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/ c LaSalle County Nuclear Station -

, . | ~. V,'
,f Rural Routo #1, Box 220

-' 1 Marseilles,lllinois 61341 -
-; = Telephone 815/357 6761-

January 7, 1991

i

Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation<

- U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Mail Station P1-137
Washington, D.C. 20555

Dear. Sir: '
'

Licensee Event-Report #90-013-00, Docket 4050-373- is being
submitted:to your office in accordance with

10CFR50.73(a)(2)(i).

.w
g o. J'. Diederich

Station Manager
LaSalle County Station

GJD/DCU/mkl
x

Enclosure

xc: Nuclear Licensing Administrator
NRC Resident Inspector

'K2C Region III Administrator -
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.INPO Records Center-
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Licel5EE EVENT REPOR1 (LER) form Rev 2.0
f acility Came (1) Docket W e er (2) Pane (3)

L45411e County Station Unit 1 015101010131113 1 of 0 4

iltle (4)
Qlssed Inservice festing Surveillance On Residual Heat Renovel Heat Exchanger Vent Valves Due To Procedural
Defielency Caused B_y inconolete Review

,,_1venLQtte (5) LER N e cr (6) Report Date (1) Other Facilities involved (8)
//j/, Revision Month Day Year Facility Names Docket Necr(s)/ Sequential

f/j/j
Month Day Year Year

f
// _N e er /// Neer

taSalle Unit 2 01 Sl 01 01 01 31 71 4

il 2 01 7 91 0 91 0 0 l I L3
-

0IO 011 01 7 91 1 01 51 01 01 01 l I~~~

THIS REPORI 15 SUBMIIIED PURSUAH1 10 THE REQUIREMENis OF 10CFR
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. (,1,0) 0 19 I9 20.405(a)(1)(111) _x_ 50.13(a)(2)(l)
_

50.73(a)(2)(vill)(A) in Abstract
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lirENSEE CONTACT FOR THIS LER (12) _,

Name TCLFPHONE NUMBER

AREA CODE

David C. Uherek (IST/CV Coordinator) Extension 2323 8 | 1 15 31 51 71 -l 61 71 61 1
COMPLETE ONE llNE FOR EACH COMPOWENT FAltVRE DESCRIBF0 IN THIS REPORT (13)

REPORTABLE p/,/ | CAUSE
SYS1LM COMPONENT MHUF AC- REFT)RTABLECAUSE SYSTEM COMPONENT MANUFAC-

TURER TO NPROS /' TURER TO NPRDS
f y

A _o10 ___[ 1 1 I I I N 1 I I I I I I i
f i i I I I I I0 Bl0 I I I I I I N

SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT EXPECTED (14) Expected Month | Day | Year
Suten)ssion

lyes (if yes, cmolete EXPECTED SUBMISSION DATE) X | No g |g |gDa k ( W

ABSTRACT (Limit to 1400 spaces, i.e, approxir.ately fifteen single-space typewritten lines) (16)

On December 7,1990 at 1500 hours with Unit I and Unit 2 in the Run Mode (Operational Condition 1) during the
Inservice Testing (IST) annual review +he IST Coordinator found that eight (8) valves had been left out of
LaSalle Operating Surveillance LOS-Ril-Q2 ' Rest'ual Heat Renoval (RHR) and RHR Service Water (SW) Valve
Inservice Test for Operating conditions 1, 2, and 3.* The valves identified were 1(2)E12-f 073A/B and
1(2)El24074A/B (RHR Heat Exchanger Vent Yalves). These valves required quarterly stroke time testing due to
the recent IST Progre revision. The IST Progra underwent a major revision to conply with General Letter
89-04 (Guldance on Developing Acceptable Inservice Testing Programs) which was issued by the Nuclear
Regulatory Coninission. The RHR heat exchanger vent valves were added to the IST Progrm; however, they were
not placed into LOS-RH-Q2 which allows for quarterly stroke timing of various code valves.

