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Nuclear 

Office of Inspection and Enforcerent 
Attn: Mr. Ronald C. Haynes, Director 
Region 1 
US Nuclear Regulatory Camrl.ssion 
631 Park Avenue 
King of Prussia, PA 19406 

Dear Sir: 

Novmber 16, 1982 
4410-82-L-0050 

GPU Nuclear Corporation 
Post Otrrce Box 480 
Route 441 South 
Mrddletown, Pennsylvanra 17057 
717 944·7621 
TELEX 84·2386 
Wuter"s Ouect Oral Number: 

Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit 2 ('IMI-2) 
Operating License No. DPR-73 

Docket No. 50-320 
Licensee Event Report 82-033/0lL-0 

Attached please find Licensee Event Report 82-033/01L-0 concerning the 
nonperfonmnce of three surveillances as identified on October 14, 1982. 

This event constitutes a violation of Sections 3.7.3.1, 3.7.3.2, and 
3.7.3.3 and is considered reportable under Section 6.9.1.8(b) of the 
Interim Recovery Technical Specifications. 

7::f� 
B. K. Kanga , � 
Director, lMI-2 (/ 

BYJ</SOC/jcp 

Attaclmmts 

CC: Mr. L. H. Barrett, Deputy Program Director - Thll Program Office 
Dr. B. J. Snyder. Program Director - 1MI Program Office 
:-1r. V. Stello, Deputy Executive Director 

8211290220 821116 PDR ADOCK O:x>00320 
S PDR 

GPU Nuclear Corpora !ton 1S a subs1d1ary of the General Pub he Ut•ht•es Corporation 



LICENSEE EVENT REPORT 
U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMIS$10H 

Attachment 1 
4410-82-L-0050 
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UCE&E EVENr RERJRr 
NARRATIVE REFORI' 

'IMI-II 
LER 82-033/0lL-0 

EVENr Il\'IE - October 14. 1982 

I. E:XPU\NATICN OF cxx:tJRma 

Attadm!nt 2 
4410-82-L-0050 

The event was the failure to perform required surveillances for three 
Technical Specification required systSDS. The surveillance procedures 
(systEmS) involved are: 

• 4303-M25 

• 4303-M30A/B 

• 4303-Q3 

Decay Heat Closed Cooling Water P1.11P operability 
and valve operability test 

Nuclear Services Closed Cooling Water PI.IIP 
operability test and valve operability test 

Mini Decay Heat ReaDval PI.IIP functional test 

These surveillances \�ere initially delayed to allow cont:l.tmance of the 
Quick look project. The delay was necessary and intentional to ensure 
control over potential boron dilutial accidents as discussed in Appendix C 
of the Quick look Safety Evaluation su!:mitted on July 6, 1982, via GPU 
letter 4400-82-L-0110, and approved by the NRC (Dr. B. J. Snyder to 
J. J. Barton dated July 13, 1982). 

Following NRC approval of the Quick look Safety Evaluation and 
�le!Je'lting procedures, GPU depressurized the RCS on July 14, 1982. Had 
the RCS been repressurized after the originally projected �week schedule , 
it lolOUld not have adversely inpacted surveillance perfomance (i.e. delay 
the surveillance testing beyond the allowed surveillance schedule flexibility 
provided in Recovery Operations Plan 4.0.2). 

The surveillances have not been performed since c:amelCE!IIelt of the Quick 
look project because the procedures ilq>lementing the Quick Look Project 
required that surveillances on certain systems 6e suspended for the duratioo 
cf the project in accordance wit.'l the Quick Look Safety Evaluation. 

This constitutes a violation of Technical Specification 3. 7 .3.1, 3. 7 .3.2, 
and 3. 7 .3.3 and is considered reportable pursuant to Section 6. 9.1.8(b) 
of the Recovery Technical Specificatioo. 

II. CAUSE OF 1liE OCCURRENCE 

The cause of the event has been identified as the failure. on the part of 
GPU, to anticipate the need for, and to su!:mit in an expeditious fashi.<Xl, 
a request for a change to the Unit 2 Recovery Operati<XlS Plan once the 
schedule for the Quick Look was extended such that it could adversely 
iJrt>act performance of required surveillance testing. 

III. CIRCt.MSrANCES SURROtmiNG 1liE ocx:tJRRENCE 

At the time of the occurrence, the Unit 2 facility was in a l.cng-term cold 
shutcic7.n state. The reactor decay heat was being rem:Ned via loss to 
mbient. Throughout the event there was no effect oo the Reactor Coolant 
System or the core. 



IV. CXlRRECTIVE ACTI<Ni TAJGN CR TO BE TAJGN 

Recovery Operations Plan Olange Request No. 21 'WBS 8\i:mitted en 
Novmber 11, 1982, via GPU letter 4410-82-L-0043. It wrul.d allow 
suspension of surveillance testing via NRC approved procedures 
pursuant to Technical Specifications 6.8.2 without I'equiring a 
change to the Recovery Operations Plan. 

In addition, this event is being utilized as an exanple to various 
departiDents in GPU to indicate the need to ensure change requests to 
upper tier Ucensing docn:rents are initiated as necessary. This review 
will be carpleted by Noverrber 30, 1982. 

V. CXl1POOENl' FAIUm: 01\TA 

N/A 
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