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EVENT DESCRIPTION AND PROBABLE CONSEQUENCES
[ During the startup Test Program, a drywell vacuum breaker was considered inopera- |

EBER | ble based on indiciation that it was partially open (i.e., both indicating lights |
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CAUSE DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS @
[7T0] [ The limit switches on the drywell vacuum breakers have exhibited high failure |

[({I"] [ rates. A separate report is being prepared that will identify the failure J
[772] | mechanism and planned course of action. .
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Attachment

Licensee Event Report W

The Drywell Vacuum Breaker PSV-15704E2 indicated partially open in the Control
Room. Because actual vacuum breaker position could not be verified, Technical
Specification Limiting Condition of Operation, Section 3.6.4 was entered and is
therefore reportable per 6.9.1.9.b.

Upon entry into the Suppression Pool, electrizal maintenance personnel found
the vacuum breaker in the closed position, and the limit switch failed. This
problem is similar to that described in LER 82-027/03L-0 and LER 82-056/03L-0.
A separate report is being prepared that will identify the failure mechanism
and planned course of action.