The Shif t Engineer was inmediately notified of the procedural deficiency. On Decent >er 7,1990 at
approxinutely 1600 hours, the applicable valves were stroke tined satisfactorally with no valve degradation
observed.

LOS-RH-Q2 will be revised to loclude these valves in quarterly stroke time testing. No other progra
discrepancies have been noted. This event is being reported pursuant to 10CFR50.73(a)(2)(l) due to missing a
Technical Specification Surveillance,
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kCENSEE EVENT REPORT (LER) TEXT CONTINdATION fors Rev 2.0*

FACILITY,' NAE (l) DOCKET NUSER (2) LER NUSER (6) Page (3)

Year /// Sequential /// Revision.

W/ Nunber W/ Nunber

LaSalle County Station Unit 1 0 | 5101010 | 31113 9|0 0|113 0 10 01 2 or 014- -

TEXT Energy industry identification System (Ells) codes are identified in the text as (XX)

PLMT AND SYSTEM IDENilf! CATION

General Electric - Bolling Wter Reactor

Energy Industry identification System (E!!S) codes are identified in the text as (XX).

A. CON 0lil0N PRIOR TO EVENT

Unit (s): 1/2 Event Date: 12/07/90 Event Time: 1500 Hours

Reactor Mode (s): 1 Mode (s) N me: Run Power Level (s): 99%/%%

B. DESCRIPTION OF EVENT

on Decenber 7,1990 during the performance of the annual inservice Testing (IST) progrm review
specified by LaSalle Technical Procedure, LTP-600-04, the IST Coordinator discovered eight (8) valves
which were excluded from LaSalle Operating Surveillance LOS-RH42, " Residual Heat Removal (RHR) (BO) and
RHR Service Wter (SW) [81) Valve Inservice Test for Operating conditions I, 2, and 3". The valves
identified were 1(2)E124073A/B and 1(2)E124074A/B (RHR Heat Exchanger Vent Valves. This procedure is
used for RHR valves which may be cycled during operation. These valves were included in LOS-RH 43 "RHR
and RHR SW Valve inservice Test for Cold Shutdown and Refuel Conditions." This procedure is used for
valves which may be cycled during cold shutdown or refueling.

Below is a list of cond|tlons/ events which lead to the deficient procedure:

A draft of Generic letter 89-04 (Guidance on Developing Acceptable Inservice Testing Programs) was
pubilshed on August 31,_l988. This consisted of 11 NRC positions expounding upon current IST concerns
within the nuclear Industry.

-On April 13, 1989, Generic Letter 89-04 was issued to LaSalle Station requiring the stations response to
the positions within the generic letter. LaSalleStationwasregulredtoperformamajorISTrevision
in order to conply with the methodology delineated by the generic letter. The IST Progr m was revised
to confonn with the generic letter and sutnitted to the NRC in October 1989. The due date established
for conplete procedural isplementation was february 2,1990. Approxinutely 40 procedures were revised
to reflect the changes of the IST Program.

Position 11 of the generic letter required LaSalle Station to review the scope of the IST progrm. The
purpose was to ensure the inclusion of all safety related punps and valves in the IST Progem. This was
acconplished by reviewing the Q-ilst and Conponent Classification Docunents.

During the perfonnance of the annual inservice testing progra review, on Decenter 7,1990, the IST
Coordinator discovered that several valves were excluded from a LaSalle operating surveillance. Valves
l(2)E124073A/B and 1(2)E124074A/B were added to the IST Progem during the revision to conply with
Generic Letter 89-04.

.
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Year //,/, Sequential //,/, Revision:.

W/ thmber W/ Weber

taSalle County Station unit I o l 5 I o I o 1 o 131713 9Io 01113 oIo 01 3 _OF 01 4- -

TEXT Energy Industry identification System (Ells) codes are identified in the text as (KK)

8. DESCRIPil0N OF EVENT Continued

Prior to Generic Letter 89-04, these valves were stroke timed during refuel outages per LOS-RH-Q3.
Position Indication Testing was also perfonned per LOS401-Q3. The testing delineated in LOS-RH-Q3 was
not required for the IST Progrm. Due to the fact that these valves are primary containment isolation
valves, they are also leak rate tested during refuel outages.

