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Or:“(v)ffdf/'gg“;t"approxunately'é'SG'wC.:S'I?\Sfth the unit shutdown for a scheduled refueling
outage and all fuel removed from the reactor vessel, a reactor water conductivity sample
required by Technical Specifications Section 4,6.F.2.a.1 was not taken,

A non-licensed plant foreman mistakenly instructed a technician to obtain a reactor
water conductivity sample from Unit 2 instead of Unit 1. That foreman mistakenly
assumed that the four hour sampling reaiirement, which he knew to be in effect, was
applicable to the unit which was operating at that time (Unit 2).

There were no actual or potential safety conseauences as a result of this event nor were
the health and safety of the public affected since the unit was shutdown and
depressurized and no fuel was in the wvessel. Farthermore, all other specified
conductivity samples have been taken and analyzed with satisfactory results since the
date that the four hour reauirement went into effect.
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This 30 day LER is reauired by 10CFR 50.73(a) (2) (i) (b) because the coditions of
Technical Specifications Section 4.6.F.2.a.1, which reauires an in-line reactor coslant
conductivity sample to be obtained every four hours whenever the contimuous condictivity
monitor is inoperable, were not met,

On 01/01/86, the unit was in a refueling mode and all fuel was removed from the reactor
vessel. The Reactor Water Cleamup (RWCU) system was out of service, thereby rendering
the contimucus conductivity monitor (1G31-R601) inoperable,

Technical Specifications Section 4.6.F.2.a.l states that whenever the contimious
conductivity monitor is inoperable, an in-line conductivity sample shall be obtained at
least once every four hours.

In accordance with this specification, a sample was reaquired to be taken at 0800 CST on
01/01/86. At approximately this time, a non-licensed plant foreman mistakenly
instructed a technician to obtain a conductivity sample from Unit 2 instead of Unit 1.
That foreman had mistakenly assumed that the four hour sampling reaiirement, which he
knew was in effect, was applicable to the unit which was operating at that time (Unit 2).

The cause of this event was personnel error in that the foreman was not aware that
condictivity samples were required to be taken every four hours for Unit 1. The
importance of being fully cognizant of plant conditions and the specific reaiirements
dictated by those conditions was discussed with all lab foremen.

There were no actual or potential safety conseauences as a reailt of this event nor were
the health and safety of the public affected since the unit was shatdown and
depressurized and no fuel was in the reactor vessel, Furthermore, samples had been
obtained every four hours from 12/10/85 (the date on which RWCU was removed from service
for scheduled maintenance and modification) until the time of the event and every four
hours afterwards up to the date of this report. Therefore, during the time period since
the four hour sampling reauirement of Technical Specifications Section 4.6.F.2.a.1 took
effect, all other reauired reactor coolant conductivity samples were taken, All
conductivity samples taken during that time period were within the limit established bty
Technical Specifications Section 3.6.F,2.d.

This missed surveillance ocairrence 18 similar to the event described in
LER 50-321/85-014.
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January 31, 1986
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Document Control Desk
Washington, D. C. 20555

Attached is Licensee Fvent Report 50-321/1986-001. This report meets the
reporting requirements of 10 CFR 50.73(a)(2)(i)(b).

Very truly yours,
HT SJomena
L. T. Gucwa
CBS/1c
Attachment
c: Mr. J. T. Beckham, .Jr.
Mr. H. C. Nix, Jr.
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