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This LER refers to a failure to maintain a firewatch .t{ﬂ.
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1 G L. while the Unit 2 Recirc MG set fire
‘ i ~detection system was out of service for constructicn work, in viclation
i
Ca Tl | of Tech Spec 3.14.C.24(2). During the 5 hours in which the patrol was
not being performed, there was no activity in progress which would have
e b1 increased the probability of a fire. Operating personnel were periodical-
i e 1) ] ly ir the area completing roriz’ ausignments. For thess weasons, the safe-
! (1) ty significance of this occurrence is minimal.
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(71711 A failure in communications resulted in the firewatch vacating the pomit- ___ _
|
' 17 ¢ ored area prior to restoration of the fire detection system. A new pro- . _
! | ]|  cedure has subsequently been placed into effect,establishing shii® super-
71 | vision control of firewatch activities. Firewatch personnel and their
; (L[T] |__. supervision have been instructed in the application of this pro-edups. . . ..
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