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On August 27, 1992, it was determined that a requirement to test Steam
Exclusion System check dampers was not being met. The Design Basis
Reconstitution effort identified the deficiency during review of the Steam
Exclusion System design bases.

ventilation ducts that penetrate rooms containing equipment for mitigation of
the postulated high energy line break accident are equi~ped with isolation
dampers. Sach duct has 2 redundant control dampers on the ventilation supply
that are clesed by actuators on high temperature in the duct and 2 check
dampers that swing closed on reverse flow in the exhaust duct.

Check dampers were never included in surveillance procedures written to
satisfy the requirements of Technical Specifications. It is believed that the
system engineers who produced the procedurés had information that showed that
the check Gampers were not needed, but that information has not been
recovered.
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On August 27 1992, it was determined that a requirement to test Steam
Exclusion System check dampers was not being wet. The Design Basis
Reconstitution effort identified the deficie.cy during review of the Steam
Exclusion System design bases,

Ventilation ducts that penetrate rooms containing equipment for mitigation of
the postulated high energy !ine break accident are equipy : with isolation
dampers. Each duct has 2 redundant control dampers on the ventilation supply
that are closed by actuators on high temperature in the duct and 2 check

dampers that swing closed on reverse flow in the exhaust duct.
Technical Specificacion 4.B.C states:

*Isclation dampers in each duct that penetrates rooms containing equipment
required for a high energy line rupture outside of containment shall be
tested for OPERABILITY once each moenth. "

“In addition, damper mating surfaces shall be examined visually once each
year to assure that no physical change has occurred that could affect i
leakage "

“lsolation dampers" was intepreted to mean "contiol dampers” only. Check
da.pgers were never included in surveillance procedures written to satisfy the
| requirements of Technical Specification 4.8.C.

The comprehensive review done during the Design Basis Reconstitution effort
led to the conclusion that the check dampers should also be considered
isolation dampers,

Each check damper was then inspected for freedom of movement. This inspection
showed that some of the check Jdampers may not have closed as designed; these
check dampers were declared inoperable and they were wired closed until they
were shown to be operable. Each check damper was then cleaned and damper
mating surfaces visually inspected and shown to be overable.

Check dampers were not considered "isolation dampers"” when surveillance
procedures were initially produced. It is belic »d that the system engineers
who prelaced the procedures had information that showed that the check dampers
l were ne. needed, bnt that information has not been recovered.
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