The valvei identified were added to the IST Progrm due to Generic Letter 89-04 and currently required
quarterly stroke time testing. Due to the new Inservice Testing requirements, the valves should have
been added to LOS-RH-Q2. 1(2)E124073A/B and 1(2)E12-f 074A/B were not placed into LOS-RH-Q2 (RHR and
RHR SW Valve Inservice Test for Conditions I, 2, and 3), which allows for quarterly testing of these
valves. A period of approximately ten months has elapsed since the previous testing of 1(2)E12-f073A/B t

and 1(2)E12-F074A'B.

Technical Specification 4.0.5 invokes the perfonnance of inservice testing of ASME Code Class 1, 2, and
3 peps and valves in accordance with Section XI of the ASME Boller and Pressure Vessel Code and
appilcable addenda as required b/- 10 CFR 50, Section 50.S$a(g). The procedural deficiency was a
violation to the IST Progrm and therefore a violation of Technical Specification 4.0.5.

The conpleted annual review of the IST progra found no other pur.ps or valves which were not included in
appropriate procedure.

This event is being reported pursuant to 10CFRSO.73 (4) (2) (1) due to missing a Technical Specification
Surveillance.

C. APPARENT CAUSE OF EVENT

. The cause of this event was a deficient procedure. LaSalle Operating Surveillance LOS-RH-Q2 did not
include all of the valves requiring stroke timing per the IST Progrm. Personnel error contributed to
this event as LOS-RH-Q2 was not properly revised to test the valves which were added to the Inservice
testing progra as a result of conplying with the generic letter.

Other contributing factors:

1. A mdor revision to the IST Progra was required to be cenpleted in a short time frame.

_2. The'IST adninistrative procedure (LTP-400-04) should have included a requirement to perform an t

independent review on the applicable procedures following a major IST Program revision.
'

O. SAFETY ANALYSIS OF EVENT-

Valves 1(2)E12-F073A/B and 1(2)E124074A/B (RHR Heat Exchanger Vent Valves) are only nonnally used
-during the stem condensing operational mode of the Residual Heat Removal (RHR) System. This mode of
operation is not utilized at LaSalle Station. These valves are nonnally closed; furthermore, there is
no specified closure time in the Technical Specification or UFSAR. This event inposed a minimal impact
in regards to safe operation of the plant. The valves were satisfactorally stroke timed, and no valve

.

degradation was observed. The significance of this event is minimal considering the fact that these
valves had previously been testing at 18 month intervals. However, the valves presently required

- quarterly testing to conply with taSalle County Station IST Progra which was not being accomplished.

_ _
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0l)|3 0 10 014 of 01 4LaSalle County Station Unit 1 0 | 5 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 31 71 3 910 -| -

TEXT Energy Industry identification System (Ell 5) codes are identified in the text as [XX]

'

E, CORRECTIVE ACil0NS

On Decenter 7,1990 the eight RitR lleat Exchanger Vent Yalves were satisfactorally stroke tined. No sign
of valve degradation was noted.

Surveillance LOS-RH 42 will be revised to include quarterly stroke timing of 1(2)E12-F073A/B and
1(2)E12-F074A/B. Procedure LTP400-04 will be revised to include a requireuent for reviewing the IST
Progr a and appilcable procedures after a major progr e revision. Action item Record (AIR)
373-200-90-09001 will track these procedure revisions.

An independent review of IST Progrm will be performed and tracked by AIR 373-200-90-09002.

F. PREVIOUS EVENTS

LER Nunber Title

373/86 410 00 Fallure To Perfonn Surveillance On Rhet And RSCS
Ouring A Power Reduction.

373/90-002-00 Turbine Weekly Surveillance Exceeded Critical Date
Due To Personnel / Procedural Errors.

G. COMPONENT FAILURE DATA

Not applicable.
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