFR50.55(e). However,.in

a recognition of the fact that the deficiency could have rendered one train of

L Containment Spray inoperable, combined with the fact that it is unlikely that
the deficiency would have been detected by routine surveillance testing
activities, TV Electric has concluded that the intent of 10CFR50.55(e) is more

l' appropriately satie ted by conservatively reporting this issue,

infftv Sianificance
| Due to the density of the buffing wheel, it was concluded that the buffing

wheel could be carried upward to the ring header and associated' orifice during
a Containment Spray System actuation. Blocking- of the orifice, or clogging of
multiple nozzles in the ring header due to breakup of the buffing wheel, would,
have rendered this train of Containment Spray inoperable. As a result..we are

| conservatively reporting this deficiency pursuant to 10CFR50.55(e).
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Corrective Action

The internals of an-identical check valve in the opposite train of Containment -j
Spray were removed'and the accessible piping in both directions inspected for
cleanliness. This activity, monitored by the NRC onsite staff, did not
disclose the existence of additional debris.

A review of _ existing controls for fluid system internal cleanliness has been
conducted. The results of this review indicate that the existing controis-
provide adequate assurance that necessary system cleanliness will be
maintained when fluid system boundaries are opened.

CPSES management has reminded personnel involved in the 10CFR50.55(e)
reportability determination process of the need to conservatively report
deficiencies and to advise management of any questions regarding
reportability.

In addition,-the review committee previously formed to evaluate the
thoroughness of corrective actions for reportable issues will review future :t

100FR50.55(e) reportability evaluations of conditions which are initially
considered to be potentially reportable, but are subsequently evaluated as not
reportable.

Prior to Unit -1 initial criticality, a review of a sample of recently
identified potentially reportable conditions which were subsequently
determined to be not reportable per 10CFR50.55(e) will be conducted. If any
10CFR50.55(e) reportable conditions are identified by this review, the
conditions will be reported pursuant to 10CFR50.55(e).

Sincerely,;

|

|

William J. Cahill, Jr.
,

By:
D. R. Woodlan
Docket Licensing Manager

JLR/JAA/grp
|

c - Mr. R. D. Martin Region IV
Resident Inspectors, CPSES (3)
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