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EVENT osscnwnou AND PROBABLE CONSEQUENCES O
(7TZ) LDURING NORMAL OPERATION, WHILE CONDUCTING A SURVE1IIANCF TEST ON THE CONTRO) RoOM

| EMERGENCY VENTILATION SYSTEM, AIR FLOWS WEZRE FOUND TO BE 7320 CFM FOR 1-ACRF-1 AND |
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CAUSE DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS @

(C17] LINVESTIGATION REVEALED THAT THE SYSTEM PREFILTERS WERE CHANGED IN AUG-1981. THE NEW _J
1] |PREFILTERS MAY HAVE CAUSED AN INCREASE IN AIR FLOW. IN AUG-1981, THERE WAS NO PROCE- |
01 {QURAL REQUIREMENT TO VERIFY THE AIR FLOW AFTER PREFILTER CHANGES. TO PREVENT .|
1] | REOCCURRENCE, A LETTER HAS BEEN SENT TO ALL DEPARTMENTS AS A REMINDER THAT FLOW B
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0T  MEASUREMENTS SHOULD BE PERFORMED AFTER ALL MAJOR WORK ON T.S. VENTILATION SYSTEM. ]
7 8 9 80
":YAHLY W POWER OTHER STATUS (\;IESIEMEF?\: DISCOVERY DESCRIPTION @
CD [E |@ u 0 |0 J@[ NA | |8 I@L SURVE ILLANCE TEST N
10 ER) a5 80
an:h CONTENT
(AS(D OF RELEASE AMOUNT OF ACTIVITY @ LOCATION OF RELEASE
L1 ® LUGL NA = |
: B ’ERSONNU ilPOSURES “ - -
pescrirTion (39
[‘TJLOIOIOI@lZl.l " J
80
'!RSONNtl mumis
DESCRIPTION
1 IIOLOIOJ.l NA |
! 80
&'(.:’s‘ oF m:u(;-:\“?’('&“k FACILITY @
Lz )Gl NA |
E 9 10 80
PUBLICITY NRC USE ONLY
1SSUED uzscavn-m e
QL jopeerttrgrynyd
68 69 803
8 2 o NAME OF PREPARER mila Lo RISCHL NG prone —016-468-5901 g




SUPPLEMENT TO CAUSE DESCRIPTION

THE INVESTIGATION DID NOT REVEAL THAT ANY MAJOR REPAIR WORK SUCH AS FAN MAINTENANCE,
DAMPER ADJUSTMENT, ETC., WAS PERFOPMED ON THE CONTI DL ROOM EMERGENCY VENTILATION SYSTEM.
HOWEVER, IT WAS DISCOVERED THAT ON AUGUST 10, 1981, A PERFURMANCE ENGINEER EXAMINED

THE PREFILTERS FOR THE CONTROL ROOM EMERGENCY VENTILATION SYSTEM AS HE WAS REVISING

THE APPLICABLE SURVEILLANCE TEST PROCEDURE. NOTICING THAT THE PREFILTERS WERE VERY
DIRTY, HE INITIATED A JOB ORDER TO CHANGE THE PREFILTERS. THE PREFILTERS WERE CHANGED
ON AUGUST 13, 1981. NO RETEST WAS CONDUCTED AT THAT TIME SINCE THERE WAS NO PROCEDURAL
REQUIREMENT FOR A FLOW VERIFICATION FOLLOWING PREFILTER REPLACEMENT. A FLOW TEST WAS
CONDUCTED ON APRIL 12, 1982, AS PART OF THE REQUIRED 18-MONTH SURVEILLANCE. TO PREVENT
REOCCURRENCE: A LETTER HAS BEEN SENT TO ALL DEPARTMENTS TO INFORM THEM THAT A FLOW
VERIFICATION MUST BE PERFORMED EACH TIME A MAJOR CHANGE IS MADE ON ANY T.S. REQUIRED
VENTILATION SYSTEM; THE APPROPRIATE SURVEILLANCE TEST PROCEDURE HAS ALSO BEEN MODIFIED
TO INCLUDE A STATEMENT TO PERFORM A FLOW VERIFICATION WHEN THE PREFILTERS ARE CHANGED.



