& Northeast Rope Ferry Rd. (Rouie 156), Waterford, CT 06385
W Nuclear Energy Milistone Nuclear Power Station

Northeast Nuclear Energy Company
PO. Box 128

Waterford, CT 063850128

(203) 4444300

Fax (203) 4442277

The Northeast Utilities System

Donald B. Miller Jr.,
Senior Vice President — Milistone

Re: 10CFR50.73(a) (2)(i)
December 2, 1994
MP=94-656

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Document Control Des
Washington, D.C. 20555

Reference: Facility Operating License No. DPR—-65

Docket No. 50—~ 33¢
Licensee Event Report 94—-035-00

This letter forwards Licensee Event Report 94— 035 — 00 required to be submitted within
thirty (30) days pursuant to 10CFR50.73(a)(2)(i).

Very truly yours,

NORTHEAST NUCLEAR ENERmNZ

Donald B. Miller, Jr.
Senior Vice President — Miilstone Station
DBM/PS:ljs
Attachment: LER 94-035-00
cc: T.T. Martin, Region | Administrator

P. D. Swetland, Senior Resident Inspector, Millstone Unit Nos. 1, 2, and 3
G. S. Vissing, NRC Project Manager, Millstone Unit No. 2
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Description of Event

On November 2, 1£.94, at approximately 0800 with the plant in Mode 6, the discovery was made that the
type of fire watch established for a breached electrical penetration between the Spent Fuel Pool (SFP) area
and the Blowdown Room did not satisfy the Technical Specification requirements. Technical Specification
3.7.10 "Penetration Fire Barriers” requires that “All fire rated assemblies . . . shall be OPERABLE." If
inoperable, Operations is required to “. . . establish a continuous fire watch on at least one side of the
affected fire rated assembly and, or penietration seal . . ." This requirement applies for any size breach for
which there is no fire suppression or fire detection equipment on both sides of the wall. The areas involved
are the Spent Fuel Pool and the Blowdown Room. Neither of these fire protection areas have fire
suppression or fire detection eguipment, therefore, a continuous fire watch was recuired upon receipt of
the report of the questionable penetration on February 18, 1994,

The report was made to the Control Room by a maintenance mechanic who discovered a removed
junction box cover during performance of the 18 month visual fire barrier surveillance. The junction box
cover had bewn removed by an unknown . “rson, the conduit curves upward into the wall above the
junction box making a fire seal impossible «. see from the floor. The mechanics have been instructed to
report a “questionable penetration” until an evaluation can be made by Technical Support Engineering.
The mechanic made the report to the Senior Control Operator (SCO) in addition to submitting his
surveillance report for evaluation. The SCO notified the Fire Watch supervisor to add this penetration to
the roving fire watch list. The SCO then logged into Technical Specification Action Statement (TSAS)
3.7.10.a.1, believing the penetration had the proper suppression or detection equipment on both sides.

The mechanic sought and received a special AWO to remove the conduit cover from the conduit fitting on
the SFP side of the wall to determine, if there was a fire seal installed there. There was none.

On February 25, 1994, based on the inspector's report and an engineering evaluation by the Fire
Protection engineer, the disposition of the penetration required the installation of a fire seal. Since the fire
watch had already been established on February 18, 1994, and repairs would be made, no further action
was taken at this time.

On November 2, 1994, Operations established a continuous fire watch on the SFP side of the penetration
and entered TSAS 3.7.10.a.2.

There were no automatic or manually initiated safety systems actuated as a result of the event.

Cause of Event

The root cause of this event was personnel error. The SCO who received the information that there was a
guastionable penetration between the Blowdown Room and the SFP entered TSAS 3.7.10.a.1. This was

not the appropriate Action Statement for this condition. There are few vital rooms in the plant that do not

possess suppression and detection equipment, but these two do not. The proper TSAS for this situation

was 3.7.10.a.2.

Analysis of Event

This report is being submitted pursuant the requirements of 10CFR50.73(a)(2)(i)(B) “any operation or
condition prohibited vy the plant's Technical Specifications.”

There were minimal safety consequences for this event based on the limited fire hazard and small amount
of safe shutdown related equipment in the effected rooms
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V. Corrective Action
A continuous fire watch was established on November 2, 1994, in the SFP area. The penetration was
repaired by installing a fire seal and closing the junction box. The TSAS was then exited.
The involved SCO has been counseled and other S8 and SCOs have been reminded to use proper
reference material for fire hazard issues. A Technical Specification Change Reguest is being processed to
remove Fire Protection requirements from the Technical Specifications. When this change occurs,
Technical Support Engineering will add a tabie of rooms that require continuous fire watches to the
Technical Requirements Manual,
V. Additional Information

Similar LERs: 84-008-00 — This LER was similar in that it related to fire penetrations being inoperable,
but it had different causes and corrective actions.

EIIS Codes: Fire Protection Penetration (no code)
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