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EVENT DESCRIPTION /.ND PROB ABLE CONSEQUENCES h
O 2 |When entering Mode 3 (from Mode 4) the requirements of T.S.3.6.5.c were not satisfied I

|due to the drywell post-LOCA vrcuum breaker position indicators not being operable. |o a

|The inoperability was due to the position indicators having been removed. An LCO was |o 4

| entered and the vacuum breakers were verified closed once per 24 hours by local |o 3

o o | indication. The LCO was lifted on October 27, 1982 when the plant re-entered Mode 4. I

ITTil i This had no effect on the haalth and safety of the public.and did not constitute a |

|0|81Ithreat to plant safety. |
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KN AC O L NT MET HOURS SB ITT D FOR B. SUPPLt .R MANUFACTURER
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CAUSE DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTIVF ACTIONS h
1110||With the plant in Modes 1, 2. or 3. T.S.3.6.5.c requires the drywell post-LOCA vacuum |

lbreaker position indicators to be operable. The position indicators were removed to It i

| allow proper vacuum breaker operation at the design requirement of 1.0 psid. A Tech. Ii 2

i 3 | Spec. change has been submitted and results will be reported in a followup report by |

| December '11, 1982. This is an interim report. |i 4
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TA % POWER OTHER STATUS DtS O RY DISCOVERY DESCRIPTION

W@ |0 |0 |0 |@| NA | |Bj@|SurveillanceTesing |1 s
' ' "

ACTIVITY CO TENT
RELEASED OF RELEASE AMOUNT OF ACTIVITY LOCATION OF RELEASE

NA | | NA |[_Z_j @ Q|1 6
7 8 9 to 11 44 45 80

PERSONNEL E XPoSURES
NUMBER TYPE DESCRIPTION

I i I 7 | | O l 010 l@[_Z_j@l NA |

PERSONNE L INJU IES
NUMBER DESCRIPTION

NA ||0|0|0|@|i R
7 8 9 11 12 RG

TOSS OF 09 DAMAGE TO FACILITY Q 8211170314 821112
TYPE DESCRIPTION v PDR ADOCK 05000416
| Z |@| NA 'S PDR |1 9 .

7 8 9 10 80

RIPTION
' *

ISSUE @DE|_N | NA | | | | | | | | | | | | | | ,22 O
7 8 9 to 68 69 80 5

0riginal signed by John M. Albert PHON E:NAME OF PREPARER



43 9.

* Attrchment to'

AECM-82/547
Page 2 of 2

* -SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION TO
- LER 82-107/03 L-0

= Lict.nsee: Mississippi Power & Light Compan-j
Facility: Grand Gulf Nuclear Station - Unit-1

JDocket No: 50-416-

Prior'to the. issuance of'the' facility operating license, Mississippi Power &
Light Company (MP&L) requested a revision to the (draft) Technical
Specifications on post-LOCA vacuum breakers. | This _ report, MP&L letter,
AECM-82/186, dated June 10, 1982, advised the'NRC Staff.of problems.asacciated
with these check valves and provided justification for the proposed revision.
The NRC Staff was unable to act on the MP&L~reguest prior to the formalization
of the Technical ~ Specifications with the issuance of the operating license on
June 16, 1982. The NRC Project Manager advised MP&L to submit the request
through formal channels (10CFR90).

MP&L forwarded a formal request for technical specification revision on this
subject in the letter AECM-82/300, dated July 2, 1982. Comments generated by
Containment Systems. Branch resulted in the MP&L submittal of additional
information in AECM-82/441, dated August 5, 1982.

The NRC Scaff granted the operating license amendment request in the-NRC.
letter to MP&L, dated October 14, 1982 (Amendment No. 4 to Operating License
NPF-13).

MP&L's review of _ the subject : amendment indicated that the Staff's version of
the technical specification change as presented in'the amendment, was-not in
accordance with that requested by MP&L in letters dated June 10 and July 2,
1982. The NRC Project Manager was advised of this apparent. discrepancy by
MP&L in a telephone conversation held November 12, 1982. MP&L contends that
the discrepancy is a typographical omission in Amendment No. 4 to the
-Operating License on the basis that the Staff's safety evaluation report in
that amendment approved the deletion of position ' indication'for the subject
check valves until the first refueling outage.
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