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January 20, 1997

U. 8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attention: Document Control Desk
Washington, D. C. 20555

Subject: Docket Nos. 50-206, 50-361 and 50-362
14~-Day Report
Licensee Event Report No. 97-001
San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station, Units 1, 2 and 3

This submittal provides a written follow-up l4-day report
required by Unit 2/3 License Condition 2.G using the Licensee
Event Report (LER) format as required by Unit 1 License Condition
2.D. The reported condition, missed testing/inspection of
security systems, affected neither the health nor the safety of
plant personnel or the public.

Sincerely,
)u/
KK g

Enclosure: LER No. 97-001

cc: L. J. Callan, Regional Administrator, NRC Region IV
T. P. Gwynn, Director, Division of Reactor Safety, NRC

Region IV

K. E. Perkins, Jr., Director, Walnut Creek Field Office, NRC
Region 1V

J. A. Sloan, NRC Senior Resident Inspector, San Onofre Units
2 & 3

L. C. Carson, NRC Project Manager, San Onofre Unit 1
M. B. Fields, NRC Project Manager, San Onofre Units 2 and 3
Institute of Nuclear Power Operations (INPO)
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On 1/7/97, with Unit 1 permanently shutdown, Unit 2 shutdown for refueling and Unit 3 at
100% power, a review of security system [IA] records revealed that three (3) of twenty
(20) E~field sectors had not been tested within the 92 days required by the physical
security plan (PSP). Because this condition was not in conformance with the PSP, Edison
made the required 24-hour report on 1/7/97 (NRC Log No. 31553). Due to this discovery,
Edison reviewed other Station records and, on 1/9/97, concluded the December monthly
inspection for active Vehicle Barrier System bollards had not been completed on time.
Edison made a similar 24-hour report on 1/10/97 (NRC Log No. 31569). As reqguired by
Condition 2.D of the Unit 1 Possession Only License, and Condition 2.6 of the Units 2
and 3 Facility Operating Licenses, this 14-day follow-up report is provided for both
occurrences.

These occurrences were caused by cognitive personnel error. The individual responsible
for security system tests/inspections failed to ensure they were completed as required.

Edison implemented the required compensatory actions pending test/inspection completion.
The E-field tests were successfully completed on 1/8/97; the active bollards inspections
were successfully completed on 1/9/97. Edison confirmed the affected systems were
always operable or the required compensatory actions were in place. Consequently, these
occurrences had no safety significance. Edison counseled the individual involved and
will enhance the security testing/inspection tracking process,

LER 1-96-002 reported a missed inspection of security tamper switches. That event was
caused by inadequate ccmmunication when capturing inspection requirements for a newly
installed security system, a cause not present for the events reported herein.




