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LI T NIAGARA
H 0 MOHAWK
NINE MILE POINT NUCLEAR STATION/P.O. BOX 32 LYCOMING,NEWYORK13093/TELEPHONE (315) 343-2110

July 10, 1989

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Document Control Desk
Washington, DC 20555

RE: Docket No. 50-220
LER 89-08

Gentlemen:

In accordance with 10CFR50.73, we hereby submit the following Licensee Event
Report:

LER 89-08 Which is being submitted in accordance with 10CFR50.73(a)(2)(i)(B),
"Any operation or condition prohibited by the plant's Technical
Specifications".

This report was completed in the format designated in NUREG 1022, Supplement 2

dated September 1985.

Very truly yours,

J. L. Willis
General Superintendent
Nuclear Generation "

JLW/GB/lmc
(0649V)

Attachment

cc: Regional Administrator, Region 1

Sr. Resident Inspector, W. A. Cook

"S90718035'3 890710
PDR ADOCK 05000-20
8 PDC
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NRC Form 355
1903)

LICENSEE EVENT REPORT {LER)

U.S. NUCLEAR REOULATOAYCOMMISSION

APPROVED OMB NO. 31504104

EXPIRES: SISIISS

FACILITYNAME lll
Nine Mile Point Unit 1

DOCKET NUMBER (2) PA

050002201OFO
Missed Fire Patrol Resulting in Techni.cal Speci,fication Vi,olati.on
Due to Procedure Inade uac and Miscormnunications

EVENT DATE (5) LER NUMBER (5) REPORT DATE (7) OTHER FACILITIES INVOLVED(5)

MONTH DAY YEAR YEAR @~: SEQUENTIAL
NUMSE R 2~)5 5 MONTH DAY YEAR

P@ NUMBER
FACILITYNAMES DOCKET NUMBER(S)

0 5 0 0 0

060 9 89 89 0 0 8 0 007 10 9 0 5 0 0 0

73.71(4)

nDI(c)

OPERATINO
MODE (9) N

POWE R
LEYEL 0 0(10)

50,73(e) (2)Drl

SO.n(e)(2)(rl

50 73lel)2)(rs)

50 73(e) (2) (rsl) (Al

THIS REPORT IS SUBMITTED PURSUANT TO THE REOUIREMENTS OF 10 CFR ()I IChech one or morr ol thr Iollortrnol lll)
20A02(4)

20.405(e)(I) (0

20.405 (~ ) (I I (4 I

20.405(e)

Ill�(BI)

20.405(el(1)(h)

20.405(e) (1)(r)

20A05(c)

50.35(cl(1)

50.35(c) (2)

X SO.n(e)(2)BI

50,73(e l(2) (4(

s0.73(e l(2)BID

50.73(e)12) (r(4l(sl

50.73(e)(2)( ~ I

LICENSEE CONTACT FOR THIS LER (12)

OTHER ISprclfy In Ahstrect
below end In Trxt, HRC Form
3FSAI

NAME

Michael A. Balduzzie Supervisor, Operations Support

TELEPHONE NUMBER

AREA CODE

31 534 9- 219 6
COMPLETE ONE LINE FOR EACH COMPONENT FAILURE DESCRIBED IN THIS AEPORT (13)

CAUSE SYSTEM COMPONENT MANUFAC
TURER

REPORTABLE ( ~ ) ~', gTO NPADS CAUSE SYSTEM COMPONENT MANUFAC.
TURER

.:sp j I,

@>IN."c~r,'UPPLEMENTAL

REPORT EXPECTED (14)

YES IIIyrt, completr EXPECTED SVSMISSIDH DATE/ X NO

ABsTRAGT ILlmlt to Iroo sprees, IA, epproxlmetrly sistern slnorr.specs typrwrinen linml (15)

%KM
MONTH DAY YEAR

EXPECTED
SUBMISSION

DATE Hs)

On June 9, 1989, it was determined that a fire watch patrol was not
established on June 6, 1989, in accordance with plant Technical
Specifications. The Nine Mile Point Unit 1 (NMPl) Nuclear Station was in a
cold shutdown condition with the core off-loaded.

The root cause of this event was determined to be an inadequate administrative
control process governing the request and i.ssuance of fire
protection/detection equipment mark-ups. A contributing factor was determined
to be miscommuni.cation.

Corrective action was to initially establish a fire watch patrol for the fire
detection zone in question. On June 11, 1989, a general patrol was
established as a temporary measure during this period of increased
maintenance, which will cover all Technical Specification areas regardless of
detection system status. Additionally, the process for removing fire detection
from service to facilitate unrelated maintenance activities will-be modified.
A Lessons Learned transmittal will be issued and will emphasize Control Room

accountability for ensuring Technical Specification compensatory action is
initiated. Procedure Nl-ODI-5.06 has been revised to require the request for
prearranged outage of equipment form to be re-routed to the Fire Chief if any
changes or additions are made. The procedure will also require the Chief
Shift Operator (CSO) to document the noti.fication of the Fi,re Chief.

