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On December 13, 1986, while Unit 2 was in Mode 1 (Power Operation) at 100 percent
po~er, the time limit of Technical Specification (TS) 4.11.2.1.2, Table 4.11-2, item 4
(continuous particulate sample), including the allowable extension of TS 4.0.2, was
exceeded for the plant vent particulate sample. The sample collected on
December ll, 1986, from the Unit 2 plant vent filter was not counted for principal
gamma emitters within 48 hours. However, the filter was counted for monthly gross
alpha and quarterly strontium composite particulate sample.

The surveillance requirement for the Unit 2 plant vent particulate sample'was
satisfied on December 12, 1986 when a 24 hour sample was collected due to changing
power levels. These sample results were well within TS limits.
The missed surveillance was di scovered February 18, 1987, when Chemi stry and Radiation
Protection (CIIIRP) Management conducted a review of chemistry counting data.

The cause of the event was personnel error in that the counting room technician
overlooked the sample, and the foreman did not discover it during his review.

The results of particulate samples for several days before and after this missed
analysis showed no detectable activity, and a review of 2-RE-28 A/8 (plant vent
continuous air particulate monitor) data showed no abnormal readings. Thus no adverse
safety consequences or implications resulted from this event.
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Chemical Analysis Procedure A-6 will be revised to include a note that requires, the
C&RP Foreman to review both the Iodine and Particulate sample results at the same time.
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I. ni 1 n
'

Unit 2 was in Hode 1 (Power Operation) at 100 percent power.,

II. D ri n f v n

A. Event:

On December 13, 1986, while Unit 2 was in Mode 1 (Power Operation) at
100'L power, the surveillance test interval of Technical Specification
(TS) 4.11.2.1.2, Table 4.11-2, item 4 (continuous particulate sample),
was exceeded, including the allowable extension of TS 4.0.2. This

, occurred when the Unit 2 plant vent particulate (IL) sample, collected
on December ll, 1986, from the Unit 2 plant vent was not counted for
principal gamma emitters within 48 hours. The filter was collected
along with the required iodine charcoal cartridge sample on
December 11, 1986, in accordance with procedure CAP E-2, "Chemical
Analysis Procedure - Gas Sampling." The iodine charcoal cartridge was
counted for I-131 and I-133 as required,*but the particulate filter was
not counted for principal gammas. The filter was counted for the
monthly gross alpha composite and the quarterly st,'ontium composite
particulate sample.

The surveillance requirement on the Unit 2 plant vent particulate sample
was satisfied on December 12, 1986, when a 24-hour sample was collected,
due to changing power levels, and analyzed. These sample results were
within TS limits.

The missed surveillance was discovered on February 18, '1987, after
Chemistry and Radiation Protection (C&RP) Management conducted a review
of Chemistry counting data and could not find the sample results.

B. Inoperable structures, components or systems that contributed to the
'vent:

None

C. Dates for major occurrences:

l. December ll, 1986: The particulate filter sample and iodine
cartridge sample were collected from Unit 2
plant vent, but the particulate sample,was not
counted for principal gammas.

2. December 12, 1986: The next 24-hour sample was collected from
Unit 2 plant vent and counted for principal
gammas.
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3. December 13, 1986: Event date: Filter collected on
December 11, 1986, not counted for principal
gammas within the 48 hours required by
TS 4.11.2.1.2.

4. February 18, 1987: Discovery Date: C&RP management discovered the
missed surveillance while conducting a review
of Chemistry counting data.

D. Other systems or secondary functions affected:

None

E. Hethod of discovery:

The missed surveillance was discovered on February 18, 1987, when C&RP
Hanagement conducted a search and review of Chemistry counting data and
could not find the sample results.

F. Operator actions:

None required.

G. Safety system response:

Not applicable.

f v n

A. Immediate cause:

The sample was not counted for principal gammas after being submitted to
the count room for counting.

B. Root cause:

Personnel error (cognitive error) in that the counting room technician
overlooked counting of the sample, and the C&RP Foreman did not discover
this error during his review of the counting data. Collection of the
iodine and particulate samples is documented on a technician turnover
log. The responsibility for review of sample results is shared by two
foremen. In the past, sample results for the particulate and iodine
samples may have left the count room at different times and been
reviewed by separate C&RP Foremen. This allowed a sample to be missed
in the count room without the foremen detecting it during the review
process.
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IV. n 1 v n

The results of particulate samples for several days before and after this
missed surveillance showed no detectable activity, and a review of 2-RE-28
A/B (plant vent continuous air particulate monitor) data showed no detectable
activity. Thus no safety consequences or implications resulted from this
event.

V. ~l
Chemical Analysis Procedure A-6 RGaseous Radwaste Discharge Hanagement", will
be revised to include a note that requires the C&RP Foreman to review both
the Iodine and Particulate sample results at the same time. This, coupled
with the C&RP Foreman review of the technician turn over log, which documents
sample collection, will ensure that the samples are collected and counted.

VI. iin Infrm in
A. Failed components:

None

B. Previous LER on similar events:

2-86-009 - Hissed surveillance due to technician failing to change
plant vent sample media. The applicable procedure was
revised for this LER, requiring the C&RP Foreman to review
the turnover checklist daily. Since the particulate sample
was collected but not counted in the current case, review of
the technician turnover checklist would not have prevented
this error.
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PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
P &--=WI 77 BEALE STRFET ~ SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA94106 ~ (415) 781 4211 ~ TWX 910 372.6587

JAMES D. SHIFFER
VICE RRESICENE

NVCEEAR ROWER CCNERAEION April 15, 1987

PGandE Letter No.: DCL-87-075

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
ATTN: Document Control Desk
Nashington, D.C. 20555

Re: Docket No. 50-323, OL-DPR-82
Diablo Canyon Unit 2
Licensee Event Report 2-86-027-01

Hissed Surveillance of a Plant Vent
Particulate Sample Due to Personnel
Error

Gen' emen:

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.73(a),2)(i), PGandE is submitting the enclosed revision
'..o Licensee Event Report 2-86-027-00,concerning a surveillance not performed
within Technical Specifications. required time limitations.

This,event was discovered during a management review of Chemistry and
Radiation Protection counting data.

This event has in no way affected the public's health and safety.

Kindly acknowledge receipt, of this material on the enclosed copy of this
letter and return it in the enclosed addressed envelope.

Sincerely,

Enclosure

cc: L. 3. Chandler
3." B. Hartin
H. H. Hendonca
P. P. Narbut
B. Norton
C. H. Trammell
CPUC
Diablo Distribution
INPO
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