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On February 16, 1999, chemistry department personnel determined that Unit 2 reactor coolant system (RCS) chemistry
had not been analyzed for fluorides and chlorides, as required by Technical Specification (TS) Surveillance Requirement
4.4.7, while the unit was in an undefined operating mode with all fuel removed from the RCS. The analyses, required "At
all times," were not performed from October 30 to November 23, 1997. Unit 2 has remained in Mode 5 or 6 since that
time. Additional investigation identified at least seven other periods, for both units, when the chemistry analyses had not
been performed.'S ClariTication ¹54 was in force during these seven periods, and provided an inappropriate exemption
from sampling while the core was off-loaded and RCS circulation was suspended. Since there was no evidence of an out-
of-limitchemistry condition, in each case the limiting condition for operation required action for TS 3.4.7 was not taken, in

that an analysis was not performed to determine the effects of a possible out-of-limitcondition. As the surveillance
requirements were not met, this event is reportable under 10CFR 50.73(a)(2)(i)(B), as operation prohibited by the

plants'echnical

Specifications.
TS Clarification ¹54 was cancelled on July 23, 1997. However, by the time the TS clarification was cancelled, the
chemistry department had established written direction stating that when fuel was removed from the RCS, the spent fuel
pool became the RCS for chemistry sampling purposes. Chemistry personnel have been instructed on the requirement to
follow the TS as written without reliance on the use of TS clarifications or interpretations. The written job order activities
used to control shutdown chemistry sampling were corrected to remove references to the spent fuel pool as an alternate
RCS sample point. In each identified case when analyses were not done, the affected unit was at low pressure and
temperature. In each identified case, analyses completed prior to and after the missed analyses provided no indication of
an out-of-limitcondition. The root cause investigation for this event is not complete. When the root cause investigation is

complete an update to this LER willbe submitted.
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