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Docket Nos. 50-277
50-279

Document Control Desk
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

SUBJECT: Licensee Event Report
Peach bottom AtomicT>ower Station - Unit 2 and 3

This LER concer"s the 'A' Waste Sample Tank being released without proper
sampling resulting '.a a Tech Spec violation due to f ailure to f ollow
procedure.

Reference: Docket Nos. 50-277
50-278

Report Number: 2-91-036
Revision Number: 00
Event Date: 11/03/91
Repart Date: 1 1 / ;"> / c'1

facility: Peach Bottom Atomic Power Station
RD 1. Box 208 Delta, PA 17314

This LER is being submitted pursuant t0 the requirements of 10 CFR
50.73(a)(2)(i).

Sincerely,

j tso,,

t

cc: J. J. Lyash, USNRC Senior Resident inspector
T. T. Martin, USNRC, Region I
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! On 11/03/91 at 0530 hours, it was discovered that the "A" Waste Sample Tank
(WST) treated liquid was released without the appropriate sample and release
approval. The "B" WST was sampled instead of the "A" WSl. This condition
resulted in a violation of Technical Specification 4.8.B.lb because the
Surveillance Requirements were not performed. The cause of the event has been
determined to be that the Radwaste Plant Operator (PO) failed to properly
follow the Surveillance Test (ST) used to sample and release the WST contents.
Additionally, miscommunication between the Radwaste P0 and the Shif t Chemist
led to the wrong WST being sampled. No actual safety consequences occurred as
a result of this event. The release was terminated and a liquid sample was
obtained from the "A" WST. The pertinent information from this event will be
prnvided to the appropriate personnel. The ST will be revised with focus on
human factors considerations. There was one previous similar LER identified.
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Requirements of the Report

This report is being submitted pursuant to 10 CfR 50.73 (a)(2)(1) as a result
of Technical Specification (Tech Spec) 4.8.B.lb violation when the "A" Waste
Sample Tank (WS.) was released without performance of the appropriate
surveillance requirement.

Unit' Conditions at Time of Event

Unit 2 was in the "RUN" mode at 100% of thermal reactor (Ells:EA) power. Unit
3 was in the " REFUEL" mode. There were no systems, structures, or components
that were inoperable that contributed to this event.

Description of the Event

On 11/03/91 at 0530 hours, it was discovered that the "A" WST treated liquid
was release without the appropriate sample and release approval. The "B" WST
was sampled instead of the "A" WST. This condition resulted in a violation of
Tech Spec 4.8.B.lb because the Surveillance Requirements were nct performed.
The release was started at 0130 hours with tank level at 94%.

After discovery of the event, the release was terminated at 0530 hours at a
tank level of 14%. Approximately 20,000 gallons was released from the "A"
WST. A liquid sample was obtained from the "A" WST and this sample is assumed
to be a representative of the effluent rele65ed from the "A" WST since no
water had been added to the tank prior to tht sample. This sample indicated
that the actual activity levels released from the "A" WST were below the
limits specified in the Tech Specs and the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual.
The actual activity levels were approximately the same as originally recorded
and approved for the "B" WST release.

Cause of the Eventt

The cause of the event has been determined to be that the Radwaste Plant
Operator (PO)(Utility:Non-Licensed) failed to properly follow the ST used to
sample and release the WST contents. The ST specified that the "B" WST be
released but the "A" WST was inadvertently released.

-Additionally, miscommunication between the Radwaste P0 and the Shift Chemist
regarding which tank was ready for release led to the wrong WST being sampled.
The communication problem occurred when the Shift Chemist believed that the
"B" WST was to be sampled for release while the P0 was certain that the "A"
WST was requested to be sampled.

A contributing factor to this event was that the W ' to be released was only
identified one place in the ST. If the source of the release was more
obvious, this could have been helpful to prevent this event.

NHC to'm 3e&A &#W
j



_ _ _ _

j g.d. . u . m . .. .. m . ,o. , w simo. , _ , , , , , , _
,a,,,,.-,,

.

LICENSEE EVENT REF3RT (LER) M.'|1*u''L'd|W("#kW,M(,'iR*'S ."',".1",3
TEXT CONTINUATION E7",'Sl',|;!%'O,dr"f'.7d',l'!','N" Ef 0f"f4'

11f 9.^r.'CW"an,t|%*s't.OL'?ML,W.i '7?,17os u.,% u ut wi no ewoii_ w%tosMwm

. A,cetet t h.uk tie Ma 41 huutt ai m gg a g(sugg n 4 ..M 40

Peach Bottom Atomic Power Station u . '' " C lT6'' $'yn
Unit 2 and 3

Ojo o|3 of 0| 30|3 | 60 |6 jo |0 |0 | ?|7 | 7 9 |1 --

im , . - .e,.u =.c w . e

Analysis of the Event

No actual safety consequences occurred as a result of this event.

The consequences are considered minimal due to the fact that the actual
activity levels released from the "A" WSi were below the limits specified in
the Tech Spec and the Offsite Dose Calculation Manual. After discovery of the
event, a liquid sample was obtained from the "A" WST and this sample is
assumed to be a representative of the effluent released from the "A" WST since
no water had been added to the tank prior to the sample. The actual activity
levels were approximately the same as originally recorded and approved for the
"B" WST release. The effluent rcleased was treated prior to discharge and the
components involved in the treatment were functioning properly.

Additionally, a radiation moni's is located on the discharge header and the
alarm setpoint was operable to monitor effluent release. if the setpoint is
reached, it is annunciated in (ne Radwaste Control Room and the Main Control
Room, and the discharge header valve will automatically close, thus aborting
the release, for this event, the activity levels actually released were
approximately the same as the "B" WST, and consequently below the alarm
setpoints.

Corrective Actions

After discovery of the event, the release was terminated and a liquid sample
was obtained from the "A" WST. This sample indicated that the actual activity
levels released from the "A" WST were below the limits specified in toe Tech
SF and the Offsite Oose Calculation Manual.

The involved Radwaste P0 has been counselled and coached by Shift Management
on attention to detail and s31f checking. The pertinent information from this
event will be provided to the appropriate Operations and Chemistry personnel
to reinforce the importance of eccurate communication and attention to detail.

The ST will be revised for other human factor considerations as part of the ST
Rewrite Program.

Previous Similar Events

There was one previous similar LER (2-88-009) identified which involved the '

release of a Radwaste sample tank without the completion of the appropriate
Tech Spec Surveillance Requirement. The corrective actions taken as a result
of the previous LER involved counsiiling the chemistry technician and a,

discussion at the Chemistry staff meeting. Since the corrective action taken
involved the Chemistry staff unly and did rot involve ST enhancements, it
could not have been expected to prevent this event.
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