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Inspection Summary

Inspection on February 1-29, 1980 (Report No. 50-373/80-10)
Areas Inspected: Routine, resident inspector, preoperational inspection
consisting of a review of licensee action on previous inspection findings,
review of proposed licensee technical specifications, a meeting with
local public officials, followup on headquarters / regional requests, and
plant walkthrough/ plant operational status reviews. The inspection
involved a total of 82 inspector-hours on site by one NRC inspector.
Results: No items of noncompliance or deviations were identified.
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DETAILS.

1. Persons Contacted .

.

*R. H. Holyoak, Station Superintendent
*G. W. Reardanz, Quality Assurance Engineer
R. D. Bishop, Technical Staff Supervisor
G. J. Diedrich, Station Operating Assistant Superintendent
C. W. Schroeder, Ass:stant Technical Staff Supervisor
J. M. Marshall, Operating Engineer
J. Renwick, Operating Engineer
R. Ragusse, Senior Operating Engineer
J. Andrews, Technical Staff
W. Huntington, Technical Staff
H. Hentschel, Technical Staff

The inspector also interviewed other licensee employees including
members of the technical, operating, and construction staff as well
as certain licensee contractor employees from General Electric Co.

* Denotes persons present at Management Interview.

2. Licensee Action on Previous Inspection Findings

a. (Closed) Noncompliance (373/79-38-01) Failure to control tem-
porary electrical leads to permanent station equipment. The
inspector verified that the licensee has taken the following
action to correct this lack of control and to prevent recur-
rence of this item:

(1) A survey of all orange tagged electrical equipment was
conducted oy Station Construction, Operational Analysis,
and the Electrical Contractors to identify and document
all temporary feeds.

(2) The temporary feeds identified in the above survey were
entered into a log controlled by Station Construction.

(3) The status of temporary feeds has been forwarded to the
Shift Engineer and all changes to the status of the
equipment will be forwarded to the Shift Engineer.

The inspector verified the adequacy of this control by select-
ing several temporary feeds actually installed in the plant
and reviewing the shift engineers log to see that they were
properly recorded. The inspector found that in every case
that he checked this was indeed the case. Although this item
is considered closed, the inspector will continue to review
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the status of the temporary electrical feeds installed in the.

plant against the shift engineer's temporary feed log on a
random basis,

b. (Closed) Unresolved Item (373/80-05-10) Concern for effects of
staffing on Preoperational Testing Quality Assurance Auditing
and Surveillance Activities. The inspector was informed by
Mr. G. A. Abre11, Director of Quality Assurance (Operations)
that an additional Quality Assurance Engineer had been assigned
to the Station Operating Quality Assurance Staff during the
preoperational and startup testing period. Mr. Abrell stated
that this additional staffing would permit a staff commitment

*

to schedule and perform at least one Audit or Surveillance of
each Preoperational Test or System Demonstration that is re-
quired by the NRC. The inspector feels that this commitment
satisfies his concerns.

,

c. (Closed) Unresolved Items (373/79-44-04, 373/79-27-01, *373/79-
38-27, 373/79-38-26, **373/79-38-29, 373/79-38-28, 373/79-38-40,
373/79-38-38, 373/79-38-25, **373/79-38-31) Final inspector
review of licensee response to IE Bulletins 79-25, 79-09, 78-12,
78-04, 77-08, 77-05, 77-02, 76-07, 76-04, 79-24, and 76-02. For
these IE Bulletins the inspector verified that the written
response (if required) was within the time period stated in the
bulletin, that the written response included the information
required to be reported, that the written response included
adequate corrective action commitments based on information
presented in the bulletin and the licensee's response, that
licensee management forwarded copies of the written response
to the appropriate onsite management representatives, that
information discussed in the licensee's written response was
accurate, and that corrective action taken by the licensee
was as described in the written response,

d. (Closed) Unresolved Items (373/79-33-10, 373/79-33-18, 373/79-
38-11, and 373/79-38-05) Final inspector review of licensee
response to IE Circulars 79-15, 78-15, 77-09, and 77-01. For
these IE Circulars the inspector verified that the Circular
was received by licensee management, that a review for applic-
ability was performed, and that if the circular were applicable
to the facility, appropriate corrective actions were scheduled
or taken.

No items of noncompliance were identified in this area.

*This item reviewed and accepted by J. Niesler in inspection report
50-373/80-09; 50-374/80-05.

**These items reviewed and accepted by J. Niesler in inspection report
50-373/79-17.
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3. Review of IE Bulletins Received Since Last Inspection Report*

The licensee has received IE Bulletins 80-03 and 80-04 since the
last inspection report written by the inspector. The inspector
verified that the licensee is still formulating the required re-
sponse to IE Bulletin 80-03 and the inspector's final review of
that response remains open (373/80-10-01). The inspector verified
that IE Bulletin 80-04 was not applicable to this licensee and that
no action is required by the licensee. This item is closed.

No items of noncompliance were identified in this area.

