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INTRUDUCTION

Un March 13, 1980, the USNRC Office of Inspection and Enforcement
(1&4E), issued I&E Bulletin 80-06, entitled "Engineered Saf:*y Feature (ESF)
Reset Controls," to all PWR and BWR facilities with operating licenses.
{%E Bulletin 80-06 requested that tne following actions be taken Dy the

censees:

(1) Review the drawings for all systems serving safety-
related functions at the schematic/elementary diagram
level to determine whether or not upon the reset of an
ESF actuation signal all associated safety-related
equizment remains in its emergency mode.

(2) Vverify that the actual installed instrumentation and
controls at the facility are consistent with the
schematics reviewed in [tem 1 above by conducting a
test to demonstrate that all equipment remains in its
emergency mode upon removal of the actuating signal
and/or manual resetting of the various 1isolating or
actuation signals. Provide a schedule for the per-
formance of the testing in your response to this
bulletin.

(3) If any safety-related equipment does not remain in its
emergency mode upon reset of an ESF signal at your
facility, describe proposed system modification,
design change, or other corrective action planned to
resolve the problem.

(4) Report in writing within 90 days the results of your
review, include a list of all devices which respond as
discussed n Item 3 above, actions taken or planned to
ascure aucquate equipment control, and a schedule for
impiementation of corrective action,

This technical evaluation addresses the licensee's response to
I& Bulletin 80-06 and the licensee's proposed system modification, design
change, and/or othe~ corrective action planned to resolve the problem. In
evaluating the licersee's response to the four Action ltem reguirements of
the bulletin, the following NRC staff guidance is also used:

Upon the reset of ESF signals, all safety-related equipment
shall remain in its emergency mode. Multiple reset
sequencing shcll not cause the affected equipment to deviate
from its emergency mode. Justification should be provided
for any exceptions.



EVALUATIUN AND CONCLUSIONS

In a letter dated June 12, 1980 [Ref. 1], Florida Power Corpora-
tion, the licensee for Crystal River Nuclear Power Station, Unit 3, replied
to i4c Bulletin 80-06. In a telephone conference call conducted on January
29, 1981 [Ref. 2], the licensee provided additional information and clar-
ificetion of their original response [Ref. 1].

The licensee reported [Ref. 1] tnhat a thorougn review of all
equipment actuated by the ESFAS system has been completed at tne schematic/
elementary diagram level. The ESFAS system includes High Pressure I[njec-
tion, Low Pressure Injection, Reactor Building Isolation, and Reactor
Building Spray. The licensee indicated [Ref. 2] that their response to
Action Item 1 cf [&E Bulletin 8U-06 (in tneir June 12, 1980 letter [Ref,
1]) meant that “all systems serving safety-related functions were review-
ed.” We conclude tnat the licensee has complied with tme requirements of
Action [tem 1 of [&E Bulletin 80-06 by completing the drawing review of all
systems serving safety-related functions.

Th2 licensee reported [Ref. 1] that Surveillance Procedure
SP-417, entitled “Refueling Interval Integrated Plant Response to
Engineered Safeguards Actuation,” has been modified to include a test to
demonstrate that all equipment remains in its emergency-mode upon removal
of the actuating signal and/or upon manual resetting of the various isola-
ting or actuation signals. This test will be conducted during restart of
Unit 3. We conclude that the licensee has complied with the requirements
of Action Item 2 of I& dulletin 80-U6 by providing a schedule for the
performance of the testing.

Tne licensee reported [Ref. 1] they nave determined, as a result
of the drawing review conducted in response to Action [tem 1 of 14 Bulle-
tin 80-06, that no valve, ventilation damper, motor, otc., returns to its
preactuation condition upon reset of the ESF -“gnal. dased on tne findings
presented [Refs. 1 and 2], we conclude that e licensee has complied witn
the requirements of Action Item 3 of I&E Bulletin 80-06.

The licensee has complied with the requirements of I& dulletin
80-06, Action Item 4, in their response to Action Items 1 through 3.

F IND INGS

gased on our review of the information and documents provided Dy
the licensee, we find that the ESF reset contirols for Crystal River Nuclear
Power Station, Unit 3, satisfy the requirements of I&E Bulletin 80-06.
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