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EVENT DESCRIPTION AND PROBABLE CONSEQUENCES

7] Lburing normal operatjon of upit 1. smoke detector X §-39-27A alarmed and would not |

3] Lclear.

This alarm could have masked signals from detector X 5-39-27B, which is )

4] |lrequired to be operable by T.S. There was no _effect on public health |

.3 Land safety.

3] lsystems. [he system was returned to service in 4 hours and 45 minutes. |
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A patrolling firewatch was established. There are no redundant |
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CAUSE DESCRIPTION AND \.OHRECTNE ACTIONS @
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D L__Increased detector sensitivity is the most probable cause. The defective smoke I
] Ldetector (Kidde model FT-200) was replaced and a new detector was tested per |

7] LSI 4.11.C.1 & 5. A firewatch was established per T.S. 3.11.C.2. This is considered |

D La random failure and no further recurrence control is required. |
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Unit 2 was in a refueling outage; unit 3 was operating at 86-percent. power; these
units were unaffected by this event. Unit 1 was operating at 95-percent power
when operators cbserved a smoke alarm on panel 9-20. Smoke detector XS-39-27A
alarmed and would not clear. The alarmm could have masked signals from detector
XS-39-27B, which is required to be operable by Technical Specification 3.11.C.1.
The defective smoke detector (Kidde model FT-200) was replaced and a new
detector was tested per Surveillance Instruction 4.11.C.1 and 5. System was
returned to service in four hours and forty-five minutes. The most probable
cause of this event was increased detector sensitivity. There are no redundant
Systems. There was no effect on public health and safety. A patrolling
firewatch was established per Technical Specification 3.11.C.2. This is
considered a random failure and no further recurrence control is required.
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