Southern California Edison Company

P O BOX 28

SAN CLEMENTE CALIFORNIA 92674 -0128

R W KRIFGER TELEPHONE

VICE PRESICENT October 12' 1994 T4 368 6258

NUCLEAR GENERATION

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

Subject: Docket Nos. 50-361 and 50-2562

30-Day Report
Licensee Event Report No. 91-020
San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station, Units 2 and 3

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.73(a)(2)(i), this submittal provides the required 30-day written

Licensee Event Report (LER) for a weekly surveillance of the 125 VDC Batteries
which was completed a few hours late. The delinquent surveillance occurred in
December 1991 and was identified by Edison during a routine audit. 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. 91-020

CcC.

J. Callan, Regional Administrator, NRC, Region IV
Beach, Director, Division of Reactor Projects, NRC Region IV
Perkins, Jr., Director, Walnut Creek Field Office, NRC Region IV
A Sloan, NRC Senior Resident Inspector, San Onofre Units 2 & 3
. Fields, NRC Project Manager, San Onofre Units 2 and 3
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on 9/15/94, during a routine audit of Technical Specification (TS) 3/4.8.2, "D.C.
Sources, " Edison identified that the required weekly surveillance of the eight Class
1E 125 VDC batteries [EJ, BTRY] for Units 2 and 3 in December 1551 was delinguent by
approximately 3 te 6 hours. The batteries were surveilled on 12/17/91 at 1130 and
0930 for Units 2 and 3, respectively. With the allowed 25% extension, the next
weekly surveillance was due on 12/26/91 at 0530 for Unit 2 and at 0330 for Unit 3.
The surveillance was completed for Unit 2 on 12/26/91 at 0900 (3-1/2 hours late) and
completed for Unit 3 at 0300 (5-1/2 hours late). At that time, Units 2 and 3 were
in Mode 1 at 98% and 100% power, respectively. Edison is reporting this occurrence
in accordance with 10CFR50.73(a) (2) {1).

This event was caused by individual inattention to detail. The maintenance
individual (utility, maintenance) responsible for completing the surveillance failed
to complete the surveillance as scheduled (cognitive error). When it was noted on
12/26/91 that the surveillance was not performed, Maintenance personnel apparently
misunderstood TS 4.0.3 requirements and did not realize that reporting was reguired
and the event was not reported as delinguent. The delinguent surveillance, when
performed, indicated that the batteries remained within their operating parameters
and therefore were capable of performing their safety function. Therefore, there
was no safety significance to this event.

On 2/3/%2, Edison submitted LER 3~91-009 to report a missed 12/21/91 quarterly
surveillance for two of the batteries. Due to the misunderstanding noted above, the
delinguent weekly surveillance was not included in that LER. The corrective action
for LER 3-91-009 (to proceduralize the TS surveillances performed by Maintenance)
has been completed and will ensure timely completion ¢f the weekly battery
surveillances. Edison will alsc review this event with appropriate personnel to
ensure propetr understanding of TS 4.0.3.



