Lycoming, New York 13083
315 342-3840 \

Harry P. Salmon, Jr.
Resident Manage: i

2 oo

Decamber 13, 1993
JAFP-93-0662

Document Control Desk
Mail Station P1-137
Washington, D.C. 20555

SUBJECT: DOCKET NO. 50-333

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
LICENSEE EVENT REPORT: LER~-93-024:
Fire Protection Hose Station Periodic Testing Discrepancy

Dear Sir:

This report is submitted in accordance with 10CFR50.73(a) (2) (i) (B).

Questions concerning this report may be addressed to
Mr. Donald Simpson at (315) 249-6361.

Very truly yours,

7’ 7 - ” \\
HARRY P. SALMON, JR
\
|
|
|
|
\

HPS: &tlc

Enclosure

cc: USNRC, Regicen I
USNRC Resident Inspector
INPO Reccords Center
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On November 11, 1993, the plant was shutdown and in the cold condition with
the Reactor Mode Switch in refuel. A scheduled maintenance outage was in
progress. During a weekly NRC Resident Inspector meeting, the inspector
guestioned what testing was required under the Technical Specification
Table 4.12.3 heading "Flow/Hydrostatic Test (1)". Specifically does this
heading require opening each hose station valve and verifying water flow.

Initial investigation determined that no flow testing had been performed on
Fire Protecticn hose stations. Following evaluation, it was determined
that although flow testing may not have been required in accordance with
the Technical Specification basis reference documents, correspondence
between the Commission and the Authority in the development of this
specification identified a specific flow test. The Authority concluded on
November 16, 1993, that flow testing should have been performed. The test
procedure was revised and testing completed with satisfactory results.
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Event Description

The plant was shutdown and in the cold condition with the Reactor Mode
Switch in Refuel. A Maintenance outage was in progress. Based on a
guestion from the NRC Resident Inspector on November 11, 1993, staff was
investigating Technical Specification Table 4.12.3 test requirements for
manual fire hose stations [KP] under the heading "Flow/Hydrostatic Test

(1 )*. The Resident Inspector guestioned if this heading required opening
each hose station valve and verifying water flow.

Following initctial investigation on November 11, 1993, it was determined
that testing performed under the heading "Flow/Hydrostatic Test (1)" did
not include opening each hose station valve or verification of water flow.
A review of the Technical Specification Bases, NFPA 14-1978, identified
that testing was being performed in accordance with the code guidelines;
however, there was no reference to a flow test such as the one in question.

A Deviation Event Report was initiated to evaluate the Technical
Specification Bases to determine test requirements and the adequacy of the
current test program.

Licensing conducted further review of correspondence between the Commission
and the Authority preceding the approval of Technical &pecification
Amendment 34, which implemented this specification.

- In December, 1976, and again in June, 1977, the Commission
provided the Authority with sample Technical Specifications for
fire protection testing which were to be used by the Authority in
ihe develupment of site specific specifications. These
specifications both identified a test to “partially open hose
station valves to verify valve operability and no blockage".

- In August, 1977, The Authority issued a proposed Fire Protection
Technical Specification submittal, which used a column headed,
"Flow Test" under hose stations. The basis for this test was the
same as in the current Technical Specification, "periodic
inspections are in accordance with NFPA guidelines ..." (NFPA 14~
1978). The NFPA guidelines did not identify a flow test such as
the test identified in the sample Technical Specifications.
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[vex
Analysis

The Technical Specification basis source documents have no specific
requirement for flow testing of individual hose stations. The Authority
review of the sample Technical Specification provided by the Commissiocn did
not identify the difference in testing methodology for this section of
Table 4.12.3, when compared with the Authority bases documents. Because
the Authority did not propose or define an alternate definition of hose
station test, the definition included in the Commission sample Technical
Specifications provided in 1976 should have been used.

A review of the NFPA code of record (NFPA 14-1978) which forms the basis
for this Technical Specification shows no specific flow test requirement
for individual hose stations; however, the tabular format and headings of
surveillance requirements matched those of the sample specifications
provided by the NRC. Although the FitzPatrick Surveillance Test Program
for individual hose stations met all requirements of the NFPA code of
record which formed the Technical Specification basis, the Commission
expectations for flow testing were not included as they should have been.
Based upon this determination, the omission is being reported under
10CFR50.73(a)(2) (1) (B) as a condition prohibited by the Technical
Specifications.

The safety significance of this test omission is low. Because all testing
required by the NFPA code of record was included in the surveillance test
program, there was reasonable assurance that hose stations would perform as
designed. Upon determining that flow testing should have been performed,
the Authority immediately revised the test procedure and tested all
applicable hose stations. This testing was completed on November 17, 1993,
with satisfactory results.
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An adequacy review of FitzPatrick Fire Protection Surveillance Test
Program is in progress. This review is being conducted in accordance
with improved administrative controls. 1Initial review of all Fire
Protection functional test procedures will be completed by December
31, 1993.
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FitzPatrick Nuclear

The surveillance test procedure for this specification was revised and
the hose station flow testing performed. This action was
satisfactorily completed on November 17, 1993.
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Failed Components:

Previous Similar Events:

REVISION §

None

There have been no cother events at this facility
where the Surveillance Test Program was
implemented in accordance with the Technical
Specifications Bases documents, but failed to meet
regulatory requirements.




