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EVENT DESCRIPTION AND PROBABLE CONbEQUENCES h
o2 | During a startup testing outage while performing a surveillance of the HPCI |

1 o |3 | | steam line break detection channels, it was determined that both switches had |

lo |4 | | drif ted above the allowable value limit. This is reportable per 6.9.1.8.e. |

l o |s | | In the event of a steam line break, alternate detection equipment was functional |

[ o le | | which would have isolated the steam line. -
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CAUSE DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS hl i l o | | The equipment drif ted in excess of twice that expected for the time interval. |

| i | i | | A possible root cause could have been process shocks to the sensor. The |

[i 12 | | surveillance frequency will be modified to a monthly check. for the next j

|1|3I(quarter. Results of these surveillances will direct the future course of |

| 114 J | actions. |
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Attachment

Licensee Event Report 82-036/01T-0

During an outage from the startup testing program, a surveillance done on
the High Pressure Coolant Injection steam line break pressure sensors
revealed both channels were above the allowable value. This could have
resulted in the failure of the HPCI steam line to isolate in the event of
a break, based on these line pressure sensors. This was determined report-
able per 6.9.1.8.e. There were diverse methods for HPCI stcam line break
detection available, therefore, no adverse consequences existed.

The sensors had drifted approximately twice the expected value. Review
of the previous surveillance and the test equipment elimin ted the possi-
bility of technician error. A possible cause for the excessive drift was
process shocks received during testing.

The setpoints were promptly returned to within the setpoint range and the
quarterly surveillances will be done on a monthly basis for three months.
Results of these surveillances will determine any future actions.
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