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TELEPHONE
MW KRIEQER
B TATION MANAGEH 714 200 ‘

U. 8§, Nuclear Regulstory Commission
Document Control Desk
Washington, D.C, 20555

Subject: Docket No., 50-361
30-Day Report
Licensee Event Report No, 90-013
San Onofre Suclear Cenerating Station, Unit 2

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50,73(d), this submittal provides the required 30-day
writter lcensee Event Report (LER) for an occurrence invelving a delinquent
waste g . decay tank Technical Specification surveillance. Neither tha health

nor the safety of plant personnel or the public was affected by this
ocourrence,

If you require any sdditional information, please so advise,

-

Sincerely,

Enclosure: LER Ne. 90-013

ce: €. W. Caldwell (USNRC Senior Resident Inspector, Units 1, 2 wnd 3)
J. B. Martin (Regional Administrator, USNRC Region V)

Institute of Nuclear Power Operations (INPD)
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On 11/07/90, with Units 2 and 3 at 100X power, an evaluation of a Quality Assurance (QA)
audit of Technical Specification (T$) required radiocactive effluent surveillances
concluded that on two occasions the Waste Gas Decay (WGD) tank surveillance interval,
including the 25X extension permitted by T§ 4.0.2, had been exceeded. TS surveillance
4.11.2.6 requir s that the quantity of radieactive material contained in a decay tank be
determined to e less than 134,000 curies once every 24-hours when material is being added
to the tank., On 8/05/89 and 7/18/90, the WGD tank surveillance was performed 5 minutes
and 45 minutes late, respectively.

The Chemistiyy surveillance program is based upon performance of the once per 24-hour
surveillance each day during the same 8-hour shift. Performing the surveillance at
approximately the same time each day, as intended by the program, will result in meeting
the 24-hour requirement (the TS's permit a 25% extension, thus allowing a maximum of 30
hours between each surveillance). The implementing administrative controls did not ensure
that this assumption was sufficiently defined and fully understood by all Chemistry
Technicians., Consequently, although the required analysis was performed on consecutive
days, they were performed on different shifts and at intervals greater than the maximum
permitted (30-hours).

As corrective action, the surveillance program administrative controls have been revised
to clearly define applicable TS surveillance intervals. A review of all Chemistry and

Eftluent TS's was performed to identify any similar specifications where inadequate
administrative controls may have existed and results of TS 3/4.11.2.6 surveillances have
been reviewed for the past 18 months to ensure no additional violations had occurred.
This event has been reviewed with appropriate Chemistry personnel,
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C., DESCRIPTION OF THE EVENT:

- B Event ;

On 11/07/90, with Units 2 and 3 at 100% power, an evaluation ¢/ & Quality
Assurance (QA) audit of T8 surveillances concluded that on tw, occasions,
the WGD tank surveillance interval (24-hours), including the 251 extension
permitted by T§ 4.0.2, had been exceeded. Specifically, on 4/05/89 and
7/18/90, the WGD tank surveillance was performed 5 minutes 'ind 45 minutes

late, respectively.

- F Inoperable Structures, Systems or Components that Contribi ted to the Event:

Not applicable,

- ¥ Sequence of Events:
RAT TIME ACTION
08/04/89 1250 TS surveillance periormed.
08/05/89 1850 T$ surveillance interval expires.
08/05/89 1855 TS surveillance performed.
07/17/90 1355 TS surveillance performed.
07/18/90 19565 TS surveillance interval expires.
07/18/90 2040 TS surveillance performed.

b, Method of Discovery:

| The 08/05/89 violation was identified during a QA audit of T§ required
| effluent surveillances. The 07/18/90 violation was identified by a
} Chemistry Foreman (utility, non-licensed) during his review to confirm the

QA findings.
) Personnel Actions and Analysis of Actions:

Not applicable.

|

|

l

} 6, Safety System Responses:
|

{ Not applicable.

|
|
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D. CAUSE OF THE EVENT:

3. Immediate Cause:

This surveillance activity is normally performed on the same shift at
approximately the same time each day. In these cases, however, although the
required analyses were performed on consecutive days, the technicians
deviated frou the normal practice and performed the surveillance on
different shifts.

2. Root Cause: L
The survelllance program implementing administrative controls were
inadequate in that the requirement that the surveillance be performed at
approximately the same time each day was not sufficiently defined and was
not fully understood by all Chemistry Technicians. Neither the compute:
printout specifying the shiftly TS requirement nov the data sheet used for
recording the results emphasized the required interval.

E. CORRECTIVE ACTIONS:

L5 Corrective Actions Taken:

a, All Chemlstry and Effluent TSs were reviewed to identify any similar
deficlencies. None vwere identified.

k. T§ 3/4.11.2.6 surveillances have been reviewed for the past 18 monihs
to ensure no additional viclations had occurred. None were
identified,

c. The 'Chemistry Shift Requirements Computer Program’' has been revised
to include the specific time requirements on applicable TS
surveillances.

d, The decay tank analysis data sheet acceptance criteria has been

revised to require that the surveillance be performed within a
specific time interval,

e. This event has been reviewed with appropriate Chemistry personnel.

F. SAFETY SIGNIFICANCE OF THE EVENT:

Restricting the quantity of radioactivity contained in the WGD tanks provides
assurance that in the event of an uncontrolled release of the tank's content, the
resulting total body uxposure to an individual at the nearest exclusion boundary
will not exceed 0.5 rem, In the past, the maximum allowable activity in the WGD
tanks has never been exceeded. For the two cases, the T§ surveillance intervals
vere exceeded by only 5 and 45 minutes and the activity of the tank's contents was
found to be well below T§ limits. It is therefore concluded that there was no
safety significance associated with this event.
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G. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION,
1. Component Failure Information:

Not applicable.

% Previous LERs for Similar Events:
LER B9-009 (Docket Ne. 50-206) identified several Efflv~ tus.y Reports
which had exceeded the 31-day surveillance interval, 1/ g the 25%

extension permitted by TS 4.0.2. A review of procedur ontrols was
performed at that time, however the need to include ¢  cific time interval
on the computer program or data sheet for the WCD tam. - arveillance was not
identified.



