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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

FEB 2 2 1383

MEMORANDUM FOR: Richard W. Starostecki, Director
Division of Project and Resident Programs
Region I

FROM: Karl V. Seyfrit, Chief
Reactor Operations Analysis Branch
Office for Analysis and Evaluation
of Operational Nata

SUBJECT: EVALUATION OF SUSQUEHANNA UNIT 1 LERs FOR THS PERIOD
FEERUARY 1, 1982 TO JANUARY 31, 1983

The Office for Analysis and Evaluation of Cperational Data has assessed the
Licensee Event Reports (LERs) submitted under Docket No. 50-387 during the
subject period. This has been done in support of th: upcoming SALP review
of the Pennsylvania Power & Light Company, with regard to their performance
as licensee of the Susquehanna Steam Electric Station plants. No LERs for
Susquehanna Unit 2 were received for this period. Our perspective would

be indicative of that of a BWR system safety engineer who although know-
ledgeable, is not intimately familiar with the drtailed site-specific equip-
ment arrangements and cperations. Our review focused on the technical
accuracy, completeness and intelligibility of LERs. Additionally, the LERs
were screened and sorted in an attempt to cull out qualitative trends or
patterns which coulc be interpreted as suggestive of licensee performance
needing improvement. Our review covered a majority of the LERs submitted
during the assessment period.

In general the LERs which were submitted were prepared adequately with occasion-
al exceptions. The well written LERs provided clear and ccncise descriptions

of the event as well as complete explanations of the effects on system function.
It was noted however that several LERs were poor with respect to tully identify-
ing or describing the purpose of the failed component in the effected system. An
example of this was LER 82-044 (attached). The event description provided did
not identify the equipment in question by a component code number or the system
involved. Additionally, the LER does not state the specific corrective actions
which were taken to prove the component operable. Licensee event reports 82-043
and 82-047 (attached) zre similarly deficient in that the precise components in
question are not explicitly identified by a specific equipment code number or
name. The latter LER is also somewhat deficient in that it fails to explain the
consequence of the failure either at the system level or the overall plant safety
level. The LER write ups should normally provide such information. Redundancy,
diversity or backup systems should be noted where possible. It was 2lso found
that LER 82-021 addressed five separate events in a single report. Separate
events should be reported 1N SEPEratle LEPe in order tp establish a proper data
base for each plant. Additicnally, LER 82-001 (attachea; steved ihat a reviecd
LER would be submitted at a later date. From our available information ng reviced
LER was received within the review period. Additionally, LER 82-002 appeai: tq

have been submitted late.
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Our screening for trends and patterns uncovered a great many cases involving
personnel oversights or omissions. A large portion of the LERs involved in-
correct operator actions or activities, procedural deficiencies or design
deficiencies. If Susquehanna Unit 1 were a plant which haa been operating
for several years (or cycles) the quality (kind) and quantity (fraction) of
the LERs in these categories might be interpreted as indicative of some
managemen* weakresses. However, since these events have occurred during the
initial phase of plant startup testing, we can not yet conclude that they
are symptomatic of licensee performance needing improvement. On the contrary,
from our past experience, we would consider the licensee's performance, as
reflected by the LERs which were reviewed, to be typical of what une would

expect to find at an "average' BWR facility in the initial phase of plant
startup.

If you have any questions please contact either myself or Stuart Rubin

(492-4436) of my staff.
i Lt

“Karl V. Seyfrit,” Chief
Reactor Operations Analysis Branch
Office for Analysis ard Evaluation
of Operaticnal Data

Attachments: As stated

cc: G. Rhoads, RI
C. Michelson, AEQOD



T W e LI e a
sk » B

A y . 2 Ty , ~
et S Joity A il --'-‘.ﬁ.‘_—h»Mlum

-
nl o momm e VE RMUCLEAN REQULATORY COMMIBLION arcracvii sv Oy |

>l LICENSEE EVENT REPORY g AMRES {

ERAPIWES &30

Sa—— et ———
;‘i') IPLEAST PRINTOR TYPE ALL REQUIRED mFORWA T YOM) |
etnatha— !
.

olo o [0 |0]-]c¢

LCRuEE By eaan

X » oo
oy e ——— ———

P é U .t s A g
S Dot 8N DA

f
v i » 4 0 fooman -
DA LR TIaF EF R A& TN S e

A
A S

COwr »aLre
L S o 2] sV TOBe

© 1Li® e

sErme e VIerow
Tevewm s

wy = Lo

ATTACEWE WY . recet Cume CRarews ws Q‘{
PP I TTR D reaw »os AR BT

o L
1z |1® (0101010 (X1 (5@ (A [ m]0f% 101
. - Al .r Rl .

