NRAC FORM 366 \E F\ﬁ coﬂ‘ U.§ NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

am

LICENSEE EVENT REPORT EXHIBIT A
CONTROL 3L0CX [ S A '@ (PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE ALL RECUIRED INFORMATION)
FILl QR| P 3 :010:-'0|010 °'°|°'°'°u ol B Bl il Bl O I R= O
1’; weENGEE -}v( C WICENIE SR Cl LISEN i‘l TYRE 4o C“' -t §‘L
CON'T
3 A 0y 5{0} -j013(0 1221317 011 1 71 81G
'O ] o s _}\J. : ,QL(‘V{\, YLl ’Ll |~lh7.a!’.! l—‘Cl (l-"'n.ul . eoO

EVENT DESCRIPTION AND PROBABLE CONSEQUENCES
777 While verifying RB purge release rate calculatioms, it was determined that |

Enen the release rate of the RB purge of 23 December 1977 exceeded the 100 =

GTH (.nicrocuriu per second limit as set by Table 3.3-4 of Terh Spec 3.3.2.1.

G5 [I‘he calculated trip setpoint of the purge monitor, RM-/L, did not accoumt

T for efficiency changes with isotopic distributicn Zad vacuum cm the monitor,

lau::cl the trip setpoint was greater than the Tech Spec limit. Redundancy “Ll

No safety hazard to plant or public as the

i First occurrence of this event. rojease rate was 1.012% of limit set by ETSJ
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CAUSE ocs«.mmox A\D "‘lﬂ!:fl\! ACTISY ¢ \. =
EREE lI'his occurrence was caused by the purge trip setpoint of the purge monitor ,
A )

EmES| gm—.u being greater than the 100 microcuries per second limit. RM-Al txip

setpoint calculations now in effect compensate for monitor vacuum and a i3

Emwa il
change to Standard Tech Specs has oeen {mplemented and the 100 microcuries
CI L J
per second limit has been deleted.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
. Report No.: 50-302/77-163/03L-0
2. Yacility: Crystal River Unit #3
3. Repgrt Date: 20 January 1978
4. Occurrence Date: 23 December 1977 (discovered 24 December 1377)

5. Identification of Qccurrence:

A purge of the Reactor Building with a purge rate greater than 100 microcuries per
second contrary to Section 4A, Table 3.3-4 of Technical Specification 3.3.2.1.

6. Conditions Prior to Occurrence:
Mode 1 operation.
7. Description of Occurrence:

Upon verification of release rate calculations, based upon the data from weekly

grab samples of the purge monitor RM-Al, it was determined that the release rate

of the Reactor Building purge of 23 December 1977 was 138 microcuries per second.

Technical Specification 3.3.2.1 requires that the trip setpoint of the Reactor

Building purge monitor RM-Al terminate purges with release rates greater than

100 microcuries per second. The calculated trip setpoint of 100 microcuries per
. second did not account for the efficiency changes with Isotopic distributicn and

iy

vacuum on the monitor.
8. Designation of Apparent Cause:

The cause of this occurrence was the calculated release rate trip setpoint of RM-Al
was actually greater than the 100 microcurie per second limit.

9. Analysis of Occurrence:

There vere minimal safety implications as a result of this event as the release rate
was .0.2% of the ETS site limit.

10. Corrective Actionm:

RM-Al trip setpoint calculations now in effect compensate for gaseous effluent monitor
vacuum and a change to Standard Tech Specs was implemented subsequent to this occurrence,
and the 100 microcuries per second release rate limit has been deleted. These changes
snould preclude recurrence of this event.

11. Failure Data:

This is the first occurrence of this event as prior release rates have not been verified
using grab sample data. Previous reported gaseous release rates are presently being
evaluatec and corrected. Release rate data will be provided in Supplement #2 to the
semi-annual affluent report for the period of 1-14-77 to 6-=30-77.




