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Bubject : Docket No. $0-361 :
Supplemental Report ‘
lLagangee Event Report No. B9-010, Revieiwn 2
Ban Onotfie Nuclear Ceneratiung Station, Units 2 and 2

Reference: lLetter, H., E. Morgan (5CE) to USNRC Document Control Desk, dated
March 16, 199%0

The roferenced letter provided Licensee Event Report (LER) No, 89-010,
(Revision 1), for a condition involving the Units 2 and 3 Main Steam Safety
Valve (M8SV) capacity. The enclosed supplemental LER provides additional |
corrected infrrymation concerming Unit 3 operation with a gagged MSSV. The
previous revision had failed to address perinds when Unit 3 had operated with
one MSSV gagged. Since thie occur-ence involves similar systums, cause, and
corrective actions applicable to Units 2 and 3, a single revised report for
Unit 2 is being submitted in accordance with NUREG-1022. Neither the health
nor the safety of plant personnel or the public was affected by this
condition.

If you reqguire any ad itional information, please so advise. :

Sincerely,

Enclosure: LER No, 85-010, Rev. 2
eg: C. W. Caldwell (USNRC Senior Resident Inspector, Units 1, 2 and 3)

J. B. Martin (Regional Administrator, USNRC Region V)
Institute of Nuclear Power Operationg (INPO)
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This revision to voluntnty LER 89-010 provides corrected information concerning Unit 3
operation with a pagged main steam safety valve (MSSV),

On 5720/89, with Unit 2 in Mode 5 (cold shutdown) and Unit 3 at 100% power, during an
ongo‘ng evaluation of Tnformation Netice (IN) 86-05, "Main Steam Safety Valve Test
Fallures and Ring Setting Adjustments,* it was concluded that the M58V flow capacities
were most likely less than nameplate rating. This conclusion was based upon best
available findinge of the Westinghouse Owners Croap (WOG) Subcommittee on MSSVs, and
upon the factory-set ring settings of the Units 2 and 3 MS§Vs,

Analyses performed indicated that overpressure protection with all MS§Vs operable at
the reduced capacity was adequate and would not alter the results of the safety
analyses; these conclusions were supported by actual performance data taken following
two actual loss of heat removal events (LER 86-022 [Duckst Mo. 50:361] and LER 90:002
[Docket No. 50-382]). However, a review of operating history for Units 2 and 3 later
identified that Unit 3 had operated at power from 8/27/86 to 9/30786 with one MSSV
gagged. During this time, Unit 3 reactor power did not exceed %Y. Unit 2 had not
operated at power with a gagped MSSV. An addirienal analvsle concluded that there was
minimal safety sipnificance associated with operations at reduced MSSV capacity and
with one MSSV gag.ed.

As reported in IN B6-05, MSSVs with initial factory-set rimg rettings obtaln a disc
1ift that is less than rated lift. The MS8SV ring settings were initially set based
upon valve operational tests conducted at limited volume test facilities on valves
typically smaller than the MS8Vs. Test facilitles for full flow testing of MSSVs were
not avallable at the time the valves wer¢ amanufactured,

The ring settings for the Units 2 and 3 M8SVs were changed such that full flow capacity
of the MSSV: was achieved,
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