NRC FORM 366 U.S NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

7.77)

. LICENSEE EVENT REPORT
. controtsloek: | | | | | J@ (PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE ALL REQUIRED INFORMATION)

1
-HEHYPI l 040 lQIQIQIQI IQJ_QJ(:)L_Q_LILLLLL.U L_eL_J
l l ngﬁNSEE (.OlDE @ l L l QL{CENSE NUMBER LICENSE TYPE 30 57 AT“@

CON'T

. e lolslolololalole D12 1o |9l 8l Z'I Illlz”‘l%lJ
7E]zs' " '56‘"'@3: DOCKET NUMBER %8 69 EVENT DATE o REPORT DATE @

EVENT DESCRIPTION AND PROBABLE CONSEQUENCES ‘

(7T7] | SEE ATTACHMENT

L ]
6121 | |
[6T5] | N
(616) | .
IO I 7 I l J
L J
? 8 9 80
SYSTEM CAUSE CAUSE comp VALVE
CODE CODE SUBCODE COMPONENT CODE SUBCOCE SUBCODE
L@ LA@ Le® LLINISITIRVG E1® 1I®
7 B 20
SEQUEN!IAL 0CcC URHE NCE REPURY REVIS'ON
Lermo [ EVENT YEAR REPOR) NO CODE TYPE
REPORT
© | l8le] =) Lodals] l__J ITISTR T = L1J
ACTION FUTURE ('FFE("T SHUTDOWN ATTACHMENT NPRD-‘ PRIME COMP COMPONENT
TAKEN ACTION ON PLANT METHOD HOURS SUBMITTED FORM 5UB, SUPPLIER MANUFACTURER

Houe 1o wo Wil 1o e e wilziie

CAUSE DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS

[TT0] | SEE ATTACHMENT
0T L
|
GI3 L
(I8 L

FACILITY METHOD OF @

STATUS % POWER OTHER STATUS DISCOVERY DISCOVERY DESCRIPTION
LelG) lolololGIl | LulGDL_INPO SER
7 8 9 10 12 11 F7 TS 46

ACTIVITY CONTENT .
RELEASED OF RELEASE AMOUNT OF ACTIVITY (3") LOCATION OF RELEASE

majaioftic] Tl R

PERSONNE L EXPOSURES
NUMBE TYPE ntsmwmw

E[D lol 0] OJ@[ Zl@l NA

PERS awm :u)ﬂit‘
DES CRW!ION@

- IOLOLOJ.L NA

SL_LL_LL_

sl

—

gl

] -

8 9
rt:(;( 1] m(')é):,\l'q:\;;ﬁl:s‘m””Y @
CTE) LZ@L NA 1
. 8301060378 821224 80
n.wu- - DESC mvnrm@ PDR ADOCK 05000%8: NRC USE ONLY .
NJGOL - oLLLldrrtrtgd
10 68 69 80+3
NAME OF PREPARER Robert H. Nelson prone —207-882-6321 g




MAINE YANKEE ATOM POWER MPANY

LER-82-039/01T~1 - 12-24-82

10.

27.

EVENT DESCRIPTION AND PROBABLE CONSEQUENCES

A plant engineer recognized that the excore neutron detectors indication

of core power level would be lower than actual core power level. This
is reportable under Maine Yankee Technical Specification 5.9.1.b.1
hecause the neutron detectors and associated power measurement and
indication system were in a configuration that required remedial action
to prevent their operation in a manner less conservative than assumed in
safety analyses.

These measurement circuits provide a signal to the reactor protective
system's high power level trip functional unit and other functional
units which utilize power level as an input. The safety analyses assume
automatic protective action at certain core overpower levels and present
the results of events terminated by such protective actions. In this
situation, overpower protection would have initiated at overpower levels
slightly higher than assumed in the analyses.

An evaluation of this event showed that results of the safety analyses
for hot zero power CEA bank withdrawal, boron dilution, and CEA ejection
would change, but not significantly, if the observed power to signal
ratio were included. Other safety analyses would not be affected.

There was no impact on public health and safety.
The plant was conducting low power physics tests in preparation for

resumption of power operation following a refueling when this event
occurred.

CAUSE DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS

The cause of this event was failure to adjust the excore power level
indicators to account for the new core design installed during refueling.

In the past excore flux to core power level ratio variations from one
cycle to the next have been accommodated through excore detector
calibration using core power level determined by an independent method
during power escalation. In this case, conservatively calculated
adjustment was made prior to power escalation, and the usual calibration
was later performed during power escalation when the power level was
high enough to allow an accurate plant heat balance to be conducted.

To prevent recurrence, a procedural con-rol will be instituted to ensure
an adjustment will be developed and applied if necessary in startups
following refueling.




