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At 0758 hours on January 22, 1986, Unit reactor water was sampled for pH. The next
time the surveillance was acheduled it was discovered that the sample point had no flow.
Attempts toclear the line were unsuccessful and a Work Request was written. On January
25, 1986, there was s%ill no flow: No sample was obtained. The next sample was obtained
on Janaury 26, 1986, 90 hours ter. This was contrary to Technical Specification
L.L.4.6.3.a. The cause of this event was a lack of commnication between the Chemist and
the Foreman a3 to what action was being taken to obtain the sample. Since ph can be
aleulated from conductivity, the pH was calculated from the conductivity of a sample taken
on January 23, 1986, and determined to be within Technical Specification limits. Personnel
involved were counseled with respect to the unacceptability of their performance. The
Rad/Chem Foremen, Chemists, and Rad/Chem Technicians will be retrained with respect to

their responaibilities to ensure surveillances are completed on time.
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EVENT DESCRIPTION

At 0758 hours on January 22, 1986, Unit 1 reactor water was sampled for pH. The
unit was in its first refuel outage with the vessel open and no fuel in it. How-
ever, this pH sampling is required every 72 hours at all times by Technical Spe-
ci®ication 4.4.4.6.3.a. The next time the surveillance was scheduled was January
24, 1986. On January 2k, 1986, the Radiation Chemistry Techniclan (RCT) discovered
that the sample point, the Reactor Water Cleanup (RWCU, CE) inlet on the Reactor
Building sampe panel (KN), had no flow. The RCT then notified Chemistry Depart-
ment supervision of this condition. An attempt was madie to blow out the line.
This effort was unsuccessful in reestablishing flow tarough the sample line.

At this point Work Request #55690 was written. The Chemist assumed that the Rad/-
Chem Foreman had requested the RCT to take a sample at an alternate point. Con-
sequently, the Work Request was not processed until Janusry 27, 1986. The Rad/-
Chem Foreman assumed that the Chemist was processing the Work Request immediately.
Thus flow would be established in time for the January 25, 1986, daily sampling
vefore the Technical Specification 72-hour time limit was exceeded. On January
25, 1986, there was still no flow through the sample line when the RCT attempted
to sample. Reviewing the laboratory log book the RCT determined that Chemistry
supervision had been notified on January 2k, 1986, therefore he did not notify
Chemistry supervision again. As a result, the next sample for pH was obtained

at 0811 hours on January 26, 1986, which was 96 hours after the last performance
of this surveillance. This was contrary to Technical Specification b, 4.4.6.3.a.
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There were multinle causes leading up to this event. First, the Chemist and Foreman
failed to communciate clearly with one another as to what action was being taken.
Second, management failed to respond to the incident in'a timely manner. Finally,
the Rad/Chem Foreman should have reviewed the Technical Specification required
samples to insure none vere missed.

. PROBABLE CONSEQUENCES OF THE OCCURREINCE

There is a physical correlation between conductivity and pi. Due to this inter-
action, pH may be calculated from conductivity. The conductivity of the sample
obtained on January 23, 1986, was determined to be 1.0 umhos/cm. At this value
for pH, the conductivity must exist between 5.6 - 5.6, This is within the limits
stated by Technical Specification 3.k.4, (5.3 - 8.6). At the time of this event
the unit was defueled with the vessel open. Also, the pH calculated from a con=
ductivity sample obtained within the Technical Specification 72 hour time limit
was within Technical Specification requirements. Therefore, there were no adverse
consequences attributable to this event.
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CORRECTIVE ACTIONS

The Chemists and the Rad/Chem Foreman involved were counseled with respect to

the unacceptability of their performance in relation to this event. The Rad/Chem
Foremen will be retrained on their responsibility to review the laboratory log
book and review Technical Specifications surveillance requirements shiftly (AIR
#373=-200~86-00900). Also, the RCT's and Rad/Chem Foremen will be retrained on
their responsibilities with respect to LAP=1500-6, Rad/Chem Foreman Shift Turnover
(AIR #373-200-86=-00901). The training will also reemphasize the Rad/Chem Techni-
cian's responsibility to notify Chemistry supervision if it appears a Technical
Specification surveillance might be missed. Finally, Chemistry supervision was
reminded of their responsibilities to not assume and to communicate properly.
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Cheryl Wisniewski, Chemist, B815/357-6761, extension 236.




Commonwealth Edison
LaSalle County Nuclear Station
Rural Route #1, Box 220
Marseiiles, lllinois 61341
Telephone 815/357-6761
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