RIPY IO AND CORRBRECTIVE ACTIONS (37

was not thought to cchnic ] required valve.

nct tracked on tl - . 5 §uC] This will be reviewec

P CB YA R P DR E T -—

Oo¢ralor onthservallion

ABC AT LRSS BT PE VAN

n/a
| SN £ ISECSS—




A Tea

A » ¢ o A 4 ot
bt A 6 S D Al AN W A

..4:.1«1.,1. Larh

' i

Rt Tl abu AT TS . . . . . ) ol iy
A . A

’

’A_,h..,_. ;H




“wMl rosts 384 US NUCLEAN REGULATORY COoMMISION
22 5 A%

AFIreOvVED BY Gwe
LICENRSEE EVENTY REPCRT Prre e

REXPNES 1091
T 1 1 1 PULASS PRINT OR TYFE ALL REGUIRLD §
.

et CRGAT KO

i_tj@{o;o'-lololop]cv-sosc Y4 (1l1)1

\ < had -
)

—_— L B
WEEREE GUumBRSe » MCEmeE YYTR

seresr |, J@)l0f s1ci010]13]8}7 Gyi11o)21718 {2 1@ 111
. .“° -~ -~

PO El Mumi A

AvYEAN' BATE e " ARETORT RATH
g

£ vENT DESCRIPTION AND PROBABLE CONSECUENCES A DO ¢
61z 11 During the perfcrmance of a diegel generatst monthly operc

generator tripped on high vibration. This eve=nt

Technical Specifications 4,8.1 3 9. Tacre sere

| | _consequences AD thag fhe unil VaE in cold shy

{

T L

sTETES crvet caves Lt o d waLsy%
coo cows PowLesE SORPPUR WY COBE PP TCE S s 0K

1E1el® 1@ 2@ 11K siixo}@ 1210 12@

TTRVENT AL

eCcterarntt [ 2 S ol e W
EyEwT YREAS

L Loty Lt = L

»CYWO~ ruyTunse

"

cvon puTuze | SPTAET  STINEST . mecms @ TR et Teemne. o E
PIeOWe 1zZI® Ll® 13]® 12! La® lalslels]

CA.*SE DESCRIFTION AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS 3
11 1. is surmized thuat @ viktrarion switch snd &8 pressure rezulator were both .

trip. Botbh were tovesticated and resaired and the

The equipment will be scnitored

T TweT OF
CTRER FYATVS @ smcoOYREY BALOVERY SEBRORTIVES @
e ! BIQY 3 n/a ! monthly surveillance tes=t
. . L)

ACTivITY coOwYE WY
PELEASLY ©OF SELA AN AMOUNT OF ACYTIVITY 2
~ o~

LOC AT OF BELEANE

33 {iJa}) ] ‘/
3 2 Je9L___nl . n/a
" s

e

sEsPommg EAFOIUNED
" mmE. Tyre

:(ce-o'vvo-\l‘/‘

S NS S N

SEPEORREL TRiUNIES
T L

- (RPN

fOF OF Damawe "

v nEsCcmY




v’

!
.
4
]
y
’
{

A

# A H " i A TE } et g o e
,M. v Fa b s R

v . i < ¥ 41/ \ f { ) '
e v } ' L ¥ L) 3 ¢
et s s b i s il I B VLT.LI.(.P! FVEILARERToR PANUTY (3 VIR L I e | bkt el Ao 0 P

-t J.ﬂ‘.lﬁ._.»)‘ﬁ Ay Ty lqv 1.4. .44ALJ*.«4..,:A.1%\1\1« N >T .,(.\v\.«.—,a.t.,-..v.l.f“l‘. b
’ ¥ \ \ { v
3 N X { ol

B s ———




