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PREVIOUS REPORT DATE: 8-26-80
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EVENT DESCRIPTION AND PROBABLE CONSEQUENCES h
lo |2| | At 0700 indicated level in both #11 and #12 service water (SRW) head |

1013 I I tanks went from normal operating level to full. Approximately 5 minute |

lo |4 | | later an isophase bus duct cooling low flow alarm was received. An in- |

loIs| | vestigation revealed #11 instrument air compressor after cooler had |

|0 le 1 | failed causing air ingress into both SRW subsystems. System pressure did |

|0|7|| not drop below normal during the event. The after cooler was isolated |

| 018 | | and the SRW system was returned to normal at 0800. Similar event: 80-27. |
80
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SE QUENTI AL OCCURRENCE REPORT REVISION
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CAUSE DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS h
11 101 l Meta 11ureical examination has revealed that the tubes of the after cool- |

1 1 | er were cracked by over rolline on installation. The after cooler was !

I'i TTI I replaced with an identical one from the plant air system and was retubed |

Q| The system was revised to include higher capacity air vents with inte- |

1 4 | gral air-flow detectors which initiate alarms in the Control Room. |
7 8 9 80

ST S % POWER OTHER STATUS DIS O RY DISCOVERY DESCRIPTION

[1 L_j b_jh | Il O! Ol@| N/A | |A|@| Operator Observation |

A TIVITY CO TENT
RELEASED OF RELEASE AMOUNT OF ACTIVITY LOCATION OF RELEASE

@ LZl@| N/A I | N/A |1 6
-

PERSONNEL EXPOS ES
NUMBE R DESCRIPTION

| 0 | 0 | 0 |h|TYPEjhl N/A |
I
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PE RSONNE L INJURIES
NUMBER DESCRIPTION

|0|0|0|@| N/A |1 R
7 8 9 11 12 80

LOSS OF OR DAMAGE TO FACILITY
TYPE DESCRIPTION

(_Z_j@| N/A |i 9
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iLER'NO. =80-41/1X, Revision 1

.. - c DOCKET No.'- 50-317-
O~'E LICENSE'NO. DPR 53 ..

EVENT DATE. 08-12-82
' REPORT DATE:. 10-06-82

ATTACHMENT
,

EVENT DESCRIPTION AND PROBABLE CONSEQUENCES (CONT'D)^

~

.

At 0700 on August 12, 1980,'~with Unit One operating at 100% power indicated level
.in both #11 and #12 Service Water (SRW) head tanks went from normal operating

~

tievel to full. About-five minutes later an isophase bus duct cooling low flow-

-alarm was received. The' Shift Supervisor-immediately suspected that air was.being
. introduced into the system. A subsequent investigation revealed that #11 Instrument-
. Air' Compressor-After Cooler had failed causing air ingress to both service water:
subsystems. . With both subsystems in operation the automatic-vents provided adequate

| air removal capability to insure system operability. System pressure did not drop
below the normal. operating band in either sybsystem during the event. After #11
Instrument Air Compressor Air Cooler was isolated, the: service water system was
restored to normal operation at 0800. LER 80-27 (U-1) describes a similar event.

.

-The air cooler was. subsequently replaced by.an identical one and was examined
metallurigically for mode of failure. It was discovered-that in the manufacturing
process-the tubes of the heat exchanger had been over rolled. This caused longitu--

:dinal cracks _in the tubes, ultimately leading to failure. The heat exchanger was
retubed~and returned to stock.

1 Engineering review indicated a need for system modification. Automatic vent valvee
of higher capacity and having-air flow-rate detectors which initiate alarms in the

., Control' Room vrere added to.the system. No further action is necessary.
~
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