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| Auxiliary Bldg. exhaust flow, it was detennined that a reportable event occurred on |
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| October 28, 1981. The event was a unhination of two occurrences: 1) for 5 hours I
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rgfr| | during the period of 0215 to 1015 hours the exhaust flow was below the Tech Spec minimpn

I and 2) at 0730 hours while ventilation flow was deficient, EPICOR II started processing [O e
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CAUSE DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS h
| The event was caused by low Auxiliary Buildinz supply flowrate which, in turn, resultedi O

E I in the low exhaust flowrate. The low supply flowrate has been attributed to oroblens I ;

g | with the design and operation of the supply damper AH-0-4002. The damper was lubri-

| cated and exercised to ensure proper operation. A corrective maintenance program was 1, 3

i 4 | instituted to identify and correct ventilation equipment problems. |
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EVENT DATE - Noveber 5,1981

1. EXPIANATION OF OCCURRENCE

At 1100 hours on Novsber 5,1981, while reviewing the operating records
for the Auxiliary Building exhaust flow, it was detemined that a reportable
event, pursuant to administrative control' 6.9.1.9(b), had taken place on
October 28, 1981. During the time period, 0215 hours to 1015 hours, the ;

Auxiliary Building exhaust flow, as indicated on the Control Rom stripchart ,

recorder, was below the value allowed in Technical Specifications. The '

exhaust flow was deficient periodically for a total of five (5) hours
of the ten (10) hour period. At 0730 hours on October 28, 1981, EPICOR 11
began processing radioactive waste resulting in the movement of liquid ,

radioactive waste in the Auxiliary Building while the exhaust flow was !

deficient. This is considered reportable under Section 6.9.1.9(b) of r

the Interim Recovery Technical Specifications. !

This IER is similar in nature to IER's 80-22/03L-0,81-21/03L-0,
'

81-26/03L-0, and 81-028/01L-0.

, 1

II. CAUSE OF THE OCCURRENCE

This event was caused by low Auxiliary Building supply flow rate which,
in tum, resulted in an exhaust flowrate which was below Technical
Specification limits. The low supply flow rate has been attributed
to problems with the design and operation of the supply danper,
AH-D-4002.

t

III. CIRClNSTANCES SURROUNDING THE OCCURRENCE ;

At the time of the occurrence, the Unit 2 facility was in a long-term !
cold shutdown state. The reactor decay heat was being renoved via
loss to ambient. Throughout the event there was no effect on the
Reactor Coolant System or the core.

IV. CORRECTIVE ACTIONS TAKEN OR TO BE TAKEN

Inmediate
,

I

Danper AH-D-4002 was lubricated and exercised through its full range of :
travel to ensure proper operation without binding, etc.

Short term

1. Flow limits and directions on what to do if these limits are not
met have been incorporated into the log sheets.
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!2. A weekly operational surveillance to verify ventilation flowrate,
filter differential pressure, and general operational conditions
has been established.

3. A corrective maintenance program has been instituted identifying
and correcting equipment problems associated with the Auxiliary
and Fuel Handling Ventilation Systems.

.

long Tenn
,

After careful consideration of the circtznstances, the Technical Specification :
limits and the Recovery Operations Plan limits, it has been determined that j
in addition to canpleting the corrective maintenance program referenced
in the short term corrective actions, the most appropriate long term
corrective action is to revise these doctanents. h refore, GPU Nuclear's
proposed corrective action is to establish more appropriate limits and
revise the Technical Specifications and the Recovery Operations Plan
accordingly, h following change requests have been submitted to the NRC
for approval.

1. Technical Specification Change Request No. 35 submitted '

April 19, 1982 (Reference 3).

2. Amendmnt to Technical Specification Change Request No. 35
submitted July 7, 1982 (Reference 6).

3. Recovery Operations Plan Change Request No.12 submitted
April 21, 1982 (Reference 4).

These change requests propose to revise the addressed limits to more clearly
,

'

define equipment requirements and to allow more flexibility in plant
operation and at the same time will not result in any reduction in the
protection of the health and safety of the public. For additional details
of the proposed changes, please refer to the subject change requests.
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