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Reactor Scram due to Low Instrument Air Header Pressure
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o During a refueling outage, a cyclic surveillance test of the containment spray i

air flow was being performed. Due to an operator error, a blocking valve was |
C not closed prior to starting the test. This caused low instrument air pressure

throughout;the plant, which led to a reactor scram. The scram was reset,
iscram discharge volume was drained, the blocking valve was closed, instrument L

air pressure was returned to normal, and the test was successfully resumed and,

'

completed. The operator involved with the error was reinstructed by the Operations
Supervisor on the importance of strict compliance with all operating procedures.
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During a refueling cutage on May 24, 1984, a cyclic surveillance flow test of
g the containment spray nozzles using instrument air was being performed. Due to
: an operator error, a blocking valve between the containment spray systcm air test

tank and the. instrument air system was not closed, which was a violation of the
surveillance test procedure. When the test was performed, this open valve caused
the instrument air pressure to drop, causing the reactor scram valves to open.
This started filling the scram discharge volume, which initiated an automatic
scram signal.

'
ASSESSMENT OF SAFETY CONSEQUENCES

The loss of instrument air throughout the plant resulting from the blocking valve1

| being open could have caused any equipment which is supported by this system to

!'
not function properly. However, the potential safety consequences arising out of
this event are negligible because: 1) the plant is designed to be fail safe on
loss of instrument air: 2) the reactor was in shutdown and subcritical; 3) the
reactor mode switch was in " shutdown"; 4) the control rods were all fully insertedi

at the time of the event; and 5) a manual reactor scram is required when the
instrumentairpressuredropsbelow75psig;therefore,ascramwouldhaveordinarN1y,
occurred before the reactor scram valves opened, had the rate of pressure changeI

in this incident been low enough to allow time for a manual scram to take place.

CORRECTIVE ACTION

| The scram was reset, the scram discharge volume was drained, the blocking valve
between the containment spray air test tank and the instrument air system was.

h' closed, instrument air pressure was returned to normal, and the surveillance test
was then resumed and successfully completed. The operator involved with the-

error was reinstructed by the Operations Supervisor on the importance of strict
compliance with all operating procedures.
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NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION NMP-8798

NIAGARA MOHAWK

300 ERIE BOULEVARD. WEST

SYRACUSE. N. Y.13 202

June 25, 1984
,

-

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Document Control Desk.

~

Washlagton, DC ~20555

- RE: Docket No.--50-220'
LER 84-08

*

Gentlemen:

s In accordance with 10 CFR 50.73, we hereby submit the following Licensee~

: Event Report:<

LER 84-08 Which is being submitted in accordance with 10 CFR 50.73
(a) (2) (iv), . "Any event or condition that resulted in
manual or automati,c actuati on of any Engineered Safetyi

Feature (ESF),. including-the Reactor Protection System
(RPS)."

'A 10 CFR 50.72 report was made at.1937 hrs. on 5/24/84. 'This report was
completed in the format designated in NUREG-1022, dated September 1983.:

Very truly yours,

1/M 44- [
Thomas E. apges'

Vice President
Nuclear Generation

TEL/cma
U ' Attachments (3 copies)>

cc:-|Dr. Thomas E.-Murley, . _

e([ -Regional Administrator
.
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