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UNITED STATES- g.
( g NUCl. EAR REGULATORY COMMISSION-

' WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555,
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MEMORANDUM FOR: James E. Gagliardo, Acting Director /
Division of Resident Reactor Projects

and Engineering Programs
Region IV

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

of Operational Data

SUBJECT: EVALUATION OF LERs FOR ARKANSAS UNIT 1 FOR THE PERIOD
FROM JULY 1,1982 TO JUNE 30, 1983 - AE0D INPUT TO SALP
REVIEW

In support of the ongoing SALP reviews, AE0D has reviewed the LERs for
Arkansas-1. AE00's review focused on the accuracy and completeness of
the individual licensee event reports. The review included LERs for
Arkansas-1 which were written between July 1,1982 and June 30, 1983.
The licensee submitted about 36 LERs during the report period. In general,
the LERs were consistent and reasonably detailed to permit understanding
the events.

The enclosure provides observations from our reveiw of the LERs.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact myself or
Medhat El-Zeftawy. (301) 492-4434
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Karl V. Seyfrit, Chi'ef
Reactor Operations'An'alysis Branch
Office for Analysis and Evaluation

of Operational Data

Enclosure:
As stated

cc: w/ enclosure
G. Vissing, NRR

XA Copy Has Been Sent to PDR

,- -

{} sco co393 $ -
. __ . -



', ' . .

'..... .

SALP REVIEW FOR ARKANSAS-1'

-

The review and comment on LERs covered the following subject matter:

1. Review of LERs for completeness:

a) The information in the narrative sections was generally sufficient

to provide the reader with a good understanding of the event.

b) There are no significant problems with the coded information provided

by the licensee.

c) The licensee submitted five 10-day reports in the assessment period.

Of these LER 82-032 did not provide the supplemental information required

to explain the tube defects in the "A" once through steam generator

(OTSG). Thirty-one 30-day reports were submitted with several of them

containing additional supplemental information to provide a clearer

understanding of the event. Two LERs 83-002/03L and 83-007/03L were

revised for the same events they were originally written for and resub-

mitted using Nos. 83-002/03X and 83-007/03X, respectively.

d) In many instances when the licensee promised a follow-up report he did.

However, for LER #82-032/01T-0 the follow-up report was not received

during the assessment period,

e) In many cases the licensee referenced LERs pertaining to previous events

of a similar nature. For example, in LER Nos. 83-006, other LERs

74-008, 76-003, 83-003, 83-004 and 83-007 were referenced. For many

LERs, the licensee stated that there had been no similar previous

occurrences,
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2. Is component failure or other appropriate information being reported to

NPRDS?
1 ,

.
For most LERs reviewed the IIcensee has reported the failures to NPRDS.
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3. Multiple event reporting in a single LER.'

Multiple events of component failures, occurring within the reporting

period of the first such event were reported correctly in accordance

| with NUREG-0161 (general instruction #7) e.g. LERs 83-002 and 83-003.
!

4. Relationship between PNs and LERs.

| Thirteen PNs were issued in the SALP assessment period. Only PNs (PNO-IV-

82-029 and 83-020) were further documented by LERs (62-020/03L, 82-021/03L,

and 83-014/03L).

The following PNs reported with significant events that were not further

i documented by LERs:

PNO-IV-83-012 Undervoltage trip mechanism of ac reactor trip

breaker A failed.

P;40-IV-82-050 While in refueling outage, special inspection found

cracked thermal shield bolts. During replacement

of bolts, bolt heads found separated from bielts.
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