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EVENT DESCRIPTION AND PROBABLE CONSEQUENCES @

[6]2] | On 12/05/83, at 1255, with Unit 2 in Mode 5, Zone 17 Diesel Generator Building J
[6]7] | pre-action flame detector 2BSH8974 alarmed and could not be reset. A continuous |

[6]«]|fire watch had already been established satisfying the requirements of LCO |

(675]13.3.3.7, Action 'a'. On 12/19/83, at 1017, reduction of fire watch coverage to |

Lan hourly basis rendered the associated spray/sprinkler system inoperable. ]

(6]7] | LCG 2.7.8.2, Action 'a' was entered and satisfied by the hourly fire watch. Tie |

(o] | continuous firs gatch was reset at 1110 on 12/20/83. Public health and safety |
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CAUSE DESCRIPTION AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS @
| The cause of the alarm was due to a faulty component on a circuit card. N
}
|

[T7] | The compensatory fire watch will remain in effect until the detector is

(11z] Lreturned to service.
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STATION MAN"GER

U. £. Nuclear Regulatory Commiosion
Office of Inspection and Enforcement
Region V

1450 Maria Lane, Suite 210

Walnut Creek, California 94596-5368

Attention: Mr. J. B. Martin, Regional Administrator

Dear Sir:

Subject: Docket Nos. 50-361
30-bay Report
Licensee Event Report No. 83-107
San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station, Unit 2

Pursuant to Section 6.9.1.13.b of Appendix A, Technical
Specifications to Pacility Operating Licerse NPF-10 for San Onofre
Unit 2, this submittal provides the required 30-day written report
and a copy of the Licensee Event Report (LER) form for an
occurrence involving Limiting Conditions for Operation (.{O)
3.3.3.7 and 3.7.8.2 associated with the Fire Detection
Instrumentation and Fire Spray/Sprinkler Systems, respectively.
This report was delayed in order to provide a complete response,

On December 5, 1983, at 1255, with Unit 2 in Mode 5, an alarm was
received from the Zone 17 Diesel Generator Building pre-ac.icn
sprinkler flame detector, 2BSH8974. An investigation revealed
that the detector alarmed erroneously and coulé not be reset. A
centinuous fire watch had previously been established cdue to the
implementation of a plant modification in the area. The
continuous fire watch was maintained satisfying the requirements
of LCO 3.3.3.7, Action Statement 'a’.

On December 19, 1983, the above identified plant modification had
becn completed, and at 1012, with Unit 2 in Mode 3, the continuous
fire watch was reduced to an hourly fire watch. The reduction of
the fire watch to an hourly basis rendered Diesel Generator
Building pre-action spray/sprinkler system inoperable (since
actuation could no longer be provided by a continvous fire

watch). Action Statement 'a' of LCO 3.7.8.2, was therefore
entered and satisfied since an hourly fire watch was maintained.
The continuous fire watch was reinstated at 1110 on December 20,
1983, thereby returning the spray/sprinkler system to operable

status, exiting LCO 3.7.8.2.



Mr. J. B. Martin -2- January 6, 1984

The alarm was caused by a faulty component on a circuit card.
The circuit card is being replaced. The compensatory fire watch
will remain until the detector is returned to service. This is
considered to have been a random failure and no further
corrective action is planned.

There was no impact on the health and safety of plant personnel
or the public associated with this event.

If you require any additional information, please so advise.

Sincerely,

J( Mg i [ 7Y EPA

Enclosure: LER No. 83-107

cc: A. E. Chaffee (USNRC Resident Inspector, Units ), 2 and 3)
J. P. Stewart (USNRC Resident Inspector, Units 2 and 3)

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Inspection and Enforcement

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
PDivision of Technical Information and Document Control

Institute of Nuclear Power Operations (INPO)



