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EVENT DESCRIPTION AND PROBABLE CONSEQUENCES h
o 2 |During review of plant surveillance procedures it was discovered that surveillance l

[o 13[ | requirements for some fire detection instruments, per Technical Specification |

|o |4 j | 4.3.7.9.1, had not been met. Several smoke detector zones had exceeded the testing I

jois| | frequency. Also, no documentation existed to indicate that heat detectors listed I

l o is | | in T.S. Table 3.3.7.9-1 had been tested. This event constituted no threat to l

I o | 7 | | plant or_public safety. I
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CAUSE DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS h
| i j o | |Intital testing was done under the preoperational test program. Since that time, I

|i|i|| test documentation and frequency tracking have been inadequate. An LCO was entered. I

,, ,,j |and fire watches were established per T.S.3.3.7.9. The required testing was performedJ

|ig3; |A review committee has been formed, which should prevent future occurrences. This |

| report is final per T.S.3.3.7.9.b. I, .i

7 8 9 80

STA % POWE R oTHER STATUS ISC VfY DISCOVERY DESCRIPTION

|1 |5 | Wh |0 |0 |0 |@| NA | | C |@| Procedure Review |

ACTIVI TY CO TENT
HELE ASE D OF RELE ASE AMOUNT OF ACTivlTY LOCATION OF RELE ASE

NA | | NA |y | Z | @ |Z jg|
7 8 9 10_ 11 44 4b 80

Pt RSONNE L E k POSUME S
NUuRE H TYPE DE SLniP TION

l i l 71 1010 l o l@LZ J@| NA |
_

'' *PERsONd'm;u'JiEs' " '

o< seniPuGN@Nuua n

|0|0|0|@| NA |i n

7 8 9 11 12 80
LO% 'F On DAMAGE TO F ACILITY
TYPE OL SC Ftt PTION

NA |(Zjg[1 9

_eUnti$TY 8212020061 821124' " "

irt o@oEsemPnON h
NRC USE ONLYPDR ADOCK 05000416

@ | S PDR | ||||||]||||||}2 o
F a Q In 68 69 80 5

o eeman PHONE..NAME OF PREPARER



e

's
,

*..

Attachment to
'AECM-82/568
Page 2 of 2

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION TO
LER 82-108/99 L-0

Mississippi Power & Light Company
Grand Gulf Nuclear Station - Unit 1
Docket No. 50-416

Technical Specification Involved: 4.3.7.9.1 and 3.3.7.9
Reported Under Technical Specification: 3.3.7.9.b

Event Narrative:

During a review of plant surveillance procedures, it was discovered that
surveillance requirements for some fire detection instruments, as per
Technical Specification 4.3.7.9.1, had not been met. Several smoke detector
zones had exceeded the required testing frequency. In addition, one smoke

detector zone had been omitted from the procedures and exceeded the required
testing frequency. It was further discovered that no docunentation existed to
indicate that the heat detectors listed in T.S. Table 3.3.7.9-1 had been
tested.

The initial testing of the detectors was performed under the preoperational
test program. Since that time, documentation for heat detector testing and
frequency tracking has been inadequate. When the incident was discovered, the
detectors were declared inoperable and an LCO was entered. Fire watches were
established pursuant to Technical Specification 3.3.7.9. Subsequent actions
were to add the omitted smoke detector zones to the surveillance procedures
and to complete testing on all untested detectors.

A surveillance review progrca has been established for reviewing and
correcting surveillance procedures. This program should prevent a future
recurrence of this type of event.

The total time of operation under T.S.3.3.7.9.a was six days; however, it is
not known how long the detector zones were untested. Therefore, this report
is filed as a thirty-day Special Report, as required by T.S.3.3.7.9.b.'

Previous Similar Events:

None.
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