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Subject of the Grievance

This grievance concerns a jurisdictional dispute between the Chemical
and Radiation Protection Technicians and the Control Technicians at Diablo
Canyon Power Plant.

Facts of the Case

The liquid radiation waste overboard radiation monitor has a source
check mechanism attached to the side of it. The purpose of this radiocactive
source is to test the radiation monitor prior to each time a liquid radiation
waste tank is discharged.

Prior to May 1983, the source was permanently installed in the monitor
but for security reasons, subsequent to May 1983, a new procedure was developed.
It involves: '

1. The Operations Department calls the Chemistry and Radiation
Protection (C&RP) Technician on shift and informs the Technician
of the need to check the radiation monitor due to an impending
discharge.

2. The C&RP Technician checks out the source check mechanism from the
Chemistry and Radiation Protection Department and takes it to the
detector.

3. The Technician attachs the source check mechanism to the side of
the detector. This procedure involves the use of four screws for
securing the source check mechanism to the monitor. The
Technician then plugs in the mechanism to the monitor.

4. The Technician then calls the Control Room to inform Operations

that the mechanism is in place and Operations initiates the source
check remotely.

S. After the test, the Technician removes the source check mechanism
and returns it to the Radiation Protection area.

Discussion

The source of the dispute concerns No. 3 above. Company's position
is that the installation of the source is de minimus in that it involves less
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than 20 minutes of work once a month, does not involve any electrical
adjustments, rewiring, troubleshooting, or component changing. The main reason
a Chemistry and Radiation Protection Technician is required is to transport the
radioactive source from the Chemistry Department to the location of the monitor
and back.

Union pointed to the Control Technician job definition which states in
part:

"...and may install all power plant control, monitoring, computer,
alarm and indicating systems, and their individual components..."

as the reason the work should properly be assigned to Control Technicians; in
addition, the Control Technicians had also performed this work in the past.

Decision

As of January, 1985, full security measures were re-established for
Unit 1, and the procedure that gave rise to this grievance is no longer in
effect. At the same time, the Instrument and Control Department took over this
function. In consideration of the foregoing, the parties agreed to close this
grievance on the basis that it is moot without prejudice to the position of the
parties.

This case is closed.
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