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EVE *.T DESCRirTION AND PRCBASLE CONSECUENCES h
o i2 | At 1630 on 4/20/79 chemical analysis of the reactor coolant revealed chloride and [

| fluoride concentrations of 3.35 FPM and .88 PPM respectively. Tech. Spec. section |c, , 3 ;

3.4.7 and Table 3.4-1 requires RCS C1 and F1 concentrations to be $ 0.15 PPM (steady |
o a 1-

o is ; state) and < 1.50 PPM (transient). The C1 and F1 concentrations (.15 PPM and .12 PPM)|
_

| had returned within steady state limits by 0400'on 4/22/79 and 2020 on 4/21/79. The [o c

o t 7 ! | C1 concentration (1.47 PPM) had returned within transient limits by 0315 on 4/21/79. ),

; F1 never exceeded transient Ilmits during this event. The health and safety of the [o g

7 a s public were not attected. sa
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CAusE $5scaiPTton ANo connective actions @
i O | An investigation failed to determine the source for the increased fluoride and chloridb

| concentrations. As required by Tech. Spec. action statement 3.4.7.c, an encineerina Ii

| evaluation of this condition with regard to structural integrity of the RCS has been |i 7

,;3 | pe r fo rd.ed. The engineering evaluation determined that the structural integrity of |

[t t- I the RCS hr.s not been impaired and that the RCS is acceptable for continued operation. I
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