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| U. S, NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
REGION 111

Report No. 50-461/87033(DRS)
Docket No, 50-461 License No, NPF-62
Licensee: I1linois Puwer Company

£0C South 27th Street

Decatur, IL 62525

Facility Name: Clinton Nuclear Power Station, Unit 1

l Inspection At: Clinton Site, Clinton, 111inois

! Inspection Conducted: Septenbcr 4, 1587 through Januar' 14, 1988
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Inspection Summary

Inspection on September 4, 1987, through January 14, 1988 (Report
=§. §§ §§§z§%§§;§§§51|

$ _lnspecte fine, unannounced safety inspection to review startup
€st results, (72532, 72301)

Results: Within the one area inspected, no violations or deviations were
n ed,










was subsequently determined that the new value also could not be
met, the allowed value was again increased, this time to 225°F. The

- data recorded during the performance of the test indicated the

: maximum temperature reached at the C217 location was 210°F. The
licensee performed a safety evaluation pursuant to 10 CFR 50.59 and

| determined that a FSAR change was required. Change #176 was

. prepared to document this but at the time ol the inspection, the
change had not been submitted for review and final incorporation
into the FSAR., Further evaluation by the inspector of the
acceptability of increasing the maximum allowable temperature limits
in containment is required. This will be tracked as an open item
(461/87033-02(DRS)).

' No violations or deviations were identified.

3. Open Items

Open items are matters which have been discussed with the licensee,
which will be reviewed further by the inspector, and which will involve
some action on the part of the NRC or licensee or both, Two open items
disc;OStd during the inspection were discussed in Paragraphs 2.2

and 2.b.

4. Exit Interview

The inspectors met with licensee and contractor representatives denoted
in Paragraph 1 during and at the conclusion of the inspection on

Jenuary 14, 1988, The inspectors summarized the scope and results of the
inspection and discussed the 1ikely content of thi. inspection report.
The licensee acknowledged the information and did not indicate that any
of the information disclosed during the inspection could be considered
proprietary in natuyre.




