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EVENT DESCIUIPTION AND PROSABLE CONSEQUENCES

7 Lmnngm@mn. the 3-90-256 drywell CAM was removed from service for |
i1 |_maintenance. A loose packing on the flow control valve was causing erratic flow. |
B |_T.S. 3.6.C.2 requires the sump and air sampling systems to be operable during |
%] Lreactor power operation. The CAM was out of service 4 hours and 20 minutes. Grab |

|_sampling was initiated to ensure that no limits were exceeded. There was no effect |

=

7] |_on public health and safety. Redundant sump monitoring system was available and |
11 {_operable. |
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CAUSE DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTIVE ACTIO?.S J
:’ L_Ihe_ﬁ.l&in of this event was vibration. The packing on the flow control valve |
J Lof the MWC model AM=331 BF continuous air monitor was tightened which corrected g

7 L_the problem. Since vibration has not been a problem with CAMs in the past, this is

7] |_considered a random event and no recurrence control is required. |
P . |
Faiitite " 80
STAT: S PrnEnN OTHEASTALIN @ ..,‘. {-””n O%

/_ C " ] Laveny DIGCTVERY DESCMiv T, (2-?‘

0 ( El [_L’O ]n I | NA | A K’?L Control room alarm ~ |

P TS £ 'Z’\'. 3 % T a R

Lé oy -~ SFOF ACTIVIEY () OCATIOINOF $ig A )
JLZJ J LZ_.'* uL A l a A or e (2 |

LA B Pt i . 44 49 80

“ Tywe i —..‘..( l)
l ol 0’ ol’ [ !f - NA N
Piv .'.r«. iy Ho

Ea e -,(-:l

U)_L‘ ln .'-':77 :. o NA K

" ’ )“‘ ‘. - “‘:Ilv‘:{' = : "
L l/‘ - o NA '
it v v T o 8212020264 821117 ='l‘
i '/‘ I;..muv SR G PDR ADOCK 05000396 Ford€ USL GhaLy
'.-JV.. - . oLty rerrgr g

LAE OF Pucespen it David Thorpe A (205) 7200421



-_—

——

—————

-

- ——

" Tennessee Valley Authority Form BF 17
Browns Ferry Nuclear Plant BF 15.2
2/1%/82

LER SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION

BFRO-50-_296 /_ 82081 Technical Specificatisn [avolved 3,6.C.2

Reported Under Technical Specification 6,7.2.b.(2) * Date Due NRC  11/20/82

Event Narrative:

Unit 1 was cperatirg at ¢9.%-percent power, unit 2 was ir. a refueling outage, and
unit 3 was cperating at ©9.0-percent. Only unit 3 was affected by the event.
Technical Specification (TS) 3.6.C.2 requires that the sump and air sampling
systems tc be cperable during reactor-pcwer cperaticn. The continuous air
monitor (CAM) 3-G0-256 was taken out of service for a total of U hours and 20
minutes for mairterance on the flcw contrcl valve. The sump monitoring system
was creratle and a grab sample program was iritiated per Surveillance Instructicn
(EI) 4.6.C.2 to ensure rno limits were exceeded. The cause of this event was
vibraticn. The packing cn the flcw centrol valve was leaking. Pipefitters
remcvea the valve, tightered the packing and reinstzlled the valve which
corrected the protlem. Since vibraticn has not been a protlem on continuous air
menitcrs in the past, this is ccnsidered a randem event and no recurrence control
is required.
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