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EVEtJT DESCatPTION AND PROSA8tE CONSECUENCES h|

10121| Unit 1 in Mode 4 with RCS Tave at 207 degrees F and oressure at 325 psie, the lower

io;3; lairlock failed SI-159.1, overall leakage test. Allowable leakage for the airlock

i o ; 41 |is < = 11.25 SCFH. The airlock leakage was 39.6 SCFH. The action statement of LCO

goj.,g |3.6.1.3 was entered.' The Technical Specification requirement for overall containment

l o [6 ] l ntegrity (bypass and summation leakage) was not exceeded. There was no effect uponi

ja{,j |public health or safety. Previous occurrences - none. ,
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CAuSE DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS ,

I i i o i | The source of the leakage was the airlock inner door ball valve. The valve was y

W l repaired and retested. A small leak around the outer door handwheel seal was discovered ;

[, ; 7 ; | during subsequent retesting. The seal was tightened and the airlock was satisfactorily

1i 6 3I | retested. The corrective actioc was performed within the allowable 24 hour time limit ,

g,.ai | of LCO 3.6.1.3 action statement.
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EVALUATION LOGIC FOR PART 21
PRO-1-80-363 and-

Originating Document No. LER-SQRO-
*

50-327/80176
Yes No

1. Deficiency of a plant security system? X.

1. Could defect create a substantial safety hazard? X
-

.

If yes, report as part 21.

'. II. Is the component necessary to ensure: \,

1. The integrity of the reactor coolant boundary? X
,

2. The capability to shut down reactor and maintain,

it in a safe shutdown condition? X
-

3. The capability to prevent or mitigate the
* consequences of accidents which could result in

potential cf fsite exposure comparable to those,

referred to in 10 CFR 100.117 X

'e~

III. Is defect in a basic component one that has been
accepted for ownership? X

'

-

Installed for use or operation? X

If a yes in II and III above, could defect create
a substantial safety hazard? X

-

'

If yes, report as part 21.

IV. Is defect in a basic component:
,

3 condition that could contribute to exceed.ng
,

of safety limit? X

If yes to one of II and IV above. report as part 21.,
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