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Big Rock Point Technical Specification 3.7(c) requires that “Each reactor shutdown for
refueling, but in no case at intervals greater than two years, all electrical and

accessible piping penetration nipple welds be visually examined for evidence of corrosion,
cracking or deterioration"”.

NO

ANCEE

Contrary to the above, two containment electrical penetrations, H-115A and H-115B, had not
been inspected since they were installed in 1985. Both penetrations are located on the
bottom of the equipment air lock under the floor. The electrical penetrations had been
considered inaccessible due to the floor plates being welded in place, therefore
inspections during refueling outages were not performed. This discovery was made while the
plant was shutdown, and containment integrity was not required.

In 1985, TS 3.7(c) was interpreted to treat electrical and piping penetrations the same;
that is, only accessible penetrations required inspection. Following closer review, the
Big Rock Staff has concluded that this interpretation was incorrect.

The penetrations were accessed by grinding/cutting the grating and flooring as required.
The penetrations were inspected and no evidence of deterioration or cracking was detected.
The grating/flooring was tack welded back in place to facilitate future inspections.
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IDENTIFICATION OF EVENT

This event is reportable to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission pursuant to :

10 CFR 50.73(a)(2)(i)(B) - "Any operation prohibited by the plant’s Technical
Specifications".

| REFERENCES
| 1. Big Rock Point Technical Specification 3.7(c).

2. TV-01, Visual Inspection of Penetration Welds, Expansion Joints and/or Electrical
Penetration.

| 3. T-180-01B, Personnel and Equipment Lock Sphere Component Leak Rate Test.
4. Facility Change 462J, Appendix R Penetration Nozzle Installation.
| EVENT DESCRIPTION

| Big Rock Point Technical Specification 3.7(c) requires that "Each reactor [RCT] shutdown
for refueling, but in no case at intervals greater than two years, all electrical and

| accessible piping penetration [PEN] nipple welds be visually examined for evidence of
corrosion, cracking or deterioration".

| Contrary to the above, two containment [NH] electrical penetrations, H-115A and H-1158,

| had not been inspected since they were installed in 1985. Both penetrations are located on
the bottom of the equipment air lock under the floor. The electrical penetrations had been
considered inaccessible due to the floor plates being welded in place, therefore

| inspections during refueling outages were not performed. This discover, was made while the

| plant was shutdown, and containment integrity was not required.

| ROOT CAUSE

A root cause analysis was performed and concluded that the modification process for
Facility Change 462J, Appendix R Penetration Nozzle Installation, did not provide adequate
review to assure compliance with the Technical Specifications.

In 1985, TS 3.7(c) was interpreted to treat electrical and piping penetrations the same;

that is, only accessible penetrations required inspection. Following closer review, the
Big Rock Staff has concluded that this interpretation was incorrect.
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| CORRECTIVE ACTION
Immediate

The penetrations were accessed by grinding/cutting the grating and flooring as required.
The penetrations were inspected and no evidence of deterioration or cracking was detected. |
i The grating/flooring was tack welded hack in place to facilitate future inspections.

| Long Term

The plant procedure for containment penetration inspection, TV-01, has been revised to
| eliminate the "inaccessible" designation from penetrations H-115A and H115B.

| Note: The modification process will not be modified as this was the result of a 1985

activity and does not represent an increasing trend according to the Corrective Action
System.

| SAFETY SIGNIFICANCE

| This issue had no safety significance. The penetrations were inspected, and no evidence of]|
deterioration or cracking was detected. During plant operation since 1985, T-180-01B,
Personnel and Equipment Lock Sphere Component Leak Rate Test, checked the integrity of thelf
equipment lock, including both penetrations. The results of this local leak rate test have

| been within the acceptance criteria for the test, ensuring that containment integrity was :
not compromised. f
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