NRC Form 355
(903)
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NRC Far~ 355A
I943} 'ICENSEE EVENT REPORT ILER) TEXT CONTINUATION

V.S. NVCLEAR REOULATORY COMMISSION

APPROVED OMS NO. 3IEO&}04
EXPIRES: 9/3}/99

FACILITYKAMEIll DOCKET NVMSER }2} LER NUMSER IEI PACE IS}

Nine Mile Point Unit l,
TEXT /I//RNF 5pppp /I /FFyPNE Iep NRRina/HRC fcyM3RLASJ }Ill

YEAR >+<P: 55 QUENT/AL g''P IIVOION
NUM TR m NUMPTR

o s o o o 22 089 008 00 03 oFO 5

A root cause analysis for this event has been completed per Site Supervisory
Procedure, S-SUP-1, "Root Cause Evaluation Program". This analysis was
performed utilizing the Human Performance Evaluation System (HPES), published
by the Institute of Nuclear Power Operations (INPO).

The root cause for this event, based upon the HPES report, indicates an
inadequate administrative control process governing the request and issuance
of mark-ups. Contributing causes to this event were:

1) A breakdown of verbal communications.

2) The process of requesting a prearranged outage of equipment is normally
handled between the Chief Shift Operator (CSO) (controller) and the
mark-up man (requestor). The fact that the Fire Chief needs to be made
aware of the details for the equipment outage increase the potential for
miscommunication.

3) Written communications are also suspect in that the description of points
requiring piotective tagging on the request for prearranged outage of
equipment were inadequate.

4) A failure on the part of the Control Room to ensure the Technical
Specification required compensatory action was initiated.

5) An increased level of maintenance activity associated with an extended
plant outage, causing an unusually large number of detection systems to be
out of service.

This event is considered reportable per 10CFR50.73(a)(2)(i)(B), "Any operation
or condition prohibited by the plant's Technical Specifications".

The December 1987 fire hazards analysis for Nine Mile Point Unit 1 documents
that the average combustible loading in the affected fire zone on the

250'levationof the Turbine Building is under 60,000 BTU/Ft . This translates
to an equivalent fire severity of under 45 minutes. The primary combustible
material in this area is cable insulation in trays. The cable trays are
protected by pre-action sprinkler systems.

This area of the Turbine Building is protected by a pre-action fire
suppression water sprinkler system (WP-2013), identified by the Technical
Specifications as Turbine Building, elevation 250'orth. Two detection
zones, DA-2013N and DA-2013S, are. utilized and cover areas which are open to
each other. Either detection zone can automati.cally actuate the pre-action
suppression system.

NRC FORM 3555
}943} RUSOPO:}9994425 }}34/539





NRC Form 388A
1983) LICENSEE EVENT REPORT {LER) TEXT CONTINUATION

U.S, NUCLEAR REOULATORY COMMISSION

APPROVED OMS NO, 3)50&)Cd
EXPIRES: 8/31/88

FACILITYNAME Ill DOCKET NUMBER 111 LER NUMBER LEI

YEAR 'grf SEQUENTIAL gg> EVISIO
."rrr NUM eo PR ~ I/UMSTA

PACE 13)

Nine Mile Point Unit 1

TEXT ///more ForNe /I t/I//ree 5 Uee /reo/oer ~ /YRC form 3/ISA'F/ I)T)

050002209 —0080004oF05

(Cont'd)

Although this automatic actuation function from these zones was inoperable
during this event, a fire occurring in the north (DA-2013N) section of this
location would not have burned until all combustibles were consumed. The
following event would have occurred:

(1) The Fire Watch Patrol assigned to Zone DA-2013S would have detected
and reported a fire in Zone DA-2013N provided that the fire was in a
readily observable portion of Zone DA-2013N. Patrols are conducted
on a one-half hour basis which is more frequent than the one hour
requirement of the Technical Specification.

As previously identified, the primary combustibles in this location are cables
in trays. Normal ignition sources are minimal'n this area due to a minimum
amount of rotating electrical equipment and the radiological controls
associated with the Turbine Building. Additionally, this location is not a
normal travel route to other plant locations and is separated from other
non-contiguous plant locations by rated fire barriers.

Based on these considerations, the likelihood of a fire occurring and
remaining undetected during the time period in question is reasonably low.
Therefore, the identified Technical Specification violation represents no
significant safety consequences which would have threatened the health and
safety of plant personnel or .the general publi.c.

Immediate corrective action on June 9, 1989 was to initiate fi.re watch patrol
for detection zone DA-2013N. On June ll, 1989, the Fire Department initiated
a general patrol as a temporary measure due to the increased level of
maintenance activity associated with the extended plant outage. This patrol
requires all Technical Specification areas to be patrolled regularly, whether
fire detection is out of service or not. A patrol of this type would have
prevented this event.

Additional corrective action will require the Fire Chief to act as the mark-up
man when removing fire detection from service for unrelated maintenance. A
Lessons Learned transmittal will be issued which will focus on communication
and will emphasize Control Room accountability,to ensure compensatory action
is initiated in accordance with Technical Specifications.

Operations Department Instruction, Nl-ODI-5.06 has been revised to require the
request for pre-arranged outage of equipment form to be re-routed to the Fire
Chief if any changes or additions are made subsequent to the Fire Chief's
review. This procedure will also require the Chief Shift Operator (CSO) to
document notification of the Fire Chief on the mark-up sheet.

NRC FORM Sddo
L983)
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