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D | During normal operation, the drywell CAM failed due to condensation in all three
j

g | detectors. Sample line heater was unplugged causing condensation to form. T.S. |

B 1 3.6.c.2 requires the drvwell air sampling system to be operable during reactor power
'

; i

. B | operation. " Crab sampling was init.iated to monitor the drywell atmosphere as g

, , D 1 permitted hv T.S. 4.6.C.2. There was no effect on public health or safety.
|

D l Redundant drvwell sump monitoring system was operable.
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3 I n.nknkin c ,,i c n en e norennnel error In th,t the sample line heater was unplugged. I

C I onnn Aternunrv. rho honter van nlucced in. This is considered a random event and I

j 9 I no recurrence control is reotired.
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BFRO-50- 259 / 82083 Technical Specification Involved 3.6.C.2

Reported Under Technical Specification 6.7.2.b.(2) * Date Due NRC 11/12/82
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' Event Narrative:

[ Unit 1 was operating at 98-percent power, unit 2 was in a refuelf ng outage, and
unit 3 was operating at 98-percent power. Only unit 1 was affected by the event.l;

During nomal operation, the red pen (noble gas channel) of the drywell
r' continuous air monitor (CAM) was obser.ved to be downscale along with the
j associated downscale alam. Upon investigaticn, condensaticn was discovered in

all three detectors. The detectors were dried out and the monitor returned to
nomal. At 2215 the alam came in again. The monitor was taken out of service

{- and the detectors were again found to have condensaticn in them. The detectors
:- were dried again and at that time it was discovered that the sample line heater

was unplugged. The heat trace was replugged. The monitor was returned to
service at 1600 on October 14, 1982. The drywell sump monitoring system was in'

service and a grab sample program was initiated per surveillance instruction (SI)<

4.6.C.2 while the monitor was out of service. The probable cause was personnel
error. It is unlikely that the heater became unplugged due to vibration or other
such factors. This is considered a random event and rv- recurrence control is
required.
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