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74 3068 6258
NUCLEAR GENERATION

U. S. Nurclear Regulatory Commission
Document Control Desk
Washington, D.C. 20555

Subject: Docket Nos. 50-361 and 50-362
30~Day Report
Licensee Event Report No. 95-016
San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station, Units 2 and 3

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.73(d), this submittal provides the required 30-day
written Licensee Event Report (LER) for an omission in a high energy
line break analysis for Units 2 and 3. Since this condition involves
similar systems, cause, and corrective actions applicable to Units 2

and 3, a single report for Unit 2 is being submitted in accordance with
NUREG-1022. Neither the health nor the safety of plant personnel or the
public was affected by this condition.

If you require any additional information, please so advise.

Sincerely,
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Enclosure: LER No. 2-95-016

oS . Callan, Regional Administrator, NRC Region IV

. Gwynn, Director, Division of Reactor Projects, Region IV
Dyer, Director, Division of Reactor Projects, Region IV
Perkins, Jr., Director, Walnut Creek Field Office, NRC
Region IV

J. Sloan (USNRC Senior Resident Inspector, Units 1, 2 and 3)

M. B. Fields, NRC Project Manager, San Onofre Units 2 & 3

Institute of Nuclear Power Operations (INPO)
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LICENSEE EVENT REPORT (LER)

Facility Name (1) Docket Number (2)
12 MSIOIQIOI!IQI] f

Title (&)

Original Plant Architect/Engineer HELB Analysis Omission

EVENT DATE (5) LER NUMBER (6) REPORT DATE (7) OTHER FACILITIES INVOLVED (8)
Month | Day |Year |Year |///|Sequential |///|Revision | Month | Day |Year | _Facility Names [ Docket Number(s)
LU Numper LLL] Number
-—SoNGs Unit 3 1 0] 5/ 0/ 0l0l3l6l2
2171 9] 915 242 ZIEQIE olsjojlolol | |
RATI THIS REPORT IS ED PUR T 10 THE REQUIREMENTS OF 10CFR
MCOE (9) ing) (11) - :
AL 1 |_.]20.402(b) —150.73(a)(2)(1v) —|73.71(b)

POWER —|20.4605¢8)(1)(i) AK[50.73(a)(2)(v) | 73.7¢(c)

LEVEL e |20.405Ca) (1) 1) . —|50.73¢a)(2)(vii) -—.|Other (Specify in
._.Uﬂ)__L_}_.Q_}.JL —|20.405¢a)(1)(ii1) 50.73(a)(2)(1) | ___[50.73(8)(2)(viii)(A) Abstract below and
HITTEEIIITEIT1T711171117 ) .| 20.405¢a)(1)(iv) 50.73(a)(2)(11) |__[50.73(a)(2)(viii)(B) in text)
JHILILINELEEIII1EE 1111 | —|20.405Ca)(1)(V) 50.73(¢a)(2)(ii1)|___|50.73(a)(2)(x)
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LICENSEE CONTACT FOR THIS LER (12)

Name ——— IELEPHONE NUMBER
AREA CODE

& . Krisser, Vige Presidens, Muclsar Generation _ 71114 1316/8 -|6/2/5/5
COMPLETE ONE LI FOR EACH COMPONENT FATLURE DESCRIBED IN THIS REPORT (13

CAUSE | SYSTEM | COMPONENT | MANUFAC- |REPORTABLE|///////| CAUSE | SYSTEM | COMPONENT | MANUFAC- |REPORTABLE|//////

TIURER | 1O NPRRS |////7/7/ JURER | TO NPRRS |//////
| Rog .k v 11111 J] - .. 111117
1 | - TE_*—%_ LI 1 | - | S (L1
SUPPLEMENTAL RE EXPECTED (14) Month| Day |[Year
Expected
2o Submission
Date (15)
1 | |

ABSTRACT (Limit to spaces, 1.e., approximately teen single-space typewritten lines) (16)

on 11/27/95, a preliminary engineering review of potential interactions between
emergency core cooling system (ECCS) components and steam which could be released from
hypothesized high energy line breaks (HELBs) concluded that steam released from a
rupture of one of these systems could have travelled through ventilation systems to ECCS
and other safe shutdown system components, potentially creating a harsh environment for
which some components were not designed to operate. Edison conservatively assumed that
non-qualified components would not operate in a steam environment. This LER provides
the written report required by 10CFRS50.73(a) (2) (v).

Edison discovered these HELB interactions during the ongoing development of a long-term
plant barrier control program. This situation occurred because the original UFSAR HELB
analysis completed by the plant architect/engineer (A/E) apparently did not consider the
potential for steam to travel through ventilatior ducting to non-qualified components.
The analysis was consistent with NRC guidance, which did not require consideration of
interactions with nonsafety-related components. Because ventilation ducting is
nonsafety-related, the A/E apparently did not consider the environmental conditions that
could result from steam propagation through nonsafety-related ventilation systems.

Edison promptly initiated interim compensatory measures to ensure operability of
affected components, and is conducting a more extensive design effort to cdetermine
long-term compensatory measures.
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Nuclear Generating Stati

Reactor Vendor: Combustion Engineering

Event Date: November 27, 1995
Mode: both Units were 1in Mode 1
Power: both Units were at 100% powe:
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