4. Review of IE Circulars Received Since the Last Inspection Report

The licensee has received IE Circulars 79-22, and 80-02 since the
last inspection report written by the inspector. The inspector
verified that the licensee reviewed IE Circular 79-22 for applica-
bility and found it not applicable. The inspector agrees with the
adequacy of this review and this item is closed. The inspector
verified that the licensee has assigned an appropriate member of
the staff to review IE Circular 80-02. The licensee's review and
response to this circular has not been completed at this time.
The inspector's final review of the licensee's response to this
item is open (373/80-10-02).

No items of noncompliance were identified in this area.

5. Review of Proposed Licensee Technical Specifications

The inspector has reviewed the two versions of Technical Specifica-
tions that exist, i.e., the copy proposed by the licensee and the
copy proposed by the Office of NRR. The inspector has discussed
verL311y with both the licensee and the reviewer for the Office of
NRR the ralevant issues that need to be resolved to finalize the
Technical Specifications. The issues are numerous and will probably
require additional printings of the Technical Specifications with
subsequent review by all parties. The issues are open items with
the reviewer for the Office of NRR and are, therefore, not a subject
for this report. The inspector will continue to review the status
and development of the licensee's Technical Specifications.

No items of noncompliance were identified in this area.

6. Information Meeting with Local Officials

A meeting with Public Officials from Marseilles, Seneca, and Brook-
field Township, Illinois was conducted on February 27, 1980. NRC
Attendees were the resident inspector staff assigned to LaSalle
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County Nuclear Station, a NRC Region III Management Representative,.

and the NRC Region III Public Affairs Officer. The meeting was
held to:

a. Acquaint local officials with the mission of the NRC. .

b. Introduce key NRC personnel associated with the facility.

c. Discuss lines of communication between the local officials and
the NRC.

d. Discuss the status of the facility and related community con-
cerns with the local officials.

7. Followup on Headquarters / Regional Requests

a. Regional Request
.

The inspector was requested by the Region to provide informa-
tion on the Diesel Starting Motors for the LaSalle County
Nuclear Station Diesels. The inspector's review determined
that each diesel has four starting motors, that a start signal
engages all starting motors simultaneously, that only two of
these starting motors are required to start the diesel, and
that the above information will be demonstrated during pre-
operational testing.

b. Headquarters Request

The inspector was requested by the Environmental Projects
Branch of NRR to provide certain design information on the Lake
Blowdown Line. The inspector researched this information and
provided the requested information.

No items of noncompliance were identified in this area.

8. Plant Walkthrough/ Operational Status Reviews

The inspector conducted walkthroughs and reviewed the plant opera-
tions status including examinations of control room log books,
routine patrol sheets, shift engineer log book, equipment outage
logs,. special operating orders, and jumper and tagout logs for the
month of February,1980.

The, inspector observed the operations status during eight offshifts
during the month of February,1980. The inspector also made visual
observations of the routine surveillance, functional, and preopera-
tional tests in progress during the period. This review was con-
ducted to verify that facility operations were in conformance with
the requirements established under 10 CFR and Administrative Pro-

'
; cedures.
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The inspector conducted a tour of Units 1 and 2 reactor buildings,*

auxiliary buildings, and turbine buildings throughout the period and
noted the status of construction and plant housekeeping / cleanliness.
With respect to housekeeping / cleanliness, conditions appear to be
deteriorating. The deterioration of cleanliness has been breught to
the attention of the licensee. The licensee feels that to a large
degree the deterioration of cleanliness is transitory in nature and
is primarily a function of two factors. The first of these factors
is an attempt to establish a better work environment by cleaning
dirt and debris from the ceilings and overhead areas in various
areas, such as the control room. The dirt and debris from the
ceilings and overheads collect on the floor prior to final cleanup
of the arear. involved. The second condition involves increased
worker activity as a result of the initiation of suppression pool
modification activities. The inspector insisted that cleanliness
conditions be established and maintained. The inspector observed
that fire hazards were being minimized despite these cleanliness
Concerns.

The inspector observed shift turnovers to verify that plant and
component status and problem areas were being turned over to a
relieving shift.

No items of noncompliance were identified in this area.

9. Licensee Procedure and Preoperational Testing Program Status Report

a. Operating, Maintenance, Surveillance, Abnormal, and Emergency
Procedures Status

The licensee projects 4685 procedures to be required in these
areas, and c,urrently the licensee has approved 4285 procedures,
304 procedures have been drafted but not reviewed, and 98
procedures remain to be drafted.

b. Preoperational Testing Program Status

The licensee projects 115 Preoperational Tests / System Demon-
strations. The licensee reports that 112 of these procedures
have been approved for use and the other three are completed in
draft form. The licensee reports that 79 systems have been
turned over for preoperational testing, that 77 Preoperational
Tests / System Demonstrations have been started, that nine Pre-
operational Tests / System Demonstrations have been completed,
and that the preoperational testing program is approximately |

40% complete at this time.

10. Exit Interview )

The inspector met with licensee representatives (denoted in Para-
graph 1) at the conclusion of the inspection period. The inspector

summarized the scope of the inspection findings